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INDIRECT EFFECTS INDEX FOR IMPACT ANALYSIS

Many impacts of development projects are caused not by the construction or
operation or the project itself but by the long or short term population increases
associated with the projéct. These indirect impacts would include increased
pressure-on hunting, fishing and other recreational resources, extension of urbanized
areas, and pressure on school and municipal services and cannot be easily predicted.
A model to estimate these indirect impacts has been developed to assess effects of
population ; growth on recreation and use of natural landscape. = Community
infrastructure effects were addressed separately (ETR-27, ETR-28, ETR-29).

Dyer and Whaley (1968) developed a model for predicting use of recreation
sites. They attempted to account for distance from origin to recreation site,
competing facilities, degree of urbanization of origin, age, occupation and income of
the people. Regression models using parts of their general model were able to
account for up to 74 percent of the variance about predictions of stream use, and
57 percent of the variance about prediction of campground use.

However, a regression model is inadequate for prediction of future use if no
history of use is available. It is possible to develop a theoretical model that will be
sensitive to population levels and distribution of impacts about population centers.
Impacts around population centers are expected to decrease with distance and two
general distributions are most frequently used: gravity models and normal distribu-
tions. Gravity models are based on the assumption that influence of a population
center falls off as the inverse square of distance (Reilly 1929, Huff 1963). These
models can be modified to incorporate intervening opportunities. This analysis is
founded on the assumption that recreation impacts about a population center would
be normally distributed with distance, rather than an inverse square relation.

The model developed and a preliminary validation of it are discussed, below.
The model is applied to analysis of potential indirect impacts of Operating Base (OB)
sites in the Nevada/Utah M-X project area. Five sites have been selected for
possible OB sites in seven alternative combinations of two bases each. The model is
used to evaluate the potential indirect effects of the base pairs in each alternative.

THE MODEL

Assumptions

The model is based on the general assumption that all measurable impacts
would be normally distributed about the OB centers. That is, one would expect a
bell-shaped distribution of impacts. Second, it is assumed that most of the impact
would occur within 100 air miles from the OB site. Third, the degree of impact is
proportional to the population of the OB site. And finally, certain resources attract
more people than others. That is, people are willing to travel farther to visit some
areas than others. The model takes these assumptions into account.

The model gives an index of effect described by a nonlinear function of
distance that is a modified form of the Normal (u,0) density function. This model has
a mean of zero and a standard deviation of 35. Thus, approximately 68 percent of
the population-related indirect impacts would occur within 35 mi (one standard
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deviation), 95 percent of the impacts would occur within 70 mi, and 99 percent of
the impact related to a given OB site within 105 mi.

The function is adjusted to OB population levels by the simple expedient of
multiplying the normalized function by the OB population. A perhaps more realistic
approach would have been to quantify the population density (humans per hectare),
and model that population density directly. However, for several reasons, this
procedure was not possible and would have required many more assumptions that
could not be validated. The function developed is an index relating the distribution
of the population impacts to population size, but cannot be construed as an estimate
of the population density at any point. This approach gives an effect index that
varies by many orders of magnitude. Close to the population center of say 20,000
people, the index will approach 20,000, and will approach 0 at the 4th standard
deviation from the population center,

It is also necessary to account for the attractiveness of resources. This is
easily done by multiplying the standard deviation, , by a factor, called the appeal
rating, which takes values of 1, 2, or 3 and is based on travel distance to the
resource. If a resource has an appeal such that a person would travel up to 200
mi solely to visit it, it would be given an appeal rating of 2. If a person would
travel 300 mi or more to visit that resource, then the appeal rating is 3.
Otherwise the appeal rating is 1. This has the effect of doubling or tripling the
spread of the function. The appeal rating is relatively easy to assess. Lake Mead,
for example, has an obvious appeal rating of 3 since many people travel up to 300
mi to use Lake Mead's recreational resources. Wheeler Peak has been assigned an
appeal rating on 2 but if it should become part of a national park and thus
receive greater publicity, the rating might be upgraded. Specific appeal indices are
included in Appendix II.

The Equations

The effect index for a single population center j on resource i is given by
equation 1 below:

1 X:: = U 2
= - = P
Eij exp [ 5 ( -lejr_ ) ] 3 (1)
1
where
Eii = Effect index of OB j on resource i.
i G Distance from OD3 site j to resource i.
} - Mean of distribution (u = 0).
= Primary standard deviation of the function ( = 33).
Pj = Long term population of OB.
A. = Appeal rating

1

Equation 1, evaluated for several population levels and 120 mi is illustrated in
Figure 1. Because the basing alternatives call for two bases, it is possible that their
influence will overlap. This is given by evaluating equation 1 for both OB sites and
summing (Figure 2). A combined effect index using the mean distance (equation 2)
is used for most of the analyses discussed below:
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Figure 1. Effect index plotted against distance from
hypothetical population centers. The curves
from top to bottom reflect populations of
20,000, 15,000, 10,000 and 5,000 people.
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Figure 2. Effect indexes of two hypothetical population
centers 100 miles apart, Base A: 20,000
people; Base B: 15,000 people. The combined
index is given by equation 2 in text,




_22 x5 | 2 (2) i
Eik = exp[-z( 1J) u) ]Pj
! i oA,
; =1 i -
where
E.. = Combined effect index of Alternative k on resource i.

ik

: ij
! All other symbols same as in equation (1).

Mean distance of resource i from OB siting.

As pointed out above, this index is an ordinal ranking index for use in
estimating the relative impacts of a given population center on a specific resource.
While the numbers vary by many orders of magnitude, a difference of 5 orders of
magnitude implies that the site with the higher value will be more heavily impacted
but does not imply that one site is 5 times as heavily impacted as another. In fact,
it may well be that only very large effect indexes are significant for most resources.
Perhaps the best way to view the effect index is as an independent variable in
regression analysis. This is discussed below. ]

VALIDATION

: The model was tested using the results of a survey of fishing preferences by
‘ the State of Nevada (Anon. 1979). These data provided estimates of the number of
' anglers, angler days, and county of origin. Appeal ratings were assigned to 69
streams and 60 lakes and effect indices were computed for each fishing site relative

to home county using equation (1). These raw data are given in Appendix 1.

’; The appeal rating of the specific resource was initially assigned without
i reference to the perceived appeal of the user. Appeal was ranked on a relative use
criteria, using all fishing data aggregated. Resource rank was assigned as follows:
| (1) resources with users from only one county; (2) resource sites with users from
‘ more than one county and with no county contributing more than 1,000 anglers, and
(3) resource sites with one or more counties contributing more than 1,000 anglers to
the angler use total. Through initial analysis it was found that the assumption of
appeal index assignment without regard to the availability of a like-resource near
the population source did not accurately reflect user preference. The appeal ratings
were then modified to more closely reflect county by county use data. No hard and
fast criteria, like those initially used, were set. Appeal ratings were varied by
inspecting raw use data and calculated residual values, as well as the knowledge of
local resource availabilities. Further modification of appeal indices, based on
attempts to minimize residual values, did not enhance the predictive value of the
model or statistical significance of results.

. A ———r wm—

3 Stepwise regressions were run on the data using models: y = a + bE + cE2 +
dE”. The regression coefficients and some statistics are given in Table 1. The
effect index alone was sufficient to account for up to 65 percent of the variance
about the prediction of number of anglers on a given stream or lake. A distance
times effect index cross product was included to predict angler days from effect
index. The rationale for this step was that people would be more inclined to camp
at more distant sites, giving a larger ratio of angler days to anglers.

JLW‘A-‘-_

Equations 4-8 in Table 1| were obtained by adjusting the appeal rating for
intervening opportunities. Fishermen tend not to bypass nearby high appeal streams




Table 1. Regression eqhations and some statistics
/ pertaining to prediction of anglers and
anglerdays from effect index.

} EQUATION F RATIO R2
1. As = 22.1 + 0.0067E 66 . 5% *% .50
, 2. A, =42.2 + 0.045E - 4.2 x 107 'E 21.5%x .43
'I 3. Ay = 105 + 0.023E 30.6%* .31
i 4. Adl = 738.6 + 0.071E 24 . 2%* .29
5. As = 29.6 + 0.0038E" 126. 1%*x* .65
6. A, = 71.3 + 0.051E” - 3.6 x 107 'E"2 46.05%** | .62
L 7. Ay = 67.3 + 0.043E” - 2.4x107° E'D 16.13% .33
'g 8. Ay = -48.3 + 0.66E" - 4.2 x 1070E-2|  42.47%s .45
o - 0.0016E°D
:é 3962
i
As = Number of anglers fishing a given stream.
F '; A1 = Number of anglers fishing a given lake.
} Ads = Anglerdays on streams.
il Ad1 = Anglerdays on lakes.
! E = Effect index using a single appeal ratidg for each
g stream/lake.
. E” = Effect index using adjusted appeal rating.
h D = Air distance from home county to stream/lake. {
1 * Significant at P = 0.01 J
1 ** Significant at P = 0.005 ‘

*** Significant at P = 0.001
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for one more distant. The representation of appeal rating as A.. was the only
change made in equation 1. It would be possible to modify equation | t better predict
angler days. Also, there were differences between the use of lakes and streams.
However, the results presented indicate that the model could be used to genera‘e
predictions of resource use and environmental impacts.

ANALYSIS OF OB SITING ALTERNATIVES
Input Data

A program was written in Pascal to accept a file of population data for each
OB siting alternative and another file identifying the resource and providing the
distance from the resource to each of the basing alternatives. These were expressed
as the nearest and the farthest distances from each OB site to each resource. The
mean distance was computed. The data file must also include the appeal rating.
The program listing is given in Appendix 2.

The long-term population figures for operating bases used in the analysis were
computed using the October 15, 1980 estimates used throughout the DEIS (ETR-2,
ETA-28). Population estimates were provided by county for each of the six
Nevada/Utah alternatives and the proposed action. Two options were provided using
two different baseline populations. One used extrapolated concurrent population
growth with M-X as well as the other large future projects expected in the same
counties. The other option used normal extrapolation of past growth and project
increase due to the M-X project only. The latter option was used because the
population estimates were higher and provided the so-called worst case analysis.

For each project alternative, baseline population and projected increase for
the counties affected by the first and second OBs from the start of project
construction in 1982 to the end of the construction and into a stabilized operations
period by 1994 are given in Table 2. The 1994 projected population increase for the
directly affected OB county was assumed to indicate the permanent operation
personnel numbers (i.e. long-term population) at the bases.

Distances were measured from the center of each OB site to the nearest and
farthest identified resource. Appeal ratings were subjectively assigned to recrea-
tion and potential wilderness areas. Consultations with state agencies, BLM and
other knowledgable personnel were used in estimating appeal ratings. Appeal
ratings for wildlife attributes i.e. pronghorn, bighorn, sagegrouse, desert tortoise
and Utah prairie dog were assigned using ratings already determined for major
"attractants" i.e., wilderness, significant natural areas and recreation areas. The
appeal ratings ranged from | to 3 as discussed above.

The "attractants"” were rated by area whereas the wildlife attributes were
listed by the hydrologic subunit in which they occurred. The "attractants" were first
sorted out by hydrologic subunits using existing tables and distribution maps. The
highest rating determined for any "attractive" area in a given watershed was then
assigned to that watershed. This was done for all five wildlife resources and the
watersheds in which the wildlife resources are found.

P2
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Table 2. OB site long term population.
ALT BASE A POPULATION BASE B POPULATION
0 Coyote 15,967 Milford 13,071
1 Coyote 15,967 Beryl 12,834
2 Coyote 15,967 Delta 13,679
3 Beryl 16,943 Ely 14,347
4 Beryl 16,943 Coyote 12,195
5 Milford 17,221 Ely 14,347
6 Milford 17,221 Coyote 12,195
3987
8
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Results

The analysis is performed resource by resource. The tables generated by the
program are given in Appendix 2. For illustration, a discussion on the analysis of the
Great Basin valleys (Tables 3 through 11) is presented in the text.

Tables 3 through 9 show for each alternative (including the Proposed Action
which is labeled Alternative 0) the OB pairs and their populations, the resource
locations, appeal indexes, the distances from the resources to each of the basing
sites, the individual effect indexes and the combined effect index. In Table 3, for
example, Snake Valley has an appeal rating of 3, ranges from 132 to 225 mi (and a
mean distance of 178.5 mi) from Base A; Coyote Spring is given an effect index
ranging from 7,245 to 1,607. Snake Valley is much closer to Base B, Milford, (43 to
112 mi) giving effect indexes ranging from greater than 12,020 to 7,400. The
combined effect indexes of the two bases range from 19,300 to 9,000. Table 10 is
produced by combining the last column (Average Combined Effects) from each of
the preceding seven tables. The data in Table 19 were then sorted for combined
effect indexes greater than 10,000 and ranked in order of that effect index (Table
11). Fewer resources with an effect index greater than 10,000 are listed for
Alternative 2, On the basis of Table 11 alone, one would say that the impact of
Alternative 2 is less than the other alternatives because it has fewer valleys with a
high effect index.

The column means, standard deviations and standard errors of Table 10 are
computed for each resource. The alternatives are ranked by means in Table 12.
Ranking by mean alone shows that Alternative 2, 6 and the Proposed Action
(Alternative 0) are the top three choices followed by Alternatives 5, 4 and 3. The
subjective ranking was generated by considering the standard deviation and the
standard error. For example, if the means were approximately equal, the alterna-
tive with the smallest standard deviation was prepared. Since a large standard
deviation would indicate that while the mean may be relatively small, some of the
resources are impacted particularly hard.

The data in Table 12, and the tables in Appendix 2 are summarized in Table 13.
There, with respect to the nine resources analyzed, Alternative 2 ranks first in all
but bighorn sheep and desert tortoise habitat. This ranking indicates that
Alternative 2 has the smallest total impact on the project area. If this were the
only criteria used in the selection or basing sites, Alternative 2 would be the
prepared choice. An alternative form of Table 13 is given in Table 14. This table
allows easy reference to the ranking of an alternative with respect to a given
resource.

CONCLUSIONS AND DISCLAIMERS

According to this analysis, Alternative 2 appears to be the most desirable
alternative in that it minimizes impact for all but two of the resources analyzed.
This is because Coyote Spring and Deltz are farther apart than the other alterna-
tives, which reduces overlap. The fact that the resources were not uniformly
distributed about the OB sites may induce some bias, although that should be
minimized by ranking by means. Alternatives that include Ely as a base appears
worse than all other alternatives because Ely is more central to the study area, and
overlaps the spheres of influence of the other OBs.
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133 1.0 DIAOND -] [} Q.0 N ] “ 0.1 0.0 0.0 Q 0.0 0.0
1o 1.0 InDiAN SPR . & 4 A7%.7 32839 0.4 0.0 0.0 0% 27%.7 A% e
189 1.0 TINASOO 8 . 0 ‘3 Y070.0 12422.2 3. 0.3 1.0 19%1. 7079.3 13484. 0
176 3.0 AusY .0 . 4 N2 817.4 2307.8 1373. 4 32209.1 4040 1946. % J106. 9
199 1.0 TIPPETY .0 -] 0.0 . 0 Ja. 6 28 10. 7 36. ] 5
196 1.0 ANTELOPE L] . Q 0.0 .0 3.6 01 Q& 2. 1
187 1.0 COSNUTE . 0 0.0 . 0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0. . @
19¢ 3.0 DORY . O 9310.0 4304. & 1 9491. 3 .6 0913.9 17801, . @
201 20 SPRING ] 10913.9 984728 . 2 6.0 11%62. 9 9.3 11103. 1 22079, N
203 2.0 mMEADOM V -] 19842. 1 10912. 3 12989, 1 99321.0 .0 2470. 4 21794, .9
200 1.0 nANE PR ° 14382.8 6234. 6 10912. 9 .8 .3 60.3 14378, . ¢
211 1.0 TeREL Lan [ 13961.0 3672.9 .0 X . 0 0.0 139%a. .9
218 2.0 JLACK NTNS . 0 195093. 6 13%1.8 143682. 8 . Q .2 404s.1 20220 .0
218 2.0 CAANEY [] 19999. 3 13909, .7 .2 4 936.2 10792, )
217 2.0 MIONEN V N ] 19995.3 14729. 4 . .2 .2 1023.3 ) »
2310 2.0 CALIF uASH [ 19668. 3 12%1.0 ] .2 1206.0 . .0
219 1.0 modv R 00 . [] . @ .4 2 8
230 1.0 LOWER MO 20.0 . .3 -0 8 .4
W 1.0 TWE DEs 3.6 . . 70390.0 8%4. 1 78.1 220 .7 & )
222 2.0 VIRGIn A 20.0 76.0 33.0 14739.4 08%.4 12117.0 9194. ¢ 14093 42817 . @ 10! N
223 3.0 60D BUTTE 40.0 8.0 94.0 14049 & 12945. 4 12999. 1 6217. 4 JMI. B 4971, 3 21066. 9 100042 18940, &
10
i — N N e
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Table 4.
EFFECT INDEX OF BAS'ING ALTERNATIVES ON GREAT BASIN VALLEYS
ALTEANATIVE ~NO.
BASE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP. 13947.0
OASE #: OERYL LONG TERM POP. 128364.0

na ”I'.OCAYION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO B EPFECT INDEX OF BASE 8 COMBINED EFFECTE
W NAME N F AVE MAX MIN AVE L] F AVE MAX NIN AVE MAX AVE

4 30 SNang 1J2.0 223. 0 170. 9 7343 1 1607 &4 J7s4.2 .0 1370 .0 11406.0 3478 9 8395 & 18431 1 7084 2 12380

3 10 PINE 108.0 152.0 1230 O 136 7 12 16t .0 62.0 O 11348 .2 2672 8 6579 2 11380 9 2874 | 6593

& 20 WMITE 138 0 214 0 t84.0 12%. 0 149 2 447. 6 .0 126.0 -} 80066 33398 4913 3 <238 & J68% 0 9381

7 10 FISH SPR 198 0 243 0 221. 9% o0 0.0 Q.0 . Q0 134.0 [ ] 109 @ ] 1.7 109 6 o8 ¥ )

8 1.0 DUGWAY a0 0 292. 0 23s8.0 0.0 (-2 -] 0.0 .0 182.0 .0 19 7 o3 2.7 19 7 Q.3 a

9 2O GOVY CRw 231.0 263 0 247.0 68 9 12 7 .8 .0 174 .0 .9 1998 % %84 3 112). & 2067 3 398.1 1135

4 2 0 SEv DES 171.0 263 0 217 © 4239. 3 693 2 1887 ¢ 0 166.0 O 10)45.2 2675 % 4792 2 14284 5 437{ 3 Be3v

45A 1. 0 SEV LaxE 194. 0 19%.0 174. % 1.0 0.0 0.1 .0 103. 0 -] 3903. & 142. & 972 B 1904 o 142 o e

30 1.0 MILEDRD 117.0 139.0 138 O 9.8 0.9 6.7 .0 71.0 .9 9319. 6 16398 4720 9 9379 I 1040 3 4727

33 3.0 BERYL-ENT 77.0 119.0 98.0 12202. 4 8400 5 10329 1| .0 20.0 .0 12834.0 13603.3 127739 23013e 4 21003 9 23105

54 1.0 WaN WAM 122.0 1463.0 143.0 33. 2 o2 3.8 .0 1.0 . 3 9739 4 1839 B 4913 3 9772 & 1840 ) 4917

1374 2.0 BIQ SMOKY 149 O 194.0 171. 9 16437 2 343 0 794 0 .0 229.0 ] ?9a. 3 60. 9 139.9 19%% s 403. & 933

139 1 0 WKOBEW 189. 0 224. 0 207. 9 3+ 0.0 0.0 .0 212. 0 . 3 o1 0.0 Q.0 o Qe -}

140 2.0 MONITOR 151.0 203.Q0 177. 0 1358 8 238 2 43%2. 9 .0 19%.0 .3 72 263 O 461.9 2330 0 203 2 111a.

142 1.0 ALMALL SPR 138 0 157 0 143 % 10 9 0.7 28 .0 206. 0 ] 0.0 Q.0 0.0 10 8 07 2

149 1.0 STONE CBN 112.0 13%.0 133. % 9% 4 09 i1t .0 174.0 .9 1.9 0.1 0.2 9% 9 [ 11

131 | O ANTELOPE 169.0 197. 0 183. 0 0.1 0.0 0.0 .0 183.0 . 0 0.3 0.0 Q.1 0 s 0.0 -]

194 1 O NEWARK 166.0 217.0 191. 5 0.2 0.0 0.0 .0 178.0 . O 8 4 o0 [} 8 & Q.0 -]

139 1. 0 LITTLE SMO 118.0 t89.0 1%32. 0 54. 3 0.0 1.1 .0 163, 0 . O 7.3 0.2 13 ol 9 0.2 H

13 2.0 HOT CRW 103.0 163.0 134.0 9183 7 1061.2 2939 4 o 1%7. 0 .0 1890.6 1037 . 6 14130 7074 3 2098 B 3970

t70 2 0 PENOYER 632 0 930 80.0 1037%.0 6337 3 8310.0 .0 132.0 . Q 4439.2 168.7 3174 @ 14814 3 B326.0 11484

171 1.0 COaL 42.0 97.0 79 9 3323. 2 343 .0 1210.2 . Q0 100. 0 - 1292. 0 216 & 63 9 4e17 2 939.7 177a

172 2.0 GARDEN 4% 0 109. ¢ 89.0 9822.8 47%0.2 7115 4 .0 332.0 ., 3 9719.2 23968.3 4376 9 13%42 0 8318 3 11494

173 1.0 RAILROAD 83.0 t71.0 127. 0 939 3 0.1 22.t .0 149 0 . 3 294 & 1.3 2% & 1214 2 16 47

178 1 0 JAKES 133.0 186.0 170. 3 [ 4 0.0 [ 2 .0 142.0 .0 43.7 34 13.0 44 9 J. 4 13
179 A 0 LONG 178 O 232. 0 203.0 Q.0 co 0.0 .0 169.0 . 3 3.4 Q.1 o9 3 4 01 9 F
1780 1.0 BurTE 178 © 234 0 215. 0 oo 0.0 0.0 .0 194. 0 -] 14 4 0.0 o3 14 & 00 o3
179 2.0 STEPTOE 132.0 243.0 187. 9% 26981 38. 6 4431.8 .0 182.0 -} 2349 1 437.0 1086 &4 %047 ) 473 & 1530 O
180 2 O CAVE 97.0 1368 0 117 3 6113 0 2287 0 IY02. 9 .0 920 .3 7673.0 9410.9 4314 4 13786 O 7698 0 10419 ©
181 1 0 DAY LAWE 49 0 112 0 80 9 9992 & 93 4 1133 7 o &% 0 ] 4816.7 16838.3 3099 & 10809 3 1933 7 4273 &
182 1.0 DELAMAR 29.0 8.0 43 5 131327 B 4044 .9 T7]73. 4 .0 83.0 . 0 2939.8 771.3 1437 9 13867 & 4810 2 8823 T
18 2.0 LAME 100.0 132 © 119.0 3793 3 2W2W7.0 J7e4.2 .0 '83.0 0 10438. 1 4334.0 8449 8 18191 4 8441 4 1221) ¢
184 2.0 SPRING 112 0 218.0 3143.0 4429 & 129.1 2. .Q 191.0 .0 10043.2 12%2.7 4526 O 14484 T 13TB O %4IB 3
156 2.0 HAMLIN 1.0 14%.0 118.0 4898.7 1868 9 J38%.) .0 730 .0 12676.3 7229.1 10627 3 19333 3 9097 & 1448 b
202 2.0 PATTERSON 73.0 103 0 89 O G993 9 3408 8 7118 & .0 &0.0 .S 11324 0 6868 4 10194 7 20319 8 14296 9 17310 .
207 20 WHITERIVER 8% O 189 O 129 O 7113 & B46.0 2922. 6 0 123. 0 . 3 73399 2743 O 4760.7 14433 3 3807 O Te9y
208 1.0 PAWROC 2.0 O 44 0 131084 7 20981 73431 .0 100.0 .0 1373.0 216.6 384 1 18477 7 2914 8 7829
209 1.0 PAMRANAGAT 22.0 O 44 0 13104 7 26931 72431 .0 100.0 .0 1373.0 2146 384 3 14477 7 3914 8 7OV 4
210 1 0 <COvOTE 0.0 .0 15,3 199467.0 10786.3 14473 & .0 1140 . 3 16398 6.8 A% 3 17406 8 10850 1 14B8as 1
141 1.0 RALSTON 123 0 .0 143. % 3.2 o2 2.8 .0 194 0 -1 a1 g.0 00 333 0.2 26
3 20 DEEP CRN 207 & 0 2268 180. & .7 83 9 .0 144.0 M-} 2. 7 823.0 1373.0 2349 2 861 7 14% ¢
47 2.0 MUNTINGTON 224 © . O 248. 0 9% & 8. 4 30.0 .6 224.0 . 8 442. 3 76.7 1931 330 ¢ 83 1 2231
48 3 0 BEAVER 149 o 0 184.8 3786. 6 346739 4699.1 .0 816 8 11332.8 9488 .9 10482 7 17139 9 131462 & 13141 &
49 2 0 PAROWAN 129 & .0 140 8 2B76.7 89s.3 1867.0 .6 72.0 .8 107%4.3 7561. 9 9234 0 136J3 2 94%a 2 1090t 5
91 1 O CEDAR CITY 103 & 6 127. & 168. % 1.7 208 .0 %2.0 0 919 4 423%6. 4 64679.3 9487 9 4239 1 6700 &
%2 1 0 LUND DIST 104 O o 132. 0 193 2 5 4 .7 .0 40.0 .0 12303, 1 6679.5 t1014%.Q 126% 3 &a24.8 101681 %
33 1.0 PINE(N) 24 0 & 2%0.8 o0 0.0 e.0 .0 237. 4 .8 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.¢
34 1.0 CRESENT 249 & 0 204.8 0.0 Q.0 0.0 .0 248.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o0 0.0 0.0
3 1.0 Canico L 236. 0 0 2% O 00 0.0 0.0 .0 248.0 . Q 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [} -]
% 2.0 UPPER REES 19) & 0 2248 40. % 19.9 9.0 .0 244.0 o 130. 8 a3 &3. 4% 2 49 4 189 @
1378 2.0 PIG SMOKY 1740 0 206 0 75 9 3.9 220. % .0 221. 6 . 8 a98.2 835 163. 4 973.2 131 3 ELI IR
120 1.0 ORass 220 0 6 236 8 00 0.0 0.0 .0 292. 0 . 0 0.0 [N:] [ 2+] o0 00 [ )
190 3.0 LIT FIBM L 133. 4 s 187 & 10 0.0 0.2 .0 174.0 . 0 04 00 0.1 14 01 ©23
133 1.0 DlAMOND 19.0 0 232.0 0.0 0.0 Q.0 .0 200. 0 .0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
16l 1.0 INDIAN SPR D7 & .6 S1. 4 8964. 4 37%.7 5389 8 .0 163. & . 8 2481 0.2 2.9 08990 9 27%.9 3308.23
169 1.0 TInaBOO § 8.0 .6 24.8 1995353 7878.9 126222 .0 120.0 .0 216. 6 3.0 9.9 15771.9 7914.7 12314. 2
176 3.0 RuBy 224 0 0 230 1640. ¢ .2 a17. 4 .0 238.0 . Q 3149. 6 1214 8 20169 47901 13059 2824 )
189 1.0 TIPPETY 204 0 o8 0 [-N] 0.0 0.0 .0 137. 8 .8 109 0.3 2% 10. 9 0.9 2.9
186 1.0 ANTELOPE 222 s .6 287 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0 168. 0 .0 1.0 0.0 0.1 1.0 0.0 Q.1
187 1.0 GASWTE 2418 .0 264 @ 0.0 0.0 0.0 . & 200.0 .8 0.1 00 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
t@ 2.0 ORy a0 o .0 88.0 @310 0 6234 & 72431 .0 40.0 .0 12101. 4 10900.8 11%40. 7 20411. 4 17139 & 1880%. 7
201 3.0 SPRING 9%. 0 .0 106 0 10912, 3 6673 % 9392.2 .0 %0 L0 123%02.1 11092 8 12020 . 3 23013. 4 20026 & 21452 7
209 2.0 MEADOW Vv 80 .0 36.0 13883 1 3 .1 .6 104.0 . 8 9984 B 4256. &4 7030.4 29847.8 14748. ¢ 21019. S
206 1 0 MANE SPR 16. 0 .0 32.0 14282. 8 '3 . 8 .0 92 0 . 0 289 403.3 1071.0 16794 3 44640. 1 11981. 8
2T 1 0 THAEE LA 200 0O 400 1331 8 3 .0 .6 180.0 .8 30.7 o4 3.9 133923 26718 8N4 O
219 3 0 BLACK MINS 36 O O 48.0 13093 & .8 .0 144 0 . 0 7361.9 9011,0 62470 23617 4 185731 20629 8
a1e 2.0 NET 140 .0 26 0 135333 3 .7 .0 133. 6 .8 2291.2 20767 26190 18806. 3 16063 8 17321 @
217 2.0 WIDDEN V N 14.0 0 320 199332 L& .6 138 0 8 2439 3 2411. % 20952 18994.4 17190 ¢ 18092. 8
218 2.0 CALIF wASH 13. s .0 36.8 13668 3 .8 .0 132.0 O 42% . 4 2148 7 1097 4 19924.9 13730 S 17938 3
219 1.0 mDDY R 80 0 12.0 193333 . 6 112.0 .8 11309.9 76.7 2312.2 268851 14459 9 (7367 @
230 1.0 LOWER MO 20 0 & 208 13%1.8 .. 118. 0 o 720 2.9  216. 6 1420823 2 11%98. 0
221 1.0 Tagt DES 23 L0 84 8§ 100718 [ 6 7.0 L8 4701.8 12148 2%6.0 14771 3 3654 2 %04 O
222 2.0 VIRGIN RN 3/ 0 Q9 52.0 14729 & .0 .0 108. 0 L0 11360.7 3903 & 7704 2 24300.1 312799 9 19%01.2
223 3.0 OOLD BUTTE 40 O L0 %4 0 14849 & 1 .0 132.0 .0 8649.8 3823. % 7110.4 20299.2 1878% 9 21107 ?
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Table 3.

EFFECT INDEX OF DAGING ALTEANATIVES ON GREAT BASIN VALLEYS

ALTERNATIVE NG.
BASE A: COVOTE
BASE §: DELTA

139¢7. 0
13679 0

nILES TO A
N [

avE X

ErFECT INDEX
L n

EFPECT
HA]

INDEX OF BaSE B

B

e rNrNN e e N UN Y

R

pEppENp
0000000000000 DOO000000D00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000

Lttt el

- —nsunun————p—-—-——:»—-—-—::—-—
CETEHE ERT R A T2 L R E DR LR L2 R 1T R R 2211 T R DL

WA e o WA AL oo o RIS S = 0o oo ) 50 5m 00 0o 0w

229.0 170.3 72631
192.0 130.0 134. 7
214.0 186.0 1230

243.0 221.9 Q.
29%2.0 234.0 0.
263.0 247.0 o0
26).0 217.0 4239,
199.0 174.9 1.
139.0 138. 0 3.
119.0 ¥0.0 12202
163.0 143.0 3.
194.0 171.9 1637,
226.0 207.% 0.
203.0 t77. 0 1398,
3157.0 1435 10,
193.0 122. % ”.
197.0 183. 0 [}
217.0 191. 8 0.
188.0 193.0 4.
163.0 134.0 9183,

3.0 80.0 10373,

7.0 79.3 Jaad.
109.0 @9.0 9822
171.0 127.0 9
186. 0 170. 3 0.
232. 0 209.0 a.
2%.0 16.0 0.
243.0 187. 3 2694,
138.0 117.9 6112,

Lo
¥
]
(-]
o
30341
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13939,
M.
13019,
11226.
*006.
12071,

13679

12696,
S2%.
1081D.

2%

o
0.
0.

nn AVE
10492. 9 11849. 6
4637 1%04.7
10813. 1 1207).7
27071 a%4. 4
2313.9 %1339
74690 9933.0
11226. 9 13019. 4
3341.2 10%99. 0
19 & a79. 2
3920.3 7196. 8
1443.4 408% 9
9.1 2J. 2
0.0 Q.0
132.0 230.9
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.1
o8 32
0.0 0.2
1680. 1 783
187. @ 408. 4
0.1 0.7
741.9 1160. 1
0.0 0.1
11.2 33.1
3.2 11.8
s.8 .9
2707.1 4344.21
2W21. 9 IN46. 9
1.2 17.1
Q.1 03
3990.0 4760. 0
$133. 9 6945. ¢
4440.9 0407.0
2707.1 Ja31. &
1993. 9 2840.0
0.0 0.1
0.0 0.1
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.9
4930. 6 6341.23
349 3 40%. 3
9%327.9 10670. 9
J463.0 30%2.1
17.1 130.1
17.1 129. 4
0.0 0.0
g0 0.0
0.0 0.0
10. 2 as ?
17.1 4.0
0.0 .0
Q.0 . O
0.0 . Q
0.0 0
0.0 [}
e ]
143. % .3
3.7 . 0
1.1 2
2072.0 .3
* s .y
Y 4
e.0 . Q
0.0 .0
700.2 1
1.9 3
4.1 .8
2%. 4 .3
00 . 0
Q.0 . 0
0.0 B
"0 .4
9.2 . @
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; Table 6.
EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTEANATIVES ON GKEAT DASIN VALLEYS
: ALTERMATIVE NO. 3
| i BASE A: BERVL LONG TERM POP. 14943 0
,' BASE B: LY LONG TERR POP. 14347.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INOEX OF BASE A nILES TO EFPECT INDEX OF SABE 9 CORSINED EFFECTS
1 NG APPL  NAME L] [ 4 3 RAR ntn AVE L] | 4 AVR MAX [} ¢ ] AVE RAK MIN avg
4 2.0 SNAKE 31.0 137.0 0 13097.8 73330 11349.0 250 @9.0 $7.0 13944.0 10017.3 12281. 4 817250 3 29730 &
s 10 o &2.0 O 14844 2 3320.9 6MI6.0 56.0 940 760 3634 9 . 0 .7 39180 10176.0
« 20 0 124 0 0 103700 33830 .7 0.0 83.0 72.3 99363 .2 .3 10217 O 14073 @
' 7 1.0 o 13%4.0 0 1430 11 .4 83.0 1080.0 94.3 7317 X 7 1228 3% 0
. 8 10 0 162 0 0 2.6 0.4 6 100.0 122.0 111.0 2622 ) .2 324 w7
i s 20 0174 0 3 28384 7714 11 1140 142.0 120.0 3809, 2 .8 o 20043 MR 9
% 30 0 168 @ 0 13393.3 49997 11 2.0 199.0 118.9 10376, § .0 .4 9819 163031
‘ 46a 1.0 .0 103.0 9.9 91324 1882 .2 79.0103.0 89.0 1444.3 8 7 a7? 1 e300
30 1 0 NILFORD 200 71.0 493 123031 21e4 7 '3 91.0 149.0 130.0  488. 3 s e 264 Y s20s 8
33 3.0 WEAYL-ENT Q.0 20.0 10.0 167430 16638 4 .3 "63.0 180.0 131. 8 10497, 3 0 .3 19939 2 23418 3
9¢ 1. QO NAM WAM 264 0 71. 0 53 312097 & 23847 .7 69.0 100.0 849 209%. 0 1 .6 2406 9 7204 8
1374 2 G NIG SHOAY 192.0 229 O 3 393e @0a 4.2 122.0 1830 132.0 3044. 1 N 0 3310 1300 &
139 1.0 KOBEW 169 0 212.0 s 0.1 a0 0 72.0 10%0 %0.3 17293 . 3 1124 s0a®
140 20 MONITOR 144 O 199.0 180.9 1018.2 . '8 05.0 1160.0 101.3  4864.0 3 .2 3814 ¢ 3e2 1
182 1 Q ALKALI SPR 188 O 204.0 o o0 -] 0 149.0 168.0 190. 9 1.7 . 9 ? (- (-2
149 1.0 STONE CBN 149 0 174 O Lel. 9 2.0 .3 4 98.0 143.0 121.5 204 7 7 . 28 31
151 10 ANTELOPE 130 G 182.0 170.0 o 0 11 48.0 @9.0 78.3 21732 ’ & 338 11800
134 1.0 NEWARR 134 0 170.0 .0 11,8 . 0 .6 J4. Q¢ 740 34.0 a9%0. % [ ] . 13360 4204 »
193 1 Q LITTLE SMO 133 0 143 0 330.0 0.0 -3 (7 490 88.0 8.3 938¢ & ) e e0m 4 132
158 2.0 WOT CAK 137 0 157 O 0 2ees 9 ‘. [0 71.0 120.0 99.5 @377 e 1 .3 4670.5 7323 0
170 2 0 FENOYER  102.0 132.0 C  S8e0. 4 1 3 8801390 1005 43100 ' 4 S48% 1 @Y 2
171 1.0 CDAL 75.0 100 © s 1703 & .0 L4 66.0 103.0 83.5 24244 .0 0 46® 4 1470 4
. 172 2.0 GARDEN 89.0 112.0 100.3  7330.3 s 9 43,0 102.0 €2.3 9%e® i ? 4 94733 13200 »
173 1 G RAILRGAD  98.0 149 0 123.9 228 2 20 S 290 126.0 77.3 10178.9 .2 s 200 12e%7
178 1 0 JAES 118 0 142.0 130.0 7. s 71 13,0 37.0 26.0 130881 . 8 8309 7 10904 7
) 173 1.0 LONG 138 0 149.0 1323 71 1 1 34.0 73.0 543 @930 3 . 2 . 1648 4 4200 23
: 178 1 0 aTTE 129.0 194.0 181 3 1.0 .0 .4 23.0 97.0 0.0 11340 @ ¥ s 3082 302
{ 179 20 STEPTOE  13v 0 182.0 199.3%  2100.2 "9 .9 0.0 §3.0 42.3 14347.0 n 2 7440 ¥ 1220% 0
. 180 2 0 CAVE 710 %2.0 81.3 10129 7 %] 17 20.0 #2.0 41.0 13772.2 .S * 14833.) 20488 2 :
181 10 DRY LAKE 490 9.0 39.0 4358 9 M 10 86,0 109.0 77.3 4048.@ .2 7 2939 2 332w 2 ;
! 182 1.0 DELAMAR 630 ®3.0 730 33330 2 192¢.7 100.0 129.0 114.9 202 2 ) 2 10342 19927
i 183 20 LAE 43.0 ®.0 o 13780 1 @ 111331 29.0 48.0 443 13440.4 .4 . & 17339.2 2201, &
{ 184 2.0 SPRING 49 0 131.0 100.0 13361 4 0 4107.1 9.0 64.0 34.3 14228 9 4 2 11100 0 18430 4
: 19 20 HANLIN 11.0 73,0 43.0 14739t © 14029.8 34.0 930 &4 3 13730. 4 ‘2 7 13253 9 23413, @
H 202 2 0 PATTERSON 335 0 #0.0 9 1493%2.1) .2 134%90.7 %8.0 *1.0 74.9 10170.) ] & 17997 1 21801
207 20 WMITERIVER 74 O 133.0 S weev e ‘e 4293.3 3.0 72.0 3N 3 14310 4 .2 313071 9 10620 ¢
{ 308 10 sAmROC 74 & 100 @ o 1912 4 .0 773.4 97.0 130.0 117.5  308.2 ‘2 & 292.0
209 1 0O PAMRANAGAT 74 0 100 O ] 1012. & N 771.4 97.0 138.0 1172.9 300. 3 . [ ] 292. 0
10 1 0 cOvoTE 71 0 1140 .93 Wes ? . & 913. 4 132.0 42.0 187 3 1.7 L] . & s 2
141 3 O RALSTON 171 0 194 O .3 0.1 . O 0.0 112.0 157.0 134. % 4.7 9 N} 0.6
! 3 2.0 DEEP CAK 132 0 164.0 148.0 2863, 1 L 1912.4 60.0 O%.6 748 99383 1 4 30
, 47 2.0 MUNTINGTON 181.6 224 O s 383 % L2 3%.% 72.0 136.0 %40 94323 .9 e 3735 @
' 48 J O BEAVER 32.0 81 o 14987 & . ® 13838. 9% 123. 6 152.0 130. 0 7013 4 L) 0 17938 %
; 49 2.0 PAROWAN 416 72.0 569 14200 4 9 12190.4 136.0 136.0 146.0 2172.2 » 3 11380 3
1 10 CEOMR CITY 28 G 32.0 0 12703 1 2 6819.0 120.0 134.0 142.0 170 9 0 %19 e
32 1.0 LUND OIST 80O 400 0 16308.1 10 13393.3 93.4 140.0 116.8 40L& .8 7 se22.4
| 83 1.0 PINE(N) 1% 0 237 & 216.8 0o 0 0.0 8.0 128.0 108.0  408.2 .8 2 17 e
34 1.0 CRESENT  224.0 248.0 2360 o0 .0 0.0 116.0 141. 4 120.0 % 1 e 1 .0
; v 33 10 CARICOL 224 Q 248 0 234.0 0.0 .0 0.0 121. 6 140.0 130. 8 34.3 ¥ .3 a0
' ' Sa 20 UPPER AEES 212.0 244.0 326.0 1727 0 B4.2 1296 132.0 130.8 2848, & 1 2 1a% v
1 , 1379 2 0 010 SMORY 192 0 221. [ ] e A J 4 . .6 1340 4363. 8 ] & 197 )
| 138 1 0 cRass 208 0 232.0 ° 00 9 s0 e t15. & 181 4 .4 e a2
‘ : 130 10 UIT FISH L 160 0 174.0 ° 09 .3 .2 0 . ) 1 1736
! 153 1.0 DIAMGND 1480 208 O ° 0.2 0 ¥ . 3 9 avle
et 1.0 (INDIAM SPR 124 O 149 & [ ] N . 2 A | . & . 0 . 8 0.2
167 1.0 TINABOO 8 100 0 120 0 110.0 2860 K .. .0 ? .3 ars
™ ) 176 3.0 AUBY 176 0 220 0 2020  4150.1 1403.7 .7 .0 .3 .3 enr 3
) i 189 1.0 TIPPETT 132 0 157. 4 s 3.8 °.7 ¥ Y .8 .8 1373.0
186 1.0 ANTELOPE 132 O 188.0 170.0 ) 0.0 .1 .0 1 '3 2422
: ) 187 1.0 GOSWTE 173 & 208 0 190.8 0.1 0.0 .0 .0 1 L4 178
198 2.0 DAY 240 400 32.0 13979 9 143908 .0 ° . "7 19149 0
i 201 20 sSPRING 360 320 J8.0 165061 14907 & .0 . s .8 " 20430 3
i i 203 2.0 MEADOW v 49 4 104.0 768 13181.9 38192 ‘2 . ” 0 #1932
: : 2080 1.0 WKAME SPR 44 0 92.0 8.0 2183 s 9333 .2 ° 2 .0 & 8383
211 1 0 THWREE LAR 121 & 140.0 . @ 40 9 0.9 3.2 o . 0 . 0 . & oS
219 30 BLACK NTNS 108 O 144 O 0 9982 9 w6187 . s -4 L1 8872 2
216 2.0 cARNET 116 0 133. 8 8 42922 27818 . .8 .. 0 298 4
217 20 WIDDEN v N 113 & 1200 .4 e s 9 3335 407.8 %0362 3317 1
218 2.0 CALIF WASH 104 O 132.0 2 M1 .0 08 2 2054 240.3 e227.3 .4
219 1.0 muDDY R 17,6 112.0 7 1013 i 0.2 0.0 0.1 149309
220 1.0 LOwER MO 84.0 116 0 I ] «. 0 . & . o2 - ¥ 0.0 1.3
221 1.0 TREOES 49 & 76.0 2 1403.7 L& 148, .. 0.6 2.9 e217.0
223 2.0 VIRGINR 32 0 108.0 .0 31334 0 134.0 33008 3333 1197 S 10%2.7
223 20 OOLD BUTTE 96 © 132 0 2 Te87. 9 14 202.4 30001 1473 6 2371.3 14143.2
1
!
13




Table 7.

EFFECT INDEX OF HASING ALTERNATIVES ON GREAT DASIN VALLEYE

ALTERNATIVE NO.

BERYL LONG TERM POP  14943.0
8. COVOTE LONG TERW POP 121930

MILES YO A EFFECT INDEX OF SASE A MILES TO ® EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 9 COMBINED EFFECTS

N F nax nIN AVE N F A mAX 1 A nAX nin avE
3 .0 137.0 o 12037 8 .0 11349.0 .0 0 178.9 99325 7 2874.9 20991.] 84607 14223 @
10 .0 e2.0 .0 14844 2 .9 8818.0 .0 .0 130 0 104 o ] 12.3 14948. 6 3929.3 9820 3
2.0 0 126.0 o 10370 © .0 e484.7 o .0 186.0 94 7 §  2597.2 11324.7 466. 9 48440
10 0 1%4.0 .0 1430 1 13. 4 .0 .0 219 o0 ¢ 0.0 1430 11 19 4
1.0 0 182 0 [} 26 0 D) 26 .0 .0 236.0 0.0 3 0.0 2.0 o4 38
290 0 1740 s 2608 ¢ 4 14821 .0 0 247 0 52. 7 ] 261 291.0 781 9 31307 2
Jeo 0 166.0 0 13293 3 .7 89141 .0 02170 32378 S 1441.2 16631.3 3383 1 103%3.3
1.0 0 10%. 0 5 91334 .2 1aes 2 [} 0 174 3 o8 X 0.0 91%.1 188.2 1284 3
1.0 o 71.0 5 12303 1 7 6232.3 [} 0 138.0 o7 . S ) 12340.8 21652 4237.5
3.0 o 20.0 0 14943 0 4 16866. 3 o 0O %0 Mnee 1 7689.0 26262. @ 23054 3 24733.2
1.0 o 7.0 .3 12837 & 7 a4g6.7 .0 .0 143 0 % 4 02 29 12003 0 21650 4469 6
2.0 C @29 0 3 3932. 9 4 1842 .0 0171 3 1283 7 2W2.0 406.4 16393 42 4  790.6
1.0 g 212.0 s 0.t -] 0.0 o o 207 3 00 00 0.0 02 00 oo
2.0 0 199.0 s 1018 2 9 6098 .0 01770 11903 1820 498.7 2200 7 331.8 1100 4
1o 0 20s.0 o Q0 [4 0.0 o 0149 3 8.0 LX) 2.2 8.0 0.3 2.2
1.0 0 174.0 3 2.0 1 Q.4 o .0 133 3 722 e 0 8.9 748 0.7 o.¢
1.0 0 182.0 [ 0.6 ] 0.1 o .0 193.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.1
1.0 0 178.0 .0 1.1 -] 0.8 .0 01918 02 0.0 0.0 11.3 0.0 0.9
1.0 0 1830 .0 10.0 -] 1.7 .0 .0 1%3. 0 a3 c.0 0.9 .3 0.3 2.6
2.0 0157 0 0 2493 9 e 18800 o L0 134 0 3939 1 810.9 1951.9 #4330 2160 3 3819.@
20 0 132.0 o 3860. 4 1 4191.3 .0 .0 B0.0 7924 1 .9 626069 13784.9 7718. 6 10938. 2
1.0 .0 100. 0 S 1703 6 L0 744 & o L0 9.5 2%39 7 LD 924.2 42433 348 0 14668 8
20 0 1312.0 >  79%.3 .8 6044.9 [} .0 890 7%02 23 O 95434.% 15052. 4 ©0330.8 11479 ¢
1.0 0 149.0 E) 338. 2 2.0 33.9 .0 .0 137.0 732. 9 1 16.9 10690 2.0 20 4
1.0 .0 142.0 [} 37 & ) 17.1 .0 .0 170 % 0.7 .0 0.1 59 3 43 17 2
10 0 169 0 .3 7.1 1 1.1 .0 .0 209.0 0.0 [ 0.0 72 0.1 1t
10 0 194 0 ) [ [} 0 4 .0 0 2160 0.0 [} 0.0 19.0 0.0 0.4
2.0 [ 3} .3 ] .9 14389 . 0 .0 187 5 2080 7 S 3374 51620 426 3 1774.3
20 0 o .3 7 3 8s02.7 [} L0 117.9 4668 9 8 2990 9 14798. 6 B89 1 113%03. 6
10 o [} [ 9 .8 4092.0 o 0 80.% 43769 .9 849.9 109138 2499.7 4937 ¢
10 o .0 .0 .0 2 19247 .0 O 4335 8e%.? .4 5633.2 12004.7 4107.3 7937 9
2.0 .0 .0 [ 1 .8 11193, 1 . 0 .0 119.0 4393 7 .8 2874.9 18173 7 10135. 3 14030.0
20 [ .0 .0 ) o #107.1 . 0 .0 163.0 3390 7 .3 7%8.0 16632.0 1749.6 6865.1
20 [ [} [} t 6 14029 © .0 .0 118.0 3228 5 L1 29450 219732.3 10970 7 16975. 1
2.0 3 .0 s ! .2 13458, 7 .0 .0 B9. 0 869 2 .8 5434 3 21821 3 15869 O 18893 2
20 o [ .8 ? e 62933 .0 0 129 0 3434 3 .4 2232 1 19124.3 4280 O 8327 &
10 o o [ ® o 7718 .0 O ¢4.0 10008.9 .7 98039 11621.9 23467 53049
10 [ o o & L0 771 8 .0 .0 44 0 10000.9 7 3533 3 11821.5 3346 7 4304 9
10 o [ s 7 2 % . 0 .0 133 121930 2 11093.9 14339 7 8322 4 11971. %
t o o o .9 ' .0 6o . 0 .0 1433 29 4 2 2.2 as s 0.1 2.2
20 [ [ o 1 11812 & s 0 224 8 137 @ .0 a4 1 3000 ® 1117 2 187 7
2.0 s o [} E) 2 294 9 .0 .0 248.0 72.9 6. 4 29 6% 4 1077 2778
30 20 6 a .6 9 138389 3 0164 B 4419.06 .7 3338 4 19407 2 13332 6 17397 4
20 s N [} .4 9 12190.4 .8 .0 148.8 21197 1§ 6 1273 4 16397 4 106673 134620
1.0 [} .0 [} 1 2 8918 0 .8 .6 127 8 128. 7 ] 19.0 12421 8 %320 5 8833. 0
10 o o o 1 © 13393.2 o .0 122.0 1473 1 20.0 16633 7 86221 13421.3
£.0 0 237 6 8 o .0 Q.0 [*] .5 2%0.8 0.0 ] 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.0 o o ° .0 ] 0.0 a .0 264 B 0.0 -] o0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.0 o .0 [} [} 0 °0 .0 .0 2%4 0 0.0 .0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
2.0 ° .0 .0 ? [ a4.2 . & 0 224.9 200. 2 .2 70.2  428.9 4.2 1584
20 o . [} 9 ° 237 o 0 204.0 17 0 L2 174 6 910.8 182 2 2390.2
1.0 [ ° [ o [} K] [} 6 21,8 0o .0 o0 0.0 o0 o0
1.0 0 178.0 is8 0 s 1 021538 iBl & 1676 o8 o o1 13 o1 0.2
1.0 [} Q .0 .2 ° 0.0 X .0 222.0 00 .0 0.0 03 0.0 o0
1.0 [} .. 8 L] 2 3.3 [ 6 %1 6 - 40868 2 9 41139 6000 0 2103.7 41167
1.0 [ ) o .0 3 121 4 [ .6 Q™8 11860 & .9 9487 & 12164.6 6065.0 9609.0
2.0 o (-] o 1 7 Wed.7 .0 0 2%.0 12%2. 9 .9 524 3 3411.0 1087.2 3287 O
1.0 .0 a a .8 .7 3.3 -] o 0.0 00 . 0 0.0 12.9 0.7 33
1.0 -] ] .0 .4 [ 0.1 6 247 6 00 .0 0.0 1.4 00 01
1.0 . [ [} 35Y . 0 00 .. 0 24 8 oo ] 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
2.0 ] .0 [ .9 9 13%262,0 . 0 .0 B8.0 6346 9 8 .9 22322 0 19150 & 2079%.5
20 ° ) o 1 & 13069.0 .0 0 108 0 8029 1 E] .2 24529 2 218121 22199 2
20 3 .0 .8 .9 .2 9281.2 [} .0 6.0 1211%. 8 1 4 23297 2 13440.2 19969 &
1.0 ° . 0 .0 .6 3 1614 2 .0 .0 32.0 10983.1 .8 1 16188.7 32971 94433
10 6 .0 8 . E L] ° .0 ¢0.0 103% O .7 .9 10398.4 20061 8352 1
30 . 0 .0 o .9 7 92870 (] 0 ¢0.0 1149Q.9 .0 .1 21481 8 16973 7 19032, 1
20 . 0 .6 [} .2 & 2457. 8 . 0 .0 2.0 11080.6 ) .2 16172.7 13429, 9 14829. 7
20 & ] 8 . .6 3822 . 0 .0 22.0 11860 & .4 .3 16421.0 14441.0 15439. 3
2.0 0 .0 o 2 1 4092.0 . e .0 2.8 11967.0 .0 .2 17986, 2 13221, 4 19428.2
10 I3 (] X ] .? .3 20%2.% .0 .0 12.0 11880 & 1 .9 20811.3 11086.3 14351. ¢
1.0 [ (] ° N 8 2%.0 .0 .6 28.9 103% .2 .7 11309 1 a917.9 @978.7
10 ° -] .8 2 .7 2307 & . & .0 44.8 7492 .7 .4 13899.3 4994 .3 @742.0
20 o [} . 0 . 0 4 10276. 4 o .0 52.0 11297 .2 9 26919 4 11917.5 {9330 @
20 [} .0 .0 1 9 9397.7 .0 .0 34.0 11341, .0 .4 22496, 3 17379 ¢ 20002. 1




Table 8.

EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTEANATIVES ON QREAT BASIN VALLEYS

-
ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASK A: MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 17221.0

BASE B: LY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
!
LOCATION MILES TO A EFPFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILE® YO B :”’l:? INDEX OF SABE B COMBINED EFFECTS
ND. APPL  NAME N [ AVE mAX nIN avVE N ’ ave nIN avE nax NIN
4 3.0 SNARE 3.0 .0 77.3 13833 8 29.0 .0 57.0 13944.0 10037 3 12361. 4 9 19767.0 2349s. 1
S 1.0 PINKE 2.0 .0 38.0 13340 8 0. 0 .0 76.0 S 8.3 13%8.0 .. 0 6. 0 10909 . @
b 2.0 wilTE 40.0 .0 71.9 148269 0.0 .0 . 9 3 4844,0 8291.2 .2 .3 18612, 3
R 7 1.0 FISH sPR 52.0 .0 109.9 1107.0 192 182.3 8%.0 N} .9 7 1228 23307 .7 .1 5039
8 1.0 DUGHAY . 0 .0 119.0 341.7 14.0 77.9 100.0 [ .0 2 a3 o 3. ¢ [ .0 17t 8
.‘ ® 2.0 GOVF CAm  102.0 .0 123.0  9832.3 2137.2 77.7 114.0 .0 . 0 2 18231 269%.0 .8 .3 #373.9
{ 46 3.0 SEv DES 3% 0 .0 82.0 14290.4 B09.3 12694.7 82.0 .0 .9 1 4825.0 73@9.0 .9 .3 20203. 0
1 46A 1.0 SEV LARE .0 .0 30.0 139767 1331.3 4307.3 79.0 . 0 [ 3 188.9 % .0 .2 e773.1
| 30 1.0 AILFORD 0.0 L0 10.0 17221.0 14626. % 16332.3 1.0 .0 . 0 ) 0.1 1y s 1 16348 7
‘ 53 2.0 JEAVL-ENY 23.0 .0 51.9 16012.0 12892. 4 13269.3 2.0 . 0 .8 3 3300.8 #349.0 27310.0 .4 818.2
54 1.0 WAN WAM e 0 L0 29 0 16661.0 4463.2 12217.4 9.0 . 0 .8 0 242.2 7791 18738.0 .4 1399%. 6
{ 1374 2.0 816 SMOKY 21t @ .0 234. 3 183.2 19.3 #3.0 323. 0 .0 .0 1 470 & 1316. 4 3247.4 * 1379.3
13% 1.0 nOBEW 178.0 .0 196. 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 72.0 .0 . 9 1 2.6 .9 172 2 .4 308,
140 2.0 MOMITOR 184.0 .0 197.3 S04.4 199.7 321.7 e3.0 . 0 ) 0 2443.0 95014.3 73s48. 6 7 %3%.0
182 1.0 ALNALI SPR 218.0 .0 226. 9 0.0 0.0 0.0 j49.0 ° [] ? 0.1 0.5 1.7 .3 0.9
149 1.0 STONE CON 177.0 .0 t91. 9 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.0 .0 .9 k4 2.7 2.7 2847 .7 .7
£31 1.0 ANTELOPE 172.0 .0 183. 0 0.1 0.0 0.0 48.0 N .9 2 %9358 11%.9 21733 8 11399
194 1.0 NEWARR 182.0 .0 183.0 48 0.0 0.4 240 .0 .0 S 1934 9 43438 8993.0 .9 A384.2
199 1.0 LITTLE SO 148.0 .0 16319 2.3 at 0.4 490 .0 68.9 6 #00.2 2113.9 338 8 .2 21139
194 2.0 HOT CRW 140. 0 .0 173.0 1263.9 3046 @23 710 .0 .9 s .8 9437.1 9841 ) .3 64eY. 4
: 170 2.0 PENOYER 134.0 L0 131.0 27%6.3 946.7 1481.2 80.0 .0 . 9 O 2636.0 43159.0 9266.3 3392.7 3997.0
171 1.0 COAL 106. 0 .0 120.0 179. 9 12.3 9.2 660 .0 .9 4 1394 720 23%0. ¢ 170.7 7782
172 2.0 GCARDEN 117.0 .0 129.9  4280.1 2200.3 3110.8 #32.0 .0 . 9 1 4962.3 7162.7 12029 2 7162 8 10376. 3
173 1.0 RAILROAD 118.0 .0 148.0 8. 6 0.0 2.3 290 . 0 .9 s 22.0 123.2 10237 22.0 1228 ¢
178 1.0 JAMES 123. 0 .0 134.0 . e 32 . 131.3 130 .0 . 0 1 §209.2 10887.6 13122 % 808 ¢ 10099. 9
175 1.0 LONG 142. 0 .0 1%. 93 4“6 0.1 0.8 Je0 . 0 .8 S 1444 3 4260.2 0933.0 1444 4 4249.0
' (78 1.0 RUYTE 129 0 . 0 187.0 193 0.0 0.7 1.0 o . 0 e 082 .8 11580.2 208.3 3201.9
; 179 2.0 STEPTOR *°.0 .0 131.3  7260.4 @71.4 3949.4 0.0 . 0 s O 4004 0 11932.1 21807.6 7735.4 14001.9
, 190 2.0 cAvE 8. 0 L0 94.5  80%. 3 38323 ¢923.2 0.0 . 0 .0 2 9492.0 120039 21849 7 1333%. 2 19000. 0
I 181 1.0 DAY LAME 80.0 L0 94.0 12633 147 4 467.5 46.0 .0 .9 & 1124 1228.2 72122 25¢.9 170d. 4
\ 192 1.0 100.0 .0 110.0 2%0.7 4.2 123.4 100.0 .0 .9 2 16.1 “2.0 3. ¢ o 4 1914
: 183 20 LAKE 3.0 LD 77.3 11486.0 7T240.6 93201 29.0 . 0 ] 6 §930.9 11506. 4 24946 6 14211.0 2083s. 9
¢ 184 2.0 SPRING 2.0 .0 102.0 116339 2200.3 39%.6 0.0 .0 .9 9 94439 12530 & . 3 18480.0
' 196 2.0 HAMLIN ar.o .0 96.0 149735.8 9700.2 12%09% 0 24.0 .0 .9 6 9%42.3 9We.2 .9 21009.2
! 202 2.0 PATTERSON &2.0 .0 735 1163135 6239 0 99232.2 .0 .0 .9 S 12 9 §163.2 21811. 9 14401 9 10066. 3
' 307 2.0 WHITERIVER 97 O .0 116.0 43921 2681 7 4262.4 5.0 .0 .9 S 9453.3 13232.2 20903 & 11123. 0 16499 8
208 1.0 PAHROC 108. 0 .0 323. 0 1847 & 72 338 97.0 0 .9 2 6.0 9.2 439 e 13 3 07 0
0% 1.0 PAHRANAQAT 108.0 .0 123.0 1474 7.2 3.8 97.0 .0 s .2 .0 st.2 4356 13.3 87 o
; 210 1.0 COVOTE 123. 0 .0 151. 3 3%. 8 0.0 1.5 132.0 .0 .9 ? 00 0.0 a7 9 oo 18
‘ 141 1.0 MALSTON 194 O .0 208.0 Q.0 Q.0 00 112.0 ) .8 ? 0.6 0.9 .7 0.6 ()
l ' 3 3.0 DEEP CAx 117 & .4 133. 6 41993 17349 37866 60.0 6 s 2 6323.9 010s.1 14135 & 0078 ¢ 10892. 7
' i 7 2.0 MUNTINGTON 181 & .0 200.8 99% 1 1234 281.3 j2.0 .0 ] 2 36345 3622.9 9048 4 I737. 9 Hi04 ¢
s 48 3.0 BEAVER 17 L0 32 8@ 14980.8 13912 .4 16400.9 12%. & .0 . 8 4 30214 .4 23996 2 20344 0 22209 3
o 4% 2.0 PAROWAN 24 0 .0 J4.0 16229 0 141339 15304. 9 136.0 .0 .0 2 11979 .2 19231 9 1a%28 &
! 31 1.0 CEDAR CITY 14.0 .6 32.8 13%912. 4 6309.0 11100.7 128.0 N} . ¢ ’ 0.7 .3 4309 7 11106 »
83 1 0 LUND DIST 120 0 30.0 16230.0 4724.3 11926.7 9.6 .0 .8 [ .0 o 4729 1 11901, 9
33 1.0 PINEING 200. 0 .0 218.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 80.0 .0 . 0 2 17,9 .2 1729 1220
. S&4 1.0 CRESENT 220 0 .0 232.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 116.0 & .8 1 40 16. 4 9.1 a0 16. 4
‘ 93 1.0 CARICO L 223 L& 243 8 0.0 0.0 0.0 121. 6 .0 .9 3 [N ] 13.2 34.3 [N 13.9
Iy % 2.0 UPPER NEES 232.0 . & 242.8 7 9 4.3 42.0 12%. ¢ .0 . @ 4 12560 3J009.1 293¢ 3 1383.3 2051. 1
370 2 G 910 SMORY 220 & 224.8 17% % 84.2 9.2 108.0 . & .a 8 1834 8 29278 4339.0 1908 & W27 0
‘ 130 1.0 CRasS az s 0288 Q0 Q.0 0.0 10%. & . & & 4 .9 b1 4 191 4 w2e a4
X 190 5§ 0 LIT FISW L 180 O .0 1680.0 00 0.0 0.0 800 [} N 6 173 4 4%22 10327 1736 43323
] 133 1.0 DIAmOND 173 6 01928 01 [N} 0.0 &1 .8 & e 292.9% 1080. &4 2040 9 av). 9 1080 ¢
t 16l 1.0 INDIAN SPR 150.0 o182 0 03 0.0 0.0 133 & ‘e . b v 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.0 Q.1
: 169 1.0 TINABOD § 137. 8 .6 147 & 7.8 0.7 24 136.0 .0 ] . 0.0 0.7 19.1 0.7 E Y
N 176 2.0 RuUBY 178. 0 .0 196.0 42063 2075 9 301%. % &34 .0 [] 2 7143. 4 9344.9 14039 &4 9219.3 132960 ¢
f 183 1.0 TIPPETY 120 0 01320 4.2 kY 14.0 4%. & . & . & 0 1372.3 3325.0 4100.2 19939 a0
o 196 1.0 ANTELOPE 3181 & .0 1%6. 9 .0 0.1 0.8 &0.0 .0 .0 2 2022 0054 2170.0 2423 9042
187 1.0 cOSWTE 16t. 6 .0 182. 9 0.4 0.0 0.0 774 .0 N 3 179 1921 1220.0 17.9 :eay
190 2.0 oAy 8.0 .6 4. B 12503 0 YY08 4 11219.3 92.0 .0 .0 9 4798 2 3394 .9 .3 166061
201 3.0 SPRING 2.0 .0 40.0 13232 9 13963.2 146269 64 O L& . 8 8 9442 v 10823 .3 1 29492 7
4 209 20 MRADOW V o8 o 01140 78141 2330.6 4372.3 109 & .o . & 3 3741 174¢ . 9 .7 s321 0
l 206 1.0 MANE SPR 101 & 01148 334 8 2.8 79.4 124 0 .0 o ° 1.2 .. N ] N [ LI
211 1.0 THREE LAK 180 O s 178 @8 (3 00 0.0 173. 6 .8 .8 1 0.0 0. 0.4a o 0.0
¥ 219 3.0 BLACK NTINS 141 & 0 140.8 4935 5 39%32.0 9330.0 189 & .6 . & 2 19%.35 23%% .7 S 7e8a 2
216 2.0 OCARNET 192 0 61608 14300 914 9 12370.@ 181. 6 6 6 8 W6 23 N 7 1%9 &
27 2.0 “IODEN V N 1%2.0 0 198.0 1430.0 1107.0 1349.2 181. 6 .0 a 8 333 [ 9 17% 0
318 2.0 CALIF WASM 140.0 41528 23206 10090 1389 % 176 O ° .0 2 0% . .3 19%0 9
21% 1 0 MDY R 136.0 o 1429 et 1.9 4.2 189 & .6 .u 2 0.0 3 L4 3
J 320 1.0 LOWER MO0 1321. 6 0 136.8 4.2 1.4 8.0 168 & . & s 2 0.0 .4 . .3
W1 1.0 TE DES 8 0 .0 100 0 730. 0 102. 9 290.7 130 & .. . & [ ] 0.6 .9 .S 293 2
N S22 2.0 VIRGIN R 8.0 .8 104 8 10743 4 229 9 3614.8 120.0 X ) 333 .2 . o2 o
223 2.0 O0LD SUTTE 128.0 0 146.0 8171 3 3089 2 #34Y 7 19%. 6 & .8 1 16798 s .® 98R21.0
[ ]
&
{ 15
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Table 9.
EFFECT INGEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON GREAT DASIN VALLEVS
! ALTEANATIVE 0. &
SABE A° MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 17321.0
} BASE 0: COYOTE  LONG TERM POP. 12193.0
LOGAT 10N MILES YO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE B COMBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N " A mAK nIN AVE N [ A MAX NN AVE AX nIN avE
4 30 O 77.3 198358 974% 7 13114.7 132.0 229.0 176. % 93329 1237.7 2074.9 21369 I 10977. 4 13909 7
s 1.0 .0 38 0 13363 ) 39%.4 9931.9 108.0 192.0 ] 1.0 12.3 313447.8 3937, 6 924 2
o 20 L0 71.9 146249 3833.3 10221. 3 198.0 214.0 .7 1139 337 3 13%81.7 .2 10978 &
7 10 010% 3 11070 1.3 183.3 198.0 243.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 1107 0 3 1833
' e 10 0 115.0 341.7 14 0 77 ® 220.0 232.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 3417 .0 7 e
’ 20 .0 123 0  9833.3 2137.2 2677 ® 2]1.0 2432.0 .7 10.9 26¢.1 smEs 9 7 3702.1
4% 3o .0 82.0 16290 4 98096.9 12694.7 171.0 262.0 .8 529.9 1441.2 19%20.2 0 14125 @
A 1.0 .0 300 13876.7 1331.3 4207.3 1540 19%.0, . 8 0.0 0.0 13877. 3 .3 207 2
S0 1.0 L0 10.0 17221.0 14626.9 16332.3 117.0 199.0 .7 0.4 S 1 17266. 7 .3 16337, 4
7 3o L0 31.9 14812 @ 12082. 4 13269.3 77.0 119.0 .8 64161 7889.0 26132.9 . 7 23198 3
4 1.0 0 290 16661.0 6483.2 12217 4 122.0 162.0 . 4 0.3 a9 3 .9 13320 3
137a 2.0 .0 234.8 183 3 19.3 43.0 149.0 194. 0 .7 262.0 404.4 1449 O .3 .
129 1.0 0 19s. 9 0.0 0.0 * "0.0 189.0 226.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.9 ° [
140 2.0 0 197.3 304.6 199.7 .7 193.0 203.0 .9 182.0 498.7 1493 1 .. .
142 1.0 .0 226. 9 0.0 0.0 0 134.0 t37.0 . 0 0.9 a3 00 3 .2
149 1.0 .0 191.9 0.0 0.0 0 112.0 19%.0 .9 0.7 [E] 72.9 ? .S
1.0 .0 1830 0.1 0.0 0 149.0 197.0 .1 0.0 o 0.2 .0 .0
1.0 .0 181.0 .8 0.0 .4 166.0 217.0 ¢ .2 0.0 Q.0 47 ] .
1.0 0 161.9% 2.3 0.1 .4 118.0 180. 0 .9 0.0 0.9 43.7 .1 .3
a0 .0 173.0 12639 5046 .3 109.0 163.0 . .1 910.3 6 1 2
2.0 .0 131.0  27%6.3  966.7 .2 43.0 3.0 .1 48333 . .3 2 L1
1.0 .0 120.0 1733 11.3 .2 62.0 97.0 .7  262.0 924.3 271%. 2 .3 ..
3.0 .0 129.9  4260.1 2200.3 .8 69.0 109.0 .3 36300 5434.3 11782 4 .3 .3
! 1.0 .0 3148.0 °9. 6 0.0 2.3 83.0171.0 .9 0.1 16.9 7914 .1 1
1.0 .0 128.0 3% 8 32 .3 193.0 184.0 .7 0.0 0.1 3.9 .2 .
1.0 .0 1%4. 3 4 0.1 .8 176.0 332.0 . 0 0.0 Q.0 4o N} N ]
} 1.0 .0 197.0 19 3 0.0 7 178.0 294.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 19 4 .0 .7
i a0 .0 131.3  7260.6 @714 .4 132.0 263.0 . 7 29.9 337 4 9321.3 .9 .
{ ao .0 94.5 809 5 38322 .2 97.0 138.0 .9 1746.8 2980.9 12763 4 [ 1
' 1.0 .0 94.0 1263.9 1474 .9 49.0 112.0 L] 729 8639 38404 .3 . e
1.0 .0 110.0 290.7 49 2 .4 9.0 39.0 .7 .4 5432.2 99424 . .6
2.0 .0 77.9 11686 0 7260. 6 .1 100.0 138. 0 .7 1746.0 20749 13901.7 3 . 0
20 .0 102.0 11632.9 2200.3 L& 112.0 10.0 .7 93.9° 758.0'15024. 3 .8 .6
2.0 .0 9.0 14973.@ 97002 .0 %1.0 145.0 .S 1427.1 29433 20214 3 3 .2
20 .0 73.3 1163329 82390 .2 79.0 103.0 2 4130.8 9434.3 18302 4 .9 7
20 .0 1160 83931 2681.7 6 B9 0 169.0 3 46l .4 22321 12027 & MY k4
1.0 0 122.0 147 & 72 .8 22.0 ob. O .9 2080.7 9533, % 101%.3 .0 3
10 .0 123.0 147 & 72 .8 22.0 640 .9 2060.7 99329 101%. 3 [ .3
1.0 0 191.9 ase 00 s 00 31.0 .0 8238.2 11093 ¢ 12230.8 2 -
10 0 208.0 00 0.0 0 123.0 168.0 K 0.1 2.2 25 4 1 2.2
20 61326 41993 1734 9 .6 209 6 244 O N 8.0 64 t 4337 2 .0 .
20 © 200 @ 393 1 1334 .3 224.0 272.0 . .8 22.9 s68 O [ .3
30 .0 32.8 16960 8 19912 4 9 149. 4 180 0O 4 20037 239%8 4 21400 4 .1 .
2.0 0 34.0 16238 0 14133 9 9 129. 6 168..0 L1 684.6 12724 10429 s .3
1 O CEDAM CITY 6 32.8 199124 463090 .7 109. 8 149. 6 .7 1.2 1.0 196411 3 ..
1.0 LuND DIST 0 300 16238 0 #734.3 .7 104.0 140.0 .9 4 28 0 16389. 3 ] .
1.0 PINEIN .0 218.0 oo 0.0 .0 224.0 277. 6 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 .0 0.0
1 0 CRESENT .0 332.0 00 00 .0 249. 6 200.0 . 0 0.0 Q.0 0.0 .0 0.0
1.0 CamICO L .6 243. 8 00 0.0 .0 236.0 272.0 .0 0.0 0.0 00 . 0 0.0
2.0 UPPER AEES 6 2028 70. @ 26 3 .0 193. 5 256.0 .2 15.2 70.3 337 93 u2l
2.0 910 SMOMY 620 0 1799 % 2 .2 178.0 232.0 .0 302 174.64 492.3 104 3 2728
1 0 anass o288 00 oo .0 220.0 2%3. 8 . 0 0.0 o0 00 00 00
1.0 LIT FISH L 0 1868 0 90 -] 01334 181 4 N ] [ X'] 0.1 0.0 Q.0 01
1 0 DI1AMOND o192 8 ot 0.0 .0 196.0 248.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 01 0.0 0.0
1.0 InDiIAN SR 0 182 0 oS oo L0 37. 6 456 .2 2103.9 4113.% 4840.7 21059 9 411393
1.0 TIRABOO 8 . 147 & 78 07 4 8.0 416 .4 6017.9 9487.4 11088t 4010 2 9490.0
3.0 Ruey 0196 0 42263 20799 .9 224.0 200.0 .9 2009 6243 34792 22%9.0 2440.2
1.0 TIPPEYY 0133 ¢ 48.2 3 e .0 2064.0 232.0 N] 0.0 Q.0 "2 - Y 14.0
1.0 ANTELOPE 0 1%&. 8 .8 01 .8 233.6 281. 8 o 0.0 Q.0 .9 0.1 [ X]
t o o828 04 o0 .0 241. 6 288 O . 0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0
20 Oay L& 4 8 12905.0 9908 4 .3 80.0 9.0 .9 "4761.8 9933.9 10951.9 14470.1 (16733 O
30 Sering O 40 0 132333 13963 2 .9 9.0 118.0 . .1 6626.9 7326, 2 22262. 4 20397 7 21933 1
2.0 MEADOM V .0 114 0 7814 1 2330.4 .3 8.0 #4.0 260 12119 6 B8029.1 10684 4 19929.7 10399 7 132% &
1.0 Rang SPR o114 8 % 8 21 3 .6 160 4.0 32.0 10999 %1 4741.0 8029.1 112399 «782.2 8108 S
1.0 THREE LAX et78 @ (X 00 .0 20.0 40.0 40.0 10390.0 200%.7 4346.9 10358.5 2903 7 4d4e 9
3.0 OSULACR NTNS 01008 4936 & 3I%2.0 .8 36.0 600 48.0 11498. % 10338.0 1099%. 1 18439. 5 14320 O 16215. 0
2.0 Cannmy 61508 14300 9149 .8 16.0 6.0 256 0 11800. 4 10684. 4 131302.2 13310. 6 11599. 2 12613. 0
2.0 NIDDEN V N 0158 0 16300 11070 2 14.0 20.0 22 0 11880.6 11237.4 11607.3 13510. 6 12764.4 12998 &
20 CALIF waBH 6 152.8 2220 & 1049 0 9 13.6 40.0 20 6 11947.0 10393.0 11333. 2 14297. 4 11407.0 129231
10 MODY R .6 162.0 L2 1 e .2 8.0 16.0 12.0 11880 6 10983.1 11499. 9 11069 6 10984. 9 31503, 1
1 0 LOWER ™0 0 tie & “ 2 14 03 20.0 37.6 26.0 10398.0 6048.2 VA92.7 10399 2 43493 8701.0
10 TWE DES .0 100 O 730.0 102 9 7 326 %.0 44 8 7692.1 3390.7 SITV. 4 042 4 493 6 eee. 1
20 VIRGIN R 6 106 8 10742 &4 22299 8 28.0 76.0 %20 11297.4 6764.2 92349 22000.8 0990.0 1484%.3
3.0 GOLD BUTTE .0 146 0 8191 3 30892 .7 40.0 68.0 54 0 11341. 4 98EN.0 10684.4 19332. 9 14972.2 17234.1
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Table 10.
COMDINGL avikAUs EFFECT INDEXES OF BASING ALTEANATIVES ON GREAT BAKIN VALLEYE i
LacATION AVERAGE EFFECT INOLE BY ALTEANATIVE !
’ rQ NARE APPEAL, ) 1 2 2 ) E) »
7
' 4 SnanE 30 4 12200 8  132% 7 14323 .7
s Y »INE X 2 .49 & 1920 8 830. 3 2
! . wilre 20 3 3381 ¢ 13319 9 4844 0 .
7 FiSn SPR 10 i 117 6344 4 . 13.4
L ouUGHaY 1.0 2 27 D . 8 E XY
. GOVT cau 20 . 2 ° et & . 1307 2 1
i " SEV DES 30 4 2 14906 @ 18503 | 1099 2 N ] -
| a0 SEV LANE 10 s 8 103ve 1930 0 1384 3 1 7 3
i %0 nLFORD 10 o . 86 0 edee 8 6237 3 . 7 4
! 33 BERYL-ENT 20 e I 173200 234133 247933 ] 3
} 3¢ UAM WAM 10 ° E 4073 3 7364.8 #4089 & . F]
1574 810 SROMY R .9 . 8 @2 1300 & 790 & .3 .
139 noBEn 10 o o0 o0 30s. ¢ LX) L3 °
140 QN1 TOR 20 [l . 8 [ F 3 T T 1108 & .0 4
143 ALRALT SPR 10 . 8 3 20 0.9 2.2 . 3 2
149 STONE Cn 10 1 4 [T R 283 .e 7 3
" ANTELOPE 1.0 [ 01 o1 1180. 0 0.1 . .0
19 NEWARN 1.0 .3 . & 32 a4 os .2 .
193 LITTLE 8m0 L0 -4 24 1.4 2319 2 2.0 . 2
) 1% MOT CAK 20 1y s 2934 7923 0 I e . 2
y 170 PENQYER 2.0 1 * 872183 #3072 108092 o 1
I i €0AL 10 . i 1210. @ 1470 4 1648 © .2 .
! 122 SARDEN 20 .9 F] 83795 13308 .4 11479 & s ] !
' 173 RAILROAD 10 .8 s @2 12497 %0 .4 1
| 178 Jangs 1.0 .7 L1 33.2 10904 ? 17.2 . . H
‘ 178 LONG 1.0 a8 v’ it e 4269 2 1. .0 [] ;
178 TTE 1.0 Q.6 .3 31.3 3201 2 a4 * .7
i 179 STEATOE 2.0 2e00.9 2 A788.1  13349.0 1774 3 s ..
10 cave 26 91977 F] 7749 8 30488 2 11381 [ t
1 DAY Lang 1.0 1488, 6 X 1190.8  3320.2 4¥SY 9 Y .
a0 DELARAR 1.0 74692 . 3 7379. ¢ 1992.7 7337 9 .4 .
] LARE 2.0 10843. ¢ .9 83450 2813 14020.0 -9 .0
T SPRING 20 3% a ] 7937 9 18630.4  e84d. 1 . & .
19 HAMLIN 20 13347.8 L& 10344 1 II41T. Y 149731 2 . 3
. 202 PATTERSON 2.0  14647.3 L1 10747.2 3601 Y 1909332 .8 7
207 wMITERIVER 20 s233.9 1.3 S771.3  t8e20.4 8327 . 8 7
208 PAHROC 1.0 72723 .. 7263.2 .22 304 ¢ 7.0 3
200 PAMHRANAGAT 3.0 7272.3 . 7243. 2 304. .0 F]
20 covore £.0  14a7e.7 1 14479 & 113718 s .
18t RALSTOM 1.0 2.9 .8 2.8 .e 3.2 . 22
3 OEER CAN 20 2@ .9 eeas 0 . 7 1878 7 . > .
7 WUNT 1O TON 20 242 & 1 833 & . 778 . 2
<« sgaver 30 a7i07 7 .8 1%330.0 3 17297 4 .3 4
e PARDWAN 20 13399 ¢ .3 719 3 N 1346). 0 . . 3
n CEDAA CITY 10 9ede 4 a 130.9 s e e . . »
L 32 LUND DIST 1.0 3 K] 1781 o 13621.3 .3 .
33 PINE M) 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ 0.0 .8 .0
V ¢ CRERENT 10 00 00 0.0 . 4 0.0 . °
' 33 CARLICO L 1.0 0.0 X oo 2 06 3 o
usegR nERs 2.0 133 e 1330 118 7 3 1% ¢ ) 3
! 810 SMOuy a0 23 * ey arz. 3 3 o 3 ° [
. GRASS [ o0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 . °
LT FIsK L 1.0 0.2 0.3 0.2 3 0.3 3 L3
{ 1.0 0.6 90 00 4 0.0 . & 0.0
! INDIAN BPR 1.4 3383 0 3. 3 3 8 2 451387 L1 3
. TInASDQ B 1.0 13424 0 12514 2 13423 2 ] 209 0 21 °
Ry 20 3108 3 2034.3 22320 2 2mro . .2
b TiregrT ta 0 7 2.8 »1.3 1 32 3 °
ANTELOSE 1o 0.4 0.4 "o .8 0.3 .1 ]
SosmuTE [ 0.0 0.0 0.2 1 X 1 [3
oAy 2.0 15760.9  1080%.7 "y 4 .6  2079S. 3 t o
' SPRING 2.0 20a%.3 21s12.7 17210 ¢ & anes. 2 .7 1
! . #EACOM v 2.0 17439.3 21019 9 14408 9 S 1993 & [ . &
: RANE TPR 50 10572.0 11583.8° 10312 3 .3 esa3 3 s 3
. THREE LAn 10 8901 314.0 8310 0 2 e L0 8340 ¢
BLACK NTNS 30 1938 v o 1%30 ¢ s 19232y 2 weMI 6
CARNET 20 19637 0 17321.6 14932 0 .3 14839 7° s 128120
! HIDDEN V N 20 1632309 18092.8 13293 C 19429 3 L0 12933 &
CALIF WABM 2.0 160643 4 179301 14907 ¢ & 196382 .9 139333
! ~uoOY & 1.0 150398 173878 13033 & .6 149314 43 11%3.1
LOMER g 1.0 113877 11396.0 11081 & .0 %8 7 8.3 @701 0
' [ TWE DES 1.0 73%8.4  9606.0 7038. 1 1 9763.0 2937 et
LI vingI® & 20 16370.7 19801.2 12618 4 (1676 0 19330.9  AMI2. 4 148490
f T GOLD BUTTE 30 18%0.4 21107 7 13403 9 116490 1 eR21.0 1723¢ 1
.
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Table 12. Ranking of OB alternatives by mean, effect
index E, and standard deviation about mean
E for 74 hydrologic subunits.
RAY [ ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
upan |NO. | PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING
1 2 | Soyote 6,104 5,861 681 1
2 6 g:;g:zd 6,684 6,662 774 2
3 o | So¥ore, 6,730 6,636 771 3
4 5 ’E‘Ef“" 6,907 7,754 9201 6
5 1 gg;;e 6,930 7,242 842 5
6 4 gg;g};e 6,957 7,207 838 4
7 3 gi;yl 7,179 7,635 887 7
057
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Table 13. Subjective ranking of OB siting alternatives

with respect to several resources. Pre-

dicted impact increases with rank.

SUBJECTIVE RANK
RESOURCE
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
74 Hydrologic Subunits 2 6 0 4 1 5 3
35 Recreation Areas 2 0 6 1 4 S 3
55 Wilderness Areas 2 6 5 0 3 4 1
79 Significant Natural o 6 0 1 4 5 3
Areas

Pronghorn Habitat 2 1 4] 4 6 3 5
Bighorn Habitat 5 3 6 2 0 4 1
Utah Prairie Dog 2 1 0 4 3 6 5
Sage Grouse Habitat 2 1 0 4 6 3 5
Desert Tortoise Habitat 5 3 6 2 0 4 1
3863
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Table 14. Alternatives in order and their subjective
rankings with respect to several resources.
Predicted impact increases with rank.
ALTERNATIVE
RESOURCE 0 1 > 3 2 5 6
74 Hydrologic Subunits 3 5 7 4 6 2
35 Recreation Areas 2 4 7 5 6 3
55 Wilderness Areas 4 7 5 6 4 1
79 Sigz;iicant Natural 3 4 1 7 5 6 5
Pronghorn Habitat 3 2 1 6 4 7 5
Bighorn Habitat 5 7 4 2 6 1 3
Utah Prairie Dog 3 2 1 5 4 7 6
Sage Grouse Habitat 3 2 1 6 4 7 )
Desert Tortoise Habitat 5 7 4 2 6 1 3

Mean Rank for All Resources

3.44.41.75.24.95.0 3.3

4040
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This analysis considers only indirect potential impact of OB sites on resources--
and only the operational stage. Short term impacts are not evaluated. Nor are
already existing impacts considered, but only those impacts which would be added to
the region as a result of the base construction and occupation. This may not be
reasonable in the case of Clark County where the additional impact of 20,000 people
may be negligible for many resources. In this case, the analysis may overemphasize
the impact of an OB site in or near an already populous region.

The split basing alternative (Alternative 8) was not analyzed because in an
ordinal ranking system, Alternative 8 would be the easy winner since only one
base would be located in the region rather than two bases.

Finally, air distance may not be the best choice of measurement. The model is
being refined to replace air distances with an estimate of travel time. This will
have several advantages including ability to map the impact surfaces. Further, this
will not predict a high level of impact in inaccessible areas simply because they
happen to be close to the OB site. On the same line, higher impact levels may occur
at more accessible locations and lesser impacts at more distant locations. While
refinements to the model are in progress, the relative impact assessment shown here
is not expected to change significantly. In particular, when used in conjunction with
other issues, refinements in the evaluation of indirect effects indices is not
expected to produce significant changes in a selection among alternative sites.

21
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USE OF FISHING STREAMS IN NEVADA
10 STREAM ARPPEAL HOME CNTY HOME POP DIST ANGLERS ANGLRDAY EFF INDX
1012 BAWER CK 2.0 CLARK 376800. 0 210.0 207.0 1170.0 4189.9
1012 BAKER CK 3.0 LANDER 3400. 0 182. 0 10.0 14.0 7%7.0
1012 BAKER Ck 3.0 Lyon 11100.0 268.0 22.0 87.0 427.3
1012 DAKER CK 3.0 UWMITE PINE 9300. 0 37.6 97.0 498. 0 8722. 4
1013 BAKER CK., SF 3.0 CLARK 376800. 0 210.0 110.0 186. 0 50994. 3
1018 BASTIAN Ck 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 18. 4 37.0 2.0 8099. 7
1029 BERRY CK.LWR 2.0 CLARK 376800. 0 234.0 4%. 0 110.0 1411,
1029 BERRY CK, LWR 2.0 WASHOE 163200. 0 276.0 3.0 43.0 &8.7
1025 BERRY CK.LWR 2 0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 21. 6 118.0 227.0 8667. 6
1026 BERRY CK.NF 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 14. 4 20.0 120.0 83549. 3
1033 BIRD 2.0 MINERAL $%00. 0 228.0 5.0 &0 27.3
1033 DBIRD 2.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 11. @ 8.0 397.0 9181.7
1084 CAVE CK 2.0 CLARK 376800. 0 218.0 63%. 0 27%.0 2991. 9
1084 CAVE CK 2.0 "LINCOLN 3300. 0 100.0 4.0 60.0 1189. 9
1084 CAVE CK 2.0 WHITE PINE 9300.0 13. 6 97.0 112. 0 9126. 1
1074 CLEVE CK 2.0 CHURCHILL 12400. 0 228. 0 885 0O é68. 0 b61. 6
1074 CLEVE CK 4.0 CLARK 376800. 0 224.0 276.0 660.0 104764.9
107 CLEVE CK 2.0 ELKD 15000. 0 130. 0 10.0 1.0 2674.0
1074 CLEVE CK & 0 LINCOLN 3300.0 102.0 17. 0 119. 0 1141. 4
1074 CLEVE CK 2 0 WASHOE 163200. 0 284.0 2.0 4.0 43. 9
1074 CLEVE CK 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 16.0 8.0 49. 0 8377. 3
1112 CURRANT CK 2.0 CLARK 376800. 0 192. 0 98.0 110.0 87%%9.0
1112 CURRANT CK 2.0 NYE 69500. 0 72.0 24. 0 185. 0 3829. 8
1112 CURRANT CK 2.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 40. 0 33.0 14.0 7899. 1
1133 DUCK CK 2.0 CLARK ‘376800. 0 226. 0 3.0 192. 0 2054.2
1133 DUCK CK 2.0 NYE &3500. 0 120. 0 99.0 17.0 1495. 4
1133 DUCK CK 2.0 WASHOE 163200. 0 278.0 30.0 8%. 0 61. 4
1133 DUCK CK 2.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 18. 4 96. 0 382. 0 099684. 2
1136 EAST CK 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 20.8 78.0 6.0 7794 6
1187 HMHUNTINGTON CU 2.0 CLARK 376800. 0 272.0 3.0 55.0 196. ¢
1187 HUNTINGTON CK 1.0 ELKO 15000. 0 38.0 10.0 12. 0 3800. 0
1190 ILLIPAH CK 1.0 ELKO 13000. 0 106. 0 1.0 1.0 192. 9
1190 ILLIPAH CK 2. 0 EUREKA 800. 0 34.0 39.0 1.0 711.0
1190 ILLIPAH CK 2.0 ORMSDBY.,CARSN C 29%00. 0 240.0 4 0 39.0 82. &
1190 ILLIPAH CK 2.0 WASHOE 163200. 0 242. 0 24. 0 2.0 414. 4
1190 ILLIPAH CK 2.0 WHITE PINE ‘9300.0 268. 0 86. 0 137.0 835895. 0
1219 WKALAMAZOO CHK 3.0 CLARK 376800. 0 246. 0 106. 0 460. 0 24221. 8
1219 KALAMAZOO CH - 1.0 LINCOLN 3300.0 128. 0 6.0 21.0 4.1
1215 KALAMAZDO CK 1.0 NYE 6300. 0 138. 0 80 3.0 2.7
1215 KALAMAZDO CK 3.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 27. 2 142. 0 659.0 8993. §
1226 LEHMAN CK 3 0 CLARK 376800. 0 22070 351.0 887. 0 419%9. 4
1226 LEHMAN CK 3.0 LINCOLN 3300.0 86.0 48. 0 13.0 2399. 6
1226 LEHMAN CK 3.0 WASHOE 163200. 0 310.0 67.0 270.0 2089. 0
1226 LEHMAN CK 3.0 WHITE PINE 9300.0 41. 6 121. 0 1796. 0 89598. 0
1250 M™MCCOY <K 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 20.8 19.0 22.0 7794. &
1290 PIERMONT CK 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300.0 21. 6 19.0 30.0 7687. 4
! 1339 SILVER CK 1.0 CLARMK 376800. 0 222. 0 57.0 115.0 0.0
i 1359 SILVER CK 3.0 MINERAL 5%00. 0 248.0 7.0 4.0 338. 1
i 1399 SILVER CK 3.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 36.8 13%5. 0 1493. 0 8746. 0
| 1372 SNAKE CHK 4.0 CLARK 376800. 0 212.0 693.0 1935.0 119723. 4
} 1372 SNAKE CK 3.0 ESMERALDA 700.0 180.0 10.0 12.0 161.0
' 1372 SNAKE CK 3. 0 LINCOLN 3300. 0 80.0 3%. 0 136.0 2468.7
‘ 1372 SNAKE CK 3.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 42 4 84.0 1956.0 8371.6
! 1393 STEPTOE CK 2.0 CLARK 376800. 0 218.0 10. 0 5%.0 2991. 35
1393 STEPTOE CK 2.0 LINCOLN 3300. 0 100. 90 30 30.0 1189. 9
1393 STEPTQE CK 2.0 NYE 6500. 0 112.0 16.0 17.0 1807. 2
1393 STEPTOE CK 3.0 WHITE PINE 9200. 0 88 189. 0 763.0 9267. 4
1397 STRAWBERRY CK 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300.0 36.8 82.0 80.0 $3%0. 9
1406 TAFT CK 2.0 CLARK 376800.0 232. 0 00 110. 0 1991..9
1406 TAFT CK 2.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 20.8 19.0 16.0 8898. 4
1424 TIMBER CR 2.9 CLARK 37480C. O 236.0 3-0 89.-0 -1282.0
1424 TIMBER CH 3.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 16. 8 150. 0 &99. 0 9181.7
1457 WHITE RIVER 3.0 CLARK 3746800. 0 200.0 113.0 49%. 0 614195. 1
1437 WHITE RIVER 2.0 ELKO 15000. 0" 136. 0 3.0 3.0 2272. 1
1497 WHITE RIVER 2.0 LINCOLN 3300. 0 98.0 30 6.0 1236. 9
1457 WHITE RIVER 2. 0 NYE &£500. 0 78.0 4.0 3.0 3493. 8
1497 WHITE-RIVER 2.0 WASHOE ' 143200. 0 2%90.0 9.0 4.0 277.3
1437 WHITE RIVER 3.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 32.8 148.0 331.0 88%7. 1
1479 WILLOW CK 1.0 WHITE PINE 9300. 0 14 4 , 63.0 40.0 8349. 3
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HAYMEADOW RS
HAYMEADOW RS
HAYMEADOW RS
HAYMEADOW RS
HAYMEADOW RS
ILLIPAH RES
ILLIPAH RES
ILLIPAH RES
ILLIPAH RES
ILLIPAH RES

RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY

RUBY .

RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY
RUBY

MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH
MARSM
MARSH
MARSH
MARSH

bl Rt R Rl ol SRR R R R S al Rl Rl ool R Sl Sef Salialalaol ol  Ball R Ralial R cio R Aol Eabalt Rollalls Rl c RSN %)

[eNeNoRsNoNoloNoNoNoNoeRoNalsNooRoNooNoReNeoNooNoNoogojojofoRoReReoRoRoNoNoNoNeRoNoNeNe eNoNeNeNeNoNaReNeoNoNeNoNololelo

HOME CNTY HOME POP DIST ANGLERS ANGLRDAY EFFINDX
CLARK 376800.0 160.0 888. 0 3269.0 118003.8
EUREKA 800. 0 94. 0 26. 0 16.0 33%. 9
LINCOLN 3300 .0 Se. 0 110.0 367.0 2833. 1
MINERAL 3300 O 196. 0 13.0 83. 0 0.0
NYE &£500. 0 70.0 7.0 369.0 3942. 4
PERSHING 3000. O 296. 0 4.0 22.0 0.0
WASHOE 163200 0O <270.0 & 0 4. 0 0.0
WHITE PINE 9300 0 63. 2 653. 0 S211.0 8399. 1
WHITE PINE 9300. 0 37. 6 33.0 43. 0 9222. 9
CHURCHILL 12400. ¢ 224. 9 7.0 8.0 0.0
CLARK 376800. 0 220 0O 1778. 0 3944. 0 109620. 1
ELKO 13000. 0 130.0 4.0 33.0 19.1
EUREKA 800. Q 72.0 14.0 16.0 471. 4
, LINCOLN 3300. 0 102. 0 88. 0 187. 0 1141. 4
MINERAL 3300 0 220. 0 42 0 100. 0 612. 9
NYE 6500. 0 116.0 31.0 48. 0 26.8
ORMSBY. CARSN C 29300. 0 278. 0 &6.0 263. 0 868s. 4
PERSHING 3000. 0 218.0 4.0 59. 0 00
STOREY 1200 .0 266. 0 11.0 4.0 0.0
WASHOE 163200 0 280. 0 183. 0 S07.0 34.7
WHITE PINE 9300. 0 11. 2 1360.0 8118. 0 9281. 0
CHURCHILL 12400. 0 220. 0 1. 0 8.0 0.0
CLARK 376800. 0 216 2 976. 0 2018. 0 3224. 9
DAUGLAS 14300. 0 274. 0 33.0 190. 0 474. 9
ELKO 15000. 0 128. 0 17.0 47.0 18.7
ESMERALDA 700. 0 160.0 8.0 11.0 0.0
EUREKA 800. O &8 O 27. 0 24.0 121.2
HUMBOLDT 7600. 0 196 0O 10. 0 69. 0 0.0
LINCOLN . 3300.0 100 ¢ 20 0 149. 0 $3. 7
MINERAL 5300. 0 214. ¢ 66.0 178. 0 689. 2
NYE 6500. 0 110. 0 23. 0 26.0 46 6
GRMSBY, CARSN C 29%00. 0 272. 0 162. 0 277. 0 44468, 5
WASHOE 163200 0 ar4. 0 6.0 90.0 0.0
WHITE PINE 9300. 0 7 2 743. 0 4993. 0 9287. 7
CLARK 376800. 0 136 C 3%9.0 14020.0 134963.9
ESMERALDA 700. 0 120. 0 4.0 16. 0 2.0
LANDER 3400. 0 182. 0 10. 0 12.0 0.0
LINCOLN 3300. 0 58. 0 38 0 165.0 834. 0
WHITE PINE 9300.0 66. 4 264. 0 1544.0 3930. 6
CLARK 376800. 0 228. 0 114.0 477.0 Q0
EUREKA 800. 0 34 0 40 0 112. 0 799. 1
LINCOLN 3300. 0 122.0 48. 0 26.0 722. 6
WASHOE 163200. 0 242. 0 51.0 180. 0 0.0
WHITE PINE ° 9300. 0 7.2 733.0 2374. 0 9126. 1
CHURCHILL +2400. 0 190.0 118. 0 230.0 24121
CLARK 3746800. 0 a%2. 90 610. 0 1481. 0 42803. 2
DOUGLAS 14300. 0 aj4 0 214. 0 429. 0 *7%7.8
ELKO 15000. 0 46 0 1883. 0 13607.0 14490. 6
ESMERALDA 700. 0 188. 0 12.0 136.0 140. 9
EVREKA 800.0 62. 0 84 .0 408. 0 672. 0
HUMBOLDT 7600. 0 126. 0 146.0 913.0 3699. 3
LANDER 3400 0 88. 0 196. 0 746. 0 R393. 1
LINCOLN 3300. 0 188 0 750 192. 0 664.3
LYON $11100. 0 202 2 3.0 290.0 0.0
MINERAL 9500. 0 212. 0 30.0 70.0 0.0
NYE 6500.0 194. 0 127. 0 369. 0 2W17.2
ORMSBY, CARSN C 29900. 0 242. 0 374.0 964. 0 6622. 1
PERSHING 3000 0 164. 0 19. 0 132. 0 0.1
WASHOE 163200 0 244 0 1559 0 69740 61741.7
WHITE PINE 2300 0 84. 0 743.0, 7218.0 7768.0
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APPENDIX I

PROGRAM LISTING AND OUTPUT OF
ANALYSES OF POTENTIAL IMPACT OF OB SITES ON EIGHT RESOURCES
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EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON WILDEANESS AAEAS
ALTEANATIVE NO. []
BASE A: COVOTE LONO TERR PP  :3047 O N
: SASE 3: WMILFORD LONO TERR POP 12071.0 3
) LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A nILES TO @ SFFECT INDEX OF DASK B COMDINED EFFECTS }
{ NO. APPL  NAME L 1 ave nAX L13.] AE M [ A 8] nin ave nax NN avk .
! 1 1.0 .0 224.0 216.0 0.0 00 0.0 80.0 100 9% © 594.1 13031 3000 1 1 3030
| 2 2.0 .0 180.0 182.0 @76.9% 4334 343 4 6.0 74 ¢ 700 @INW0.D T4Y% 4 7938 O F . .
3 a0 .0 33¢4.0 221.0 193 2 598 109 31040 a8 0 114.0 433.0 24%.1 32113 . @ [4 ™
A 1.0 .0 176.0 168.0 0.3 01 0.2 200 %0 400 7390 33313 9030 0.9 ] o
3 1.0 .0 196.0 148.0 L ) L2 ] 2 2300 460 360 %a%1.* 9N 0 77039 [} Y b.
» 1.0 .0 192.0 184.0 01 0.0 0.0 40.0 620 93950 %123.0 27321 2002 ? L] 1 7 {
’ 1.0 0 194.0 190.0 00 0.0 00 2.0 70.0 660 2722.1 1749 0 2200.0 1 ] H
[ 1.0 .0 308.0 201.0 o0 0o 00 440 82.0 73.0 24%.1 840.2 1484 0 1 2 . 8 i
. 1.0 .0 240.0 242.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 94 0 102.0 94.0 3%4.0 1871 2393 ] 1 3 ¢
1 10 30 .0 100.0 94.0 11338.2 101450 10699 2 44 0 80 0 72 0 10895.1 778 1 10232 * . 4 . 7 {
11 20 .0 3200.0 191.0 942.6 209 9 IJ84.0 216.0 222'0 224 © 111.9 9.8 70 1 S 4 1 '
ta 1.0 .0 228.0 224.0 00 oo 0.0 203.0 212.0 207 O 0.0 0.0 0.0 (] [ [ i
13 1.0 .0 138.0 121.0 20.0 .7 14.9 182.0 196 0 109 O 00 o0 0.0 1 ? s :
1¢ 2.0 .0 124.0 114.0  3393.9 3323.2 4239 2 184 O 300 0 .192.0 43.0 230.4 3038 .9 [} 2 A
: 19 1.0 .0 176.0 163.0 18 0.1 0.3 170 0 166.0 178 O 01 0.0 00 .7 ] 3
) 1« 1.0 .0 1332.0 122.0 9. 4 12.0 36.7 139.0 176 O 147 O 0.9 0.0 0.1 .® 1 .
17 1.0 .0 132.0 122.0 9. 4 12.0 36.7 130.0 176.0 147.0 0.9 0.0 01 [ 1 [
: 18 t.0 .0 160.0 156.0 1.3 0.5 0.0 90.0 62,0 @1.0 939.0 840.2 99 0 3 7 []
19 220 .0 148.0 144.0 .9 .2 19264.4 182.0 176 0 179 0 4490 9% 1 97 0 9 3 .
2 1.0 0O 9.0 %0 . .4 4334 176.0 180 0 179.C 0.0 0.0 00 . 9 s s
' a3 2.0 .0 104.0 96.0 MY S 4234.6 104 0 160 0 1952 0 19754 939 0 1237 2 . 4 s e
W@ 10 .0 86.0 77.0 . & .2 31419.0 110.0 1264 0 117 0 LY W D) 2 [ []
RN, 1o 0 112.0 104.0 .2 4 192.2 128.0 1620 13930 18 3 3.9 77 S L) .
@ 1.0 .0 132.0 121.0 4 .0 40.9 134.0 130.0 121.0 as. 8 2.9 e . Q 9 .
as 1.0 .0 132.0 121. 0 4 . 0 40.9 124 0O . . 24 & 99 1. [ s 52 &
W 2o .0 266.0 29%6.0 . 2 .2 19.9 190. 0 398 % 197 3 249, .y s 2691
¥ 1o .0 226.0 320.0 .0 .0 0.0 144.0 22 t.o 1.9 .2 [ 1.9
I 2.0 .0 142.0 130.0 ] .0 384e.3 102.0 4321 1 3634 2 40630 .4 3 en0.2
* .0 0 340 23.0 . .1 12866.2 136.0 20. 0 23 o - 3 12073
J 1.0 0 129.0 122. 0 . 8 .9 36.7 7.0 84 0 80 1337.3 7327 99 0 [ . 993 7
N 20 .0 110.0 106.0 .0 2 3073.3 %.0 64.0 40.0 94913 64058 9032 & .3 0 14129 9
@ a0 .0 102.0 *1.0 [ @ o838 7 480 060 770 01344 4143 6 71277 . 2 13993
33 1.0 .0 130.0 114.0 .7 .7 79 3 100.0 108.0 104.0 220. e 111.9 1501 3 s 227
@ 1.0 20 40 320 .0 .1 19908.9 140.0 204 0 172.0 e 0.0 01 3 1 13908 9
33 1.0 .0 8.0 %0 .0 .3 13804 ¢ 152.0 162.0 197 O 1.0 03 L) N & 19803. %
3 30 .0 128.0 1190 ) O §74.9 620 9 0 800 10979 9 9439 7 977\ N 7 18343.0
7 30 .0 120.0 120.0 . 0 .3 7993.0 %2.0 %.0 940 1192.95 11338.2 11431. 8 ) 9 1904e @
28 3.0 ASHOOWN .0 130.0 137. 0 i 3 7833 900 %% .0 3320 11e70.0 113238 2 11307 & ? 9 19190 ¢
39 2.0 RED CYN NO 156.0 162.0 199.0 . 8 0 1210.2 %.0 60 0 3% 0 1.9 €082 .6 93712 b 6 10482 9
€0 3.0 OGRYCE CYN 134.0 148.0 161.0 .9 .4 4920.2 700 700 74 0 10466.4 9919 ] 101% o . 7 15124 7
61 1.0 TABLE MTN 108 0 132 0 1130 ? ? 723 72.0 00 760 1979 & 9390 1237.2 . Q 7 1300 %
42 2.0 JARBIDOE  340.0 2398.0 149.0 1 (-] 01 360.0 272.0 266.0 122 . LY .3 (] 94
43 2.0 LONE Pn 306 0 30s.0 20s. 0 N 1 1.1 166.0 166.0 168 O 783. % Te%. % 78%. % Y & 78s 6
44 2.0 NY GRAFTON 114.0 132.0 124 O . .1 332%.2 %0 0 930 97194 31028 3407 @ 3 0 e733.1
43 2.0 FARSOECANS 112 0 120.0 114.0 .8 S 4064 9 104 O 108 O 4335.0 38342 2973 ? . 7 8020 @
4 1.0 SOPAMROCS 44.0 9.0 %0 0 1 4 3795 3 120.0 132. 0 132 [ 10.7 3 0 S7%9% ¢
47 1.0 EASTPANRAN 6.0 42.0 2390 .9 0 %2 3 1400 191.0 17 0.0 1.2 . e 0%
48 1.0 MADSCAAPS  132.0 340 3310 .9 110237 J 182. 0 149.0 29 17 a9 (-] 0 10239 ?
49 1.0 LOPAMRAMLK 32.0 34.0 D O .9 .3 10237 3 142.0 143 0 39 1.7 a9 .0 ® 1023¢ ?
20 1.0 FuWI2D 00 20 110 (] .0 139940. % 146.0 1632.0 a2 00 03 2 0 15960 7
81 1.0 GAPVINESPR 44.0 36.0 9500 .1 4 9795.3 100.0 107.0 220 & 830 1221 ? 4 3077 &
92 3.0 MADON VAL 8.0 40.0 24 0 8 1%099. 6 120 O .0 133 0 _J007.3_1212.8_202 & 3 7 170%1. 0
S) 20 MOAMON MT§ 30.0 40.0 30.0 14%64.0 120.0 140 0 130.0 3007 2 1749 O 2330 : 8 168% O
9% 1.0 PENM CYN 20.0 0.0 0.0 13%1.8 10961. 0 13961.0 144.0 144 0 144 0 0 a0 20 & 13%4 &
S9 2.0 ORAN SPR  188.0 192.0 1%0.0 432.4 371.2 401.3 86.0 %. 0 %20 5931.0 95018 35310 ¢ eJes 4 34730 N1t
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,J EFFECT INDEX OF BAGING ALTEANATIVED ON WILDEANESS AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASE A. cOvOTE LONG TERM POP 13947 O
SASE B: DELTA LONG TERM POF. 13479 0
LOCATION MILES TO A SFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 0 EFFECT INDEX OF BAGE B COMBINED EFFECTS
: NO APPL NAME N F aVE nax nIN AVE N F AVE nAX nIN AVE MAX MIN A
1‘ 1 1.0 Fisn SPR 200 ¢ 0.0 00 0.0 . Q .0 93 ¢ S341.2 34633 4346 3 3341 2 D465 3 43462
] 2 2.0 CONGER MT 174.0 &6 9 423 4 942. & . 0 .0 #a. 0 9704. 8 8770.3 9240 7 10381 4 920].7 9784 3
j 3 3.0 DEEP CREER 200.0 1.2 9.9 109 2 ] 0 82.0 7987 3 9983 & 47727 7780.5 6043.2 8621
1 v 1.0 WING TOP  140.0 Q.3 0.1 0.2 .0 .0 %90 433 s 3 33037 4337.1 2311 s 3303 @
} ] 1.0 WaM AT 140.0 3. 4 c8 a1 . 0 .0 73.0 2072 © .3 1377 © 2077. & 880.1 127¢
| . 1.LO NOTCH PR 174.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 .0 .0 46.0 71192 .6 3767 2 71193 433e.7 3747 2
? 1.0 HOWELL PR 186.0 0.0 0.0 a0 . O .0 42.0 7987 2 .@ 6431.2 7587.0 9241.2 &41 2
[ 1.0 SwWASEY MT 194.0 0.0 00 0.0 . 0 .0 I8 0 900 1 4.9 73587.2 9006.1 42069 7387 3
9 1.0 LTL SAMARA 238.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ L0 24.0 11610.% .0 10813.1 11610.3 9932.0 10813 1
10 2.0 PING VALLE 68.0 11238. 2 101453 1069%. 2 .0 .0 144.0 9M2.3 -3 9241.2 17130 6 14942. 8 160363
11 20 182. 0 343. 6 209.9 18s. 0 -] 0 020 18. 9 ] 12. 4 362 & ar7. a 298 &
12 1.0 ROSERTS AT 220.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ .0 209 0 o0 . 0 0.0 0.0 o0 o0
13 1.0 AMHIDE 124.0 0. 0 6?7 14.9 o 02270 o0 0 0.0 1.0 .7 143
16 2.0 KAWICH 104.0 9293.% 1N2%.2 4339.2 . 0 .0 2360 +8.0 .3 46.3 3363 4 33%.7 4209 9
13 1.0 ANTELOPE 150.0 1.6 0.1 0.3 .0 .0 206 © 0.0 . 0 0.0 16 Q.1 0.2
16 1.0 PALISADE M 312.0 9.4 13.0 3.7 .0 .0 202.0 0.0 . 0 0.0 9. 4 13.0 7
17 1.0 THE WALL 112.0 9.4 13.0 367 . 0 .0 202 0 0.0 [ 0.0 3. 4 13.0 36 7
19 1.0 PARK RANGE 152.0 1.3 0.9 0.0 . 0 .0 203.0 0.0 ] 0.0 1.3 9.9 o8
19 2.0 140. 0 2160.9 1700.2 1924 4 . Q .0 2110 163 3 8 149. 8 2328. 4 1836.0 20700
20 1.0 8§ NEVEILLE 94.0 433.4 4324 4334 .0 .0 226.0 o0 ] 0.0 4334 433 s 423 4
} 2 a0 | 89.0 72431 32939 4348 N .0 194 0 322 .8 @93 9 76773 5491 3 6320 9
5 a 1.0 WEEPAHSPAG 8.0 210 & 780.2 1439.0 . 0 .0 169.0 0.4 0.0 0.1 24190 780.2 1419 %
i 23 1.0 GRANT RO 9.0 371.2 3.4 1932 .0 L0 820 1463 4 301.4 0793 18J4 a 996.9 1072 %
b 2% 1.0 BLUE EAGLE 110.0 114. 4 12.0 40. % .0 .0 160.0 0 e 0.0 0.1 148 131 40.7
2% 1.0 RIORDANS W 1310.0 114 4 t3.0 40.9 .0 .0 168.0 0.4 0.0 0.1 1148 13t 40 7
28 2 v AUBY NINS 24s.0 3.2 1.7 19.9 . 0 .0 179.0 7167 301.4 #01.0 749.9 3121 20 9
a7 1.0 COBMUECYN 214.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0 .0 129.0 21.0 11.2 13. 4 2.0 11.2 19. 4
W 2.0 80 E0AN 118.0 J096.3 2040.0 2044.0 . 0 .0 139.0 2311.9 13952.9 1904 7 &147.8 3393.9 4731 1}
a9 1.0 8 13.0 13099. 6 991.% 132066. 2 . 0 .0 200.0 oo 0.0 0.0 13099. 4 9961.1 128662
30 1.0 FORTIRANGE 116.0 .6 179 %. 7 .0 .0 119.0 48 0 2%. 7 42.3 1337 4% & 790
n 2.0 WMITE ROCK 102.0 9322.8 44645.2 9073. 23 . O . 0 122.0 2303.7 2707.1 2995 ¢ 9826 5 7332.2 B80s0.7
32 2.0 PAASNIP Pk 80.0 8310.0 3322.8 &e38. Y . 0 L0 133.0 29934 1840.6 2247 @ 11303.3 71713 9100. 4
33 1.0 FAR 8 ECAN 108.0 136. 7 4.7 793 .0 .0 143.0 7.2 1.6 32 1829 4.t 82 &
34 1.0 DNWR 2.0 13941.0 190463.1 13908. 5 .0 .0 236.0 X} Q0.0 0 0 19941.0 199621 (13908 3
35 1.0 ARROW CYN 2.0 15941.0 19935, 3 1%004. ¢ .0 o 22%.0 0.0 0.0 00 19%4L O 19953, 3 13804 9
3 2.0 2B N 102. © el.1 7593.0 A7e4. ¢ -] L0 149 0 4206 9 3920.3 4997 9 16168 0 113152 13762.7
37 2.0 CEDAR BRKS 126.0 7772.0 7419 3 ?799%.0 . 0 .0 126.0 7119.2 8206 9 4638 3 14891 2 12626 2 14290 2
] 3.0 ASHDOWN 128 O 79%0.2 7419 3 26823 . 0 .0 1330 7119 2 S202. & 6132 7 13049 3 13621.9 13616 O
) 2.0 MID CYN NO 136 O 12328 1097.0 1210 3 .0 0 113.0 2979 3 34632 3716 9 33123 4%2. ) 4927 2
e 30 %AYCE CYN 1340 5466.5 4439 4 4920 2 .0 L0 127.0 7119 2 6098.9 6592 3 12563 7 10498.2 11510. %
41 1 5 TAGLE ATN  108.0 13s. 7 36.7 72.3 .0 .0 120.0 %6. 3 97 J4.3 193 0 62.4 110.6
42 2.0 JARBIDGE 340 O 0.1 0.0 0.1 [ 0 224 0 98. 0 68.0 8.7 98 1t 60 O 1.6
42 2.0 LONE Pn 306. 0 11 1.1 1.1 .0 .0 94.0 3352 4 9532.4 9937 4 9532 9 5533 5 3551 %
“4 2.0 NT GRAFTON 116.0 4044.9 2098t 233295 2 .0 Q 127.0 2648.8 2438.95 2038 1 6893 7 S1de & 3%1.2]
43 2.0 FANSOECANS 112. 0 4439 4 J671. 3 4044 9 . 0 .0 1430 1999 3 1294 7 1600 7 &398.7 4968 2 3843 &
4 1.0 SOPANROCS 44.0 723431 4439 4 937352 . 0 01910 Q.0 Q.0 0.0 724% 1 4439 4 97395 3
L}) 1.0 EASTPAMRAN 24.0 9407 9 7772.0 0582.3 .0 .0 213. 0 c. 0 0.0 Q0 9407 9 7772 0 8332 4
48 1.0 MADSCAAPS 32.0 10912. 9 99s1.1 10237.3 .0 .0 208.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10912.5 9981.1 10237 3
L34 1.0 LOPAMRANLA 22.0 10912. 9 9941.t 10237.2 - .0 208.0 0.0 0.0 Q.0 10912 % 99&41.1 10837 3
S0 1.0 Fuil3 0.0 . 139467.0 13941.0 13940 9% . 0 .0 232.0 [ ] 0.0 0.0 19947 0 13941.0 13960.9
L] 1.0 GAPVINESPR 44.0 %.0 % O 72491 4439 4 5733.D N .0 174 0 0. 0.0 0.1 7343.2 4439 &4 3733 3
92 2.0 MEADOW VAL 8.0 40.0 24.0 158621 13961.9 19093 & . 0 . Q19%. Q. 216364, 3 1364% O 1329 1§
3 2.0 MORMON MTS 20.0 40 0 30 0 13329.4 13%1.08 14%4%.0 0210 0 199 O 371.3 132. 0 240.3 15699 7 13710 8 14806. )
34 1.0 PENN CYN 20.0 20.0 0.0 1251.8 13%1.0 13%1.8 .0:208. 0 200.0 0. 0.0 0.0 13%1 8 12%1 9 123a1. @
E 1] 2.0 CRAM SPR 108.0 192.0 190.0 43). 4 .a 401.3 €2.0 900 @0 GE87.7 9983 4 H401.2 7021.2 63% & #8323
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EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON WILDENNESS AREAS

ALTERNATIVE NO. 3
BASE A: BERVL LONG TERM POP. 14942.0

SASE §: ELV LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
)
! LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES YO 8 EFFECT INDEX OF 3ABE 8 COMBINED EFFECTS
H NO  APPL  NAME N F AVE PAX MIN AVE N " avt Hax NIN e Rax L2 L] AVE
1 1 0 FISH SPR 132.0 130.0 141. 0 12.0 1.7 9.1 .0 8.0 1197.8 . ® $62.2 133t ¢ >0 9 2
2 2.0 CONGER MY 88.0 114.0 .0 7687.9 4498.4 3983.1 .0 40.0 10810.1 94435.9 9934.3 10106. 0 13944, ¢ .4
3 2 O DEEP CREER 140.0 148.0 .0 23932.0  931.1 1350a. & .0 .0 S 77156 B§950.9 12471.9 0s62.7 Y
} 1 1.0 RINQG TOP 7@ 0 %4.0 -0 1414. 2 392. 9 771. 4 .0 . O 0 1032.6 2172.2 3564032 1446. 9 . &
s 1.0 WAM WAM MT 35.0 74.0 .0 4710.8 1403.7 28e3.1 .0 3 X 408.2 %5. 0 93236.7 22119 .
[ 1.0 NOTCH PR 94.0 110. 0 .0 4959. 9 1.4 202. 9 ] -] .0 701.0 "3 7 1017 ¢ [ -] . &
7 1.0 wWOWELL Pw 108 O 114.0 . 0 145. 0 .. 0 101. 2 .0 .0 9 803.4 1133.2 14799 @73, .9
[ 1.0 SWAGEY WT 114 © 130.0 .0 6s 2 17.1 39.0 . 0 .0 S e08.3 8622 1201.7 4353 ot 1
9 1.0 LTL SANARA 130.0 130.0 [} 1.7 0.6 1.} .0 .0 7 .0 04 13. 4 .y .9
10 30 PINE VALLE 14.0 3J2. 0 .0 16747. 8 14174. 2 16304 1 . 0 . 0 3 4244 3171.0 224%6.7 30790.7 -3 *
(3] 2.0 ARC DOME 206.0 222. 0 -] ad. ¢ 110.9 190.3 .0 .0 1729.1 3112.9 2780.4 1840.0 .0
12 1.0 ROBERTS MT 204.0 12. 0 .0 o0 0.0 0.0 . 0 . 0 433.3 338 701.0 4323 .8
13 1.0 RAWMIDE 130.0 184. 0 ] 1.7 0.3 0.7 . 0 . 0 40. 2 9.7 17%.2 40.9% . 9
14 2.0 MAWICH 14a.0 160 0 L0 19264.7 132431 19349 .0 .0 2296.3 2766.9 3323 & 233%. ¢ .
. 193 1.0 ANTELQPE 184 0 174. 0 -} 1.t 0.1 Q.2 . 0 .0 432.2 432. 2 922.3 433 & .9 )
16 1.0 PALISADE M 120.0 146 0 .0 21. 1 ae 8.0 . 0 .0 172.6 W93 824.3 176.4 K )
17 1.0 THE wall 126.0 144.0 ] a1 2.0 90 . 0 . 0 173. 6 209. 9 924. 3 176. 4 4 .
18 1.0 PARR RANGE 156.0 184.0 .0 0.6 0.3 0.9 .0 .0 809.4 9957 1199.4 80N 7 . 2 :
[ 19 2.0 MOREY 134.0 180 O 0 1506.& .1 13e9.@ .0 .0 9023.9 #162.9 00146 7066 6 . & H
. 20 1.0 8 REVEILLE 126.0 138 O .0 8w 7.1 8.0 . 0 . 0 22.0 FR) 3.9 9.1 .4
| 21 2.0 OUINN 110.0 116.0 .0 4929 1 .d 4603.9 .0 . O 4738.2 3925.7 121%92.2 90%0. e »
2 1.0 WEEPANSPRG &8.0 86.0 0 2%6. 4 .9 1306. 6 ] .0 242.2 488.3 2J488.7 1070.0 1
23 1.0 GRANT RG 100 O 11&.0 -] 206. 0 .8 145.0 .0 . 0 2 1197.9 24%9.2 .0 &
24 1.0 BLUE EAGLE 102.0 120.0 .0 242. 3 -3 110.% . 0 .0 2 3462.0 S412. % .7 . ®
4] 1.0 RIORDANS W 102.0 120.0 .0 a9 L] 110. 9 . 0 . 0 LR 3463.0 34139 .7 . ¢
2 2.0 RUBY MTNS 210.0 228 Q -] 108 2 .2 136.9 . 0 N .3 8933 7 71717 .7 .7
27 1.0 GOSWUECYN 140 0 178.0 -} 0.2 0.0 0.1 . 0 . O .9 4790.2 6049 C . ® . 32
38 2.0 30 EGAN 90 0 108.0 .0 Y4127 .4 6332.3 . 0 .0 . & 12381. 4 20804. 4 .0 .7
29 1.0 DELAMARMIS 70 0 86 0 o 22920 .9 18142 N-] .0 0.7 3.0 2304.7 . 8 .3
30 1.0 FOATIRANGE 48 0 60.0 0 2%6 4 L1 1812. 6 . 0 [] .8 436190 €168 9 9 .4
H 2.0 WHITE ROCW 28 O 44.0 0 146217 8 14272 4 . O . 0 .8 8701 @ 24067 & . & 2
32 2.0 PARSNIFP Pk 28.0 32320 .0 14621.7 .8 13780. . 0 . 0 .3 4864 O 22979. 3 .2 .1
33 1.0 FAR 3 EGAN 684 O 90.0 -] 93,1 [ £ ) [] .0 L9 4172.9 393t .0 .3
34 1.0 DNuR 82.0 148 0 L0 1089.1 [ 94. 2 .0 . 0 . 0 0.1 10921 '] 4.3
3% 10 ARROW CYN %0.0 96.0 . 0 421. 1 % 4% .0 . 0 . 0 00 e21.2 .4
I 30 on N 30.0 8.0 0 18263 & a 131930 [] ] ] X .0 . & .
37 2.0 CEDAR DANS 44 O 48.0 .0 15918.8 .0 19392 7 . 0 .0 1 X .0 1 .2
kL) 3 0 ASHDOWN 40 0 46 O 0 (3757 1 .2 3195%80. 2 . O . O .6 4823 0 .7 .a [
29 2 0 WED CYN NO 20 va.0 4] 9983. 9 7?7 9689.9 N} .0 ® 7834 9 1 . & 4
40 A 0 ORYCE CYN 78 B&6O 9 188%9.2 9 13334 4 . 0 . @ .2 2038 & H] ) . 0
4L 1.0 TABLE MNTN %% O &4.0 Qo 47108 & 23896.0 .0 o .9 20950 & ] . 0
42 2.0 JARBIDGE 282 0 298. 0 .0 91 20 2.2 . O . 0 .4 53 8 [] .3 []
43 2.0 LONE P 213 0 213 0 N-] 1469, 4 4 1894 .0 .0 .9 107 9 .8 .8 [ ]
48 2.0 NT GAAFTON 80.0 ©8.0 o 00108.0 .9 9287.0 .0 .0 .6 117791 [] s .2
43 2.0 FARSOECANS B88.0 96 0 .0 7487 9 .7 71423 . Q .0 .1 10887. 6 1 N} v
3 1.0 SOPAMROCS 80.0 84.0 ] 1243.1 -1 10091 . 0 ] .9 4.4 . 3 .6 ]
47 1.0 EASTPANAAN 94 0 98.0 .0 439 ¢ ? WL [} .0 2.4 34 .7 . & 3
48 1 O PMADSCARPS 92.0 96.0 ] 93%.3 9 43909 [] .0 2.4 34 .2 2 3
49 1.0 LOPAMAANLA 92.0 94.0 .0 533.2 . 9 439.9 . Q0 . 0 2.4 14 .2 - . 3
30 1.0 FUID 88.0 3120.0 104.0 718. 2 -8 209.0 .0 ] 0.0 0.0 L1 .3 .0
31 1 0 GRPVINESPR 40 O 9%4.0 470 2018. 0 .4 #877.3 ] .0 . o ws 7 .8 4 ]
S2 20 MEADOW VAL 50,0 _868,Q _74 0 (1734 2 [ . 0 . 0 .9 _ 703, 33. 1 9 s
a9 20 MORMON WTS 60.0 B0 O 70 0 117342 N -] ] 70%. 0 83 7 13092 2 -] 1 i
38 1 0 PENN CYN 880.0 86 0 @88.0 718.2 2 0 . i 1.2 719. 4 4 L)
3 2.0 GRAN SPR 120.0 124 0 122.0 3098.0 -] - @ 1238L. 4 117791 12083. 2 10279 4 . ?
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SFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERANATIVES ON WILDEANESS ARLAS

ALTERNATIVE NO. L)
BASE A: BERYVL LONG TEAN POP, 14943.0
BASE 5: COVOTE LONG TERW POP. 12199.0

LOCATION NILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A nILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE B NED EFFECTS
NO. APPL NARE L nAX MIN AVE N F AVE mAX MIN AVE niN e
1 1.0 Fisn BP0 122.0 130.0 141.0 1.8 1.7 2.1 3080 9.0 0.0 0.0 1.7 3.
2 2.0 CONGER nT 88.0 114.0 101.0 7687. 9 4498.4 998).1 176.0 837.0 331.0 419. 2 4839.3 43ve.
2 2.0 OEEr CREEM 140.0 148.0 134.0 2292. 0 951.1 1306.6 200.0 142. 3 9.7 0.3 "0 159.
1 1.0 KINe TOP 7.0 9.0 @7.0 . -] . 140. 0 0.4 0.0 0.1 293. 9 778,
s 1.0 WAN WA NT 354.0 76.0 4.0 .1 140.0 4.1 0.6 1.6 #04.3 28s4.
. 1.0 NOTCH PR 94.0 110.0 102. 0 4 243.9% 176.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 121. 4 a8,
7 1.0 HOMELL PR 108.0 116.0 112.0 . . 8 101.3 186.0 0.0 0.0 Q.0 9.0 108,
e 1.0 SwABEY MT 114.0 130.0 132.0 . .3 39.0 1940 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.3 ».
A\ 4,0 LTL SAMARA 130.0 1%8.0 194.0 1.7 0. & 1.1 3.0 0.0 Q.0 0.0 .6 1.
10 2.0 PINE VALLE 16.0 32.0 24.0 146747.4 16174.2 14304.1 80.0 99832.3 7748.6 8148. 4 74.
1t 2.0 ARC DOME 206.0 222.0 214.0 a22. 1 110.9 190.3 182.0 4398. 2 203%. 9 a8
12 1.0 ROBERTS AT 204.0 212.0 208.0 [N 0.0 0.0 320. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1 1.0 RAWHIDE 150.0 1464.0 137.0 1.7 0.3 0.7 124.0 22. ¢ LY 11.1
14 2.0 KAWICH 146.0 1640.0 133.0 1924.7 1342, 1 .9 104.0 4044.9 2L39.7 2Ja27.8
13 1.0 ANTELOPE 194.0 174.0 144.0 1.3 0.1 0.3 1%0.0 1.3 0.0 0.2
16 1.0 PALISADE M 1268.0 144.0 137.0 1.1 2.0 .0 112.0 72.9 L3 20.0
17 1.0 THE HMALL 130.0 146.0 137.0 al 2.0 .0 112. 0 72.9 9.9 a0
18 1.0 PFAAR RANGE 134.0 1864.0 160.0 0.8 0.2 9 182.0 . 0 1.0 0.4 0.6
19 a0 €Y 154.0 360.0 157.0 1506.6 131242.1% 8 140.0 . 0 .4 1304. 4 14400
20 1.0 S REVEILLE 136.0 138.0 137.0 .e 7.1 0 %0 . 0 0 331.0 3Mm.0
a1 20 INN 110.0 116.0 112.0 4929.1 4392.2 .9 60.0 . O 9 4044.35 4761.0
az 1.0 WEEPAHSPRG 48.0 86.0 77.0 2366, 4 7. ¢ .6 8.0 .0 2 .
23 1.0 GRANT RO 100.0 116.0 108.0 2Ws. 0 .8 .0 96.0 .0 ]
24 1.0 BLUE EAGLE 102.0 120.0 I111.0 242.9 47. 3 .9 110.0 [ 4
a3 1.0 AIORDANS W 102. 0 3120.0 111.0 242 3 47.3 . ¥ 110.0 .0 . &
26 2.0 RUBY MTNS 210.0 220.0 219.0 108. 2 2.2 . ¥ 246.0 . O 4
27 1.0 COSNUECYN 388.0 178.0 173.0 0.2 0.0 1 214.0 . O . O
28 2.0 30 E0AN 90.0 108.0 99.0 7412.7 919324 3 110.0 142.0 130.0 . 3
29 1.0 DELAMAANTS 70 0 686.0 78.0 2293. 0 a7 v .2 12,0 24.0 22.0
20 1.0 FORTIRANGE 68 0 80.0 74 0 2%6. 4 12421 .6 116,00 126.0 122.0
3t 2.0 WHITE ROCK 38.0 44.0 41 O 14633.7 $1390%. 68 4 102.0 110.0 106.0
32 2.0 PARSNIP PA I8 0 92.0 43 0 14e31.7 12097. 4 1 0.0 102.0 91.0
32 1.0 FAR B EGAN B4.0 90.0 @7.0 981.1  e21.1 .4 108.0 120.0 114.0 34.2 0. &
Ja 1.0 82.0 144.0 114. 0 1089. 1 2.8 .2 2.0 4.0 20 12119. 4 3315%0.2
33 1.0 ARROM CYN 90.0 96.0 93.0 1.1 I e .4 2.0 8.0 8.0 11800. & 1207).2
3 3.0 2106 NP 30.0 A8.0 49 0 14263 &4 13737. 8 .0 102.0 120.0 113. 0 . .
37 20 CEDAR BARS 44 O 48.0 46 0 15518 0 13282. 0 7 136.0 120.0 139.0
28 2 0 ASHDOWM 40 O 46.0 43.0 13757.1 13392.7 2 134.0 130.0 127.0
Je 2.0 REDCYN NO 720 760 74.0 9982. % 9397.7 ¥ 196.0 162.0 1900
40 3.0 BAYCE CYN 7.8 85.0 459 168%.) 12114 ¢ 4154 0 160.0 161.0
. 3.0 TABLE nTN 3% O 64.0 &0.0 4710.8 N83 & .0 108.0 132.0 115.0
2 2.0 JARDIDGE 282.0 296. 0 290. 0 3.1 20 2.2 340.0 250.0 349.0
43 2 0 LONE P 213.0 213.0 12.0 183 & 163 4 . 4 206.0 204.0 206.0
44 2.0 MY CRAFTON 60.0 08.0 84.0 8810.0 7407 ¢ .0 114.0 132.0 134.0
43 2.0 FARSOECANS 68.0 96.0 92.0 7687 9 441357 .9 112.0 120.0 116.0
LY 1.0 SOPAMROCS 80 © -] 3 1 .3 0 9%.0 3.0
47 1.0 EGASTPAMRAN 94 O .0 98 . @ . 9 .0 42.0 2% 0 .
a0 1.0 PMADSCARPS ”°20 ] * . .0 _34.0 .0 .
49 1.0 LOPAMRANLA 92.0 .0 [ ] . ® .0 "34.0 22.0 ) . 18 .
30 1.0 FN2D ea o .0 L] 3 . Q@ 2.0 1.0 12193.0 13175. &1 131%0.0 A
LT} 1.0 GRPVINESPR 40.0 -] 4 .0 96.0 350.0 9332.3 J090.7 4393.7 14351. 9 8344.0
32 2.0 MEADOW VAL &0 O -] L4 0.0 400 24.0 12113.4 _J0230.0 11490. 9 27849. 8 18043. 9
2 2.0 MORMON NTS  40.0 .0 ] 3 20.0 400 J30.0 11707 J 10330.0 11124 9 20441.5 1917s.0
34 1.0 PENN CYN 886.0 88.0 86.0 H 2 710.3 20.0 20.0 20.0 103%0.0 10338. 0 10298 O (]
E 1) 2.0 GRAN SPR 120.0 124.0 122. 0 N0 .S 3710.2 190.0 192.0 190.0 231.0 a3M. 3 306.% 43291 M0
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EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON WILDERNESS AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASE A: MILFORD LONG TERmM POP. 17221.0
BABE B: ELY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
LDCATION MILES 7O A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 EFFECT INDEX OF BASE B COMBINED EFFECTS
NQ APPL  NAME N F AVE MAX MIN AV N F AVE MAX niN AVE MAX niN AVE
3 1 0 FISH SPR as o . Q 730.0 208 3 400.3 .0 88.0 830 1197. 3% 400. 2 862 2 1927 & 816 5 1262.9
H 2.0 CONGER nT b8 O .0 11041.3 9848 B 10443.1 .0 64.0 60.0 10410.1 9445 9 9935 I 21459 2 19294. 0 20301 4
a3 2 0 DEEP CREEXK 104 O . 0 9711. 4 232339 4362. & .0 78.0 &8 0 10179.35 7711. 6 G50 ° 13989 8 10947 4 13213. 1
1 1.0 RING TOP B0 . 0 9931.9 4362 46 67240 .0 80.0 68.0 3989.0 10392. 46 2173.2 133409 354132 BE97 4
3 1.0 WAM WAHN MT 20.0 .0 12503 0 7814 ! 10146.7 o 98.0 89.0 52%.9 408. 3 563 8 120J0. ¢ 0422 .3 10712. 3
e 1.0 NOTCH PR 40.0 .0 6724.3 3386.4 3010.0 0 @&6.0 B0 1338. 0 701. O 9837 @082 2 4287 4 39987
? 1.0 HOWELL PR 62.0 . 0 35688 4 2330.6 J910.1 0 84.0 790 1324. 9 603. 4 1133.2 35121.3 312s.0 4033 2
[ ] 1.0 SwaSEY MY &4.C -4 3223 9 1107.0 19%.2 .0 88.0 8.0 1197. 3 608 2 B62.2 4437 4 1719.2 2819 &
9 1.0 LTL SAMARA 94 0 .0 447 3 246. 3 341.7 .0 128.0 135. 0 1.7 6.0 9 479 2 2%23 3 %0 1
o 3.0 PINE VALLE 64.0 .Q 14301.6 312882 6 13613.0 .0 198.0 130.0 9749 3 4424 & 5171.0 20030 9 17307.2 18784 &
11 2.0 ARC DORE 216 O -] 147 & 70.9 102. @ .0 144 0 137.0 2%%7.6 17391 2112.9 27049 1800. 1t
12 1.0 RODERTS mT 202 O o o0 0.0 0.0 .0 92.0 89.0 701. 0 431.2 363. 9 701. 0 433. 3 %30
13 1.0 RAWNIDE 182.0 (] o0 0.0 0.0 -0 120.0 112.0 173. 8 40. 2 as.? 173. ¢ 40. 2 97
14 2.0 KANICH 1804 O ] 944 ) 290.7 400. 2 .0 134.0 127.0 3300.8 2296.3 3764 9 2044 9 23%87.0 147 2
19 1.0 ANTELOPE 170 © o 01 0.0 0.0 .0 92.0 87.0 922.2 433.3 432.2 922 4 433. 2 43 )
18 1.0 PALISADE M 138.0 -] -2y 0.1 0.2 .0 104.0 94.0 8093, 4 173. & J6%.3 806. O 17J. 4 W 7
17 3.0 THE waLL 138 ¢ .0 [N 0.1 0.2 0 1040 940 803 4 173. & 309 % 806. 0 173.6 209 7
18 1.0 PARK RANGE 80.0 .0 1263 % 1107 0 311821 .0 84.0 981.0 1197. 3 90%. 4 983 7 2461 0 1912. 4 21e0. 8
19 2.0 ™MOREY 182. 0 -] %8s J 730 O 6594 B O 94.0 %10 6310.0 98239 «1462.9 709.0 6331 s a817. 7
20 10 S REVEILLE 174.0 o 0.t [ Q.0 0 126.0 129. 0 27.0 22.0 R4 4 27 o 22.0 s o
21 2.0 QUINN 144. 0 . O 2079 3 12833 1630.0 0 104.0 %30 7224.1 47%0.2 39337 9299 6 &021.7 79%D.?7
aa 1.0 WEEPAMSPRGC 110.0 .0 123. 4 32 4 as. 3 .0 100 0 91.0 922.2 242. 2 488 5 104%. 8 are. e $33 0
33 1.0 GCRANT RO 120.0 . O 21. 9 4 b 10. ¢ .0 88.0 78.0 2172.2 608.2 1197 3 219¢ 7 #12.0 132077
24 1.0 BLUE EAGLE 124 O .o 32 & 7.2 13. 8 L0 68.0 390 31710 21722 3463 0 9202.7 2180 ¢ 3480.7
3 1.0 RIDRDANE W 124 O .0 32. 4 7?2 19 6 .0 8.0 39.0 9171.3 23172.2 J463 0 35203.7 2180 4 D400 7
26 2.0 AUBY ATNS 190.0 0 4J3. 9 246.9 328.3 .0 102.0 920 6983. 4 4942 3 3913 7 V4162 32090 4204 O
az 1.0 GCOSMUECYN 144 O ] a9 1.4 2.0 .0 9.0 3%2.0 6048 @ 34343 4736.2 40351.7 Jad3. % 4780.2
a0 20 80 Eoan 192.0 .0 99%. 6 4788.1 27% t .8 30,0 38.0 12090.7 11118 & 12201. 4 19347.2 3
MW 1.0 DELAMARMTS 126 © .0 26. 4 2.9 L) .0 136.0 144.0 11.7 0.7 J.0 0.1 1
20 1.0 FOATIRANGE 74.0 . 0 1430. 0 96b.7 1363. 9 0 &0.0 %0 9602.1 3300 @ .8 7332.0 ]
n 2.0 WHITE AGCK 360 .0 125090 113381 11936. 7 ¢ 7.0 70.0 9443. 9 7937. 0 .9 19%0. 9 3
32 2.0 PARSNIP Pr 8.0 .0 10742. 4 8096.3 9401 9 .0 %a.0 €5.0 7937.8 36823 3 .0 18701. 2 . 0
] 1.0 FAR S EGAN 100.0 .0 a2%0.7 147. 4 208. 3 .0 62.0 93.0 3402.1 2907 . ¢ .9 me2. 7 . a
1} 1.0 Dn 180 O . 0 38 0.0 0.1 .0 200 0 172.0 3.0 0.0 Y [ N ) . 2
a3 1.0 ARROM CYN 132 0O .0 14 0.4 0.7 .0 184.0 178.0 0.1 0.0 o0 1.9 [ ]
J& 30 1108 N 62. 0 O 144460 11140.4 126882. 6 .0 192.0 172.0 2031.6 20932 8 . & 19497 & -]
a .0 CEDAR 3RS 320 .0 152323 14928.0 13087 8 0 180.0 138.0 47%0.2 44921 ® 199917 ]
an 3.0 ASHDOUN 30 0 .0 15373.1 14930.0 1%161.2 .0 1599.0 15%.0 3031. 6 4624 & 9 20406.7 9
e 2.0 RED CYNNO 56 O 0 1330%.0 119326 7 12217 4 0 80.0 77.0 0203.2 74689 9 20710. 2 . Q
40 30 IRYCE CYN 70 ¢ 0 13789 9 12068 & 13402 ¢ 0 1688.0 18%.0 3194 | 2068.2 & 169683 & .9
a1 1.0 TAE nIN 0 ] 2073 5 12429 16300 O 74.0 a% o0 2699.8 13049 . Q@ 4771.3 -]
2 2.0 JAABIDGE 260. 0 -] 17 4 *1 1a. 6 0 186.0 178.0 7917 420. 4 L) 769 1 .
4 2.0 LONE n 166. 0 . 0 1034 9 1034 7 1034 9 0 217 0 219 © 107.3 107 8 S 1142 4 .
.. 20 NT GRAFTON 90.0 . O 7933 3 4724 3 7124 8 0 52.0 44.0 1239 8 10087 » .1 20109 1 9
43 2 0 FARSOEGANS 104 O [>] 9711 4 4788.1 3237 9 O %0 3.0 1:1341.2 104108. 1 6 170%2. 3% 1]
“» 1.0 SOPAMAOCS 130 O o 17 4 311.2 14 0 .0 130.0 125.0 40.2 14. % 4 57 & 4
47 1.0 EASTRPAHRAN 148 0 .0 2.3 1.1 1.6 .0 146.0 143. 0 4.9 2.4 4 7 . 0
L] 1.0 MADSCARPS 142 O .0 4 a 2.9 32 0 146.0 16320 4.0 2.4 4 L X
- 1.0 LOPAMRANLR 142 0 . 0 46 23 3.2 O 146 0 1430 4.8 2.4 . & L}
%0 3.0 FWId 146. 0 o 29 0.0 [ | 0 204.0 17%.0 0.® 0.0 . 0 N )
a 1 0 GRPVINESPR 100 O 0 290.7 83. ¢ 1&0. 9 .0 144 0 91.0 13%9 8 20 W8 7 13960 3 1146 &
S2 2 0 MEADOM VAL 120 O } Q.__9%20 1733. 6 26817 0 172.0_160.0 15364 9___701.0 1032 & 54% @ _2438 ¢ 3734 3
93 2.0 MORMON MTS 120 O ] 3982 0 2330 & J049 ¥ 0 172 0 182.0 1238 0 701. 0 9937 321997 3031.4 4099 &
%4 1.0 PEMn CYN 144 O . .0 I 326 Je g 1320 1520 1.2 1.2 1.2 48 4“8 a8
9% 2.0 Oonan arn 28.0 9. .0 7814 1 4724.3 7260. 6 .0 44 0 41.0 122891. 4 117731 13003. % 20193 4 19499 4 193603

II-13

-

v




‘ L “,‘V”“.#/

M’N(z" ~ e

e t B e )
P S SR S S .
EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON WILDEANESS AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NO. [
BASE A: MILFORD LONO TERm POP 172321.0
PABE B: COVOTE LONG TERM POP. 12193.0
LOCATION MILES T0 A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF Dask B COMBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N 4 avE nAX N AVE N r AVE 7Y NIN A nax nIN aVE
1 1.0 FISN BFR 88.0 104.0 %4.0 A | 400.2 208. 0 216.06 .0 , 0.0 o 7.0 .3 400.2
2 2.0 CONGER NT  44.0 74.0 70.0 . 8 . 0 193. 0 .0 N0 2 11990.2 10179. 9 10840.3
3 2.0 DEEP CREEM 3104.0 130.0 114.0 .9 . 0 a0 9 4.7 ° 98.9 3261.5 44as.
] 1.0 RING TOP 30.0 9.0 40.0 .9 . & . 0 168. 0 4 0.0 1 9392.3 43e2. 6 4724.68
s 1.0 WAN LAN MT 380.0 44.0 3.0 . 0 .1 . 0 148 0 1 0.6 & 123091 .
° 1.0 NOTCM PR 40.0 2.0 9.0 .3 .4 . 0 184.0 (] 0.0 [] 3 . 4
? 1.0 HOMELL PR 42.0 70.0 4.0 . 4 . [ 190.0 (] 0.0 (] .8 . &
] 1.0 SWASEY NT 64.0 82.0 73.0 . 9 0 .0 201.0 [ ¢.0 ] . 9 .0
° 1.0 LTL SANARA 94.0 1032.0 98.0 .9 . 9 .0 243.0 o 0.0 ] .9 ]
10 2.0 PINE VALLD 4.0 @80.0 720 . & . & . O 9.0 3 T740. 6 & 32604. 9 2
11 2.0 ARC DOME 214.0 232 0 224.0 .8 . 9 . Q 191. 0 .2 20%.9 . & .8
12 1.0 ROBERTE WT 200 D 212.0 207.0 . 0 . 0 . 0 224.0 . © 9.0 0.0 . 0 .0
13 1.0 RAWNIDE 182.0 196.0 189.0 . 0 . 0 .0 131.0 ’ 9.1 1.1 [ 1
16 2.0 wAMICH 184.0 200.0 192.0 -1 .7 . 0 114.0 .9 2939.7 3237. 0 . e . &
13 1.0 ANTELOPE 170.0 184.0 170.0 .4 . 0 . 0 163.0 .3 0.0 0.2 .4 1
16 1.0 PALISADE W 130.07174.0 147.0 . & .3 . 0 122.0 13 .. 2.0 ] . ©
17 1.0 WALL 138.0 174.0 167.0 . 0.1 ] 122.0 .9 .9 .0 ] . 0
18 1.0 PARL RANGE 0.0 82.0 81.0 E} ] . 0 196.0 .0 0.4 0.6 .9 .3
19 2.0 MOREY 182.0 176.0 17%.0 .3 ] .0 144.0 . & .. [ .7 .7
20 1.0 8 AEVEILLE 174.0 180.0 178. 0 0.1 0.0 .0 9.0 .0 .0 o .t .1
21 2.0 OVINN 144.0 140.0 152.0 .9 . 9 . 0 %. 0 . 8 . 8 . . 0 .0
22 1.0 WEEPANEPRG 310.0-124.0 117.0 .4 .4 [ 77.0 .2 . 9 4 . & .3
33 1.0 CRANT RO 128.0 142.0 1323.0 .9 . & . 0 104.0 . S . ] .9
2% 1.0 BLUE BAGLE 124.0 128.0 131. 0 .4 .2 . 0 121.0 . * ° 2
33 1.0 AIORDANS W 134.0 138.0 131. 0 . 4 .2 . 0 121.0 . .0 X
26 2.0 RUBY MTNS 190.0 204.0 197.0 [ ] . 9 . 0 2%. 0 . 4 . 9 .a 1
37 1.0 OCOSMUECYN 144.0 1592.0 149.0 [ 1.4 .0 220.0 . 0 .0 0 .
2% 20 80 soan 102.0 112.0 107.0 . 3 . © 130.0 -] 1 * °
@ o NTS 124.0 146.0 134.0 I3 ae . 0 2.0 . ’ 7 .3
- 1.0 FORTIRANGE 74.0 84.0 80.0 . 0 7 . 0 122. 0 . @ S.2 ] . 2
n 2.0 WMITE ROCR 96.0 #4.0 60.0 o .3 . O 106. 0 L1 .8 ] 1
32 2.0 PARSNIP PR 40.0 B84.0 77.0 4 .9 . 0 1.0 . . 1 s . 3
33 1.0 FAR 8 EOAN 100.0 108.0 104.0 ? .4 . 0 114.0 . 4 . 2 . 1
ol 1.0 140.0 204.0 172.0 . 8 -] 20 3.0 . 3 . & 2 *
33 1.0 ARROW CYN 152.0 182.0 137.0 3 . 4 X 3.0 .1 .. 2 .9
3 20 1100 N 42.0°98.0 0.0 [ .4 . 0 119.0 .9 . & E .9
37 3.0 CEDAR BANS 32.0 3.0 %40 .9 .0 [ 120.0 .9 N .9
238 3.0 As 50.0 %.0 %0 .1 9.0 .0 127.0 . 3 . & 2 .2
3 20 REDCYNNO 3.0 #0.0 380 -] .7 . O 1900 .9 ) 3 2. 9
40 3.0 BRYCE CYN 70.0 78.0 74.0 .9 . & .0 161.0 .8 ? o )
44 1.0 TARE WTN 72.0 80.0 74.0 . 9 .8 . 0 119.0 .4 [] 2 . ®
42 2.0 JARBIDGE 240.0 272.0 246.0 .4 .1 . 0 349.0 .4 [ o .9
43 2.0 LONE PR 166.0 166.0 166.0 .9 .9 . 0 30s. 0 . 9 [ [ .8
46 2.0 NT GAAFTON %0.0 9.0 9.0 3 E] - 0 134.0 -4 14 7 ?
43 2.0 FARGOEQANS 104.0 3112.0 100.0 3 1 . 0 116.0 .7 7 4 . 0
46 1.0 SOPANROCS 130.0 134.0 132.0 .4 3 . 0 $0.0 .9 7 ? . 9
47 1.0 EASTPAHRAN 148.0 154.0 151.0 ] 1 . 0 3% 0 .4 3935. 9 * &
48 1.0 MADECAAPS 142.0°148.0 143.0 s ] . 0 32.0 ©02%.1 7607.% [ . &
49 1.0 LOPAMRANLK 142.0 148.0 145.0 - 3 3a.0 22.0 ©029.1 7407.¢ [ . &
0 1.0 P 146.0 180.0 162.0 . 9 .0 0.0 1.0 12199.0 12175.1 12190.0 12197.9 121791
81 1.0 ORPVINESPR 100.0 114.0 107.0 .7 . & X (] 30.0 5333.5 3390.7 4393.7 99342 O47s. 2
92 2.0 MEADOM VAL 120.0 1%0.0 139.0 .Q 4 28817 00 260 499. 9 14077. 6 12091. & 141009
S3 2 0 MOAMON NMTS 120.0 140.0 130.0 . 0 & 3069.9 20.0 0.0 31707.9 10390.0 11124. 9 19669.2 12008. 6 14194. 0
% 1.0 PENN (YN 144.0 144, 0 144. 0 . [ 2.6 20.0 20.0 10330.0 102%4.0 10330. 0 1026L. 6 10241. 6 10361. &
39 20 GRAM SPR 80.0 9.0 %2.0 1 3 7360.6 180.0 192.0 190.0 Q1.0 WY 306.3 B143.%1 7007.7 7947.0
I1-14
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COMBINED AVERAGE EFFECT INDEXES OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON WILDEANESS AAEAS
LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX Y ALTERNATIVE
n0. NANE APPEAL o [} 2 3 L} Y
1 FISH SPR 1.0 203. 0 38 4246. 3 067. 2 3.1
a CONGER WY 20 04716 3079.7 9794.2  13919. 4 6398. 3
3 OEER CREEM a0 3430. 6 12%0. 6 092 10497, 1 1990. 1
1 RING TOP 1.0 9104.0 $94. 9 3302 ¢ Y 71,9
9 HAN WAM mT 1.0 7702 o U0 13793 . 9 Ve Y
. NOTCH PR 1.0 2602 7 1683.7 8767.2 .2 242. 9
? HOWELL PR 1.0 az0e » 7% 7 ©431.3 s 101.3
[} SUASEY mT 1.0 1406 0 29.9 7387.3 .3 3.0
°* LTL SANARA 1.0 299.3 0.8 108131 .9 1.1
10 PINE VALLE 3.0 d1027.7 23190.3 1603 9 .9 2e674.0
1 ARG 2.0 LYo Y 309 ¢ .4 .0 93,1
12 RODERTS mT 1.0 00 0.0 0.0 N] 0.0
13 RAWHIDE 1.0 1495 15.0 [T 96. 9 11.8
14 KAULICH 2.0 4943.2 3M1s 9 4209. ¢ 4321. 4 4924 °
13 ANTELOPE 1.0 03 0.9 0.2 633. 9 0.3
16 PALISADE M 1.0 2.9 2.0 36.7 397. 4 3.0
17 THE WALL 1.0 3.9 2.9 3%.7 397 & 3s.0
1. PARK RANGE 1.0 e o 1.1 [N 9. 2 11
19 MOREY 2.0 2421 & awe2. 0 2070.0 7933. 6 2029. ¢
20 S REVEILLE 1.0 433 3 4399 433. 4 32. 4 339.0
23 QUINN 2.0 7471. 0 971. 9 6320.5 10937 o 3¢3. &
R WEEPAKSPRG 1.0 X) .0 1999. 1 a0
23 GRANT RO 1.0 .9 . 0 1342. 6 av2. 9
24 BLUE EAGLE 1.0 ) .9 3979. 9 141. 9
29 RIORDANS W 1.0 . & .9 3373. ¢ 141. 9
2 RUBY MTNS 2.0 .1 . 3 .7 142. 1
a7 COSHUECYN 1.0 .9 .3 47%8. 3 0.3
20 S0 ECAN a0 ) .2 18613. 7 .3
e DELAMARNTS 1.0 1 .9 1817.3  11348.0
o FORTIRANGE 1.0 .7 .7 #176. 4 Yy
91 W ITE ROCK a.o0 K .3 22974. 2 .2
22 PARSNIP PK 20 .9 . 9 20644, 1 . 8
2 FAR 8 ECAN 1.0 s .7 4945.3 . 0
36 ONWA 1.0 .8 .2 94.3 .9
Y ARROW CYN 1.0 .9 .9 e 4 Y
3 2108 NP 3.0 .0 N ] 19943, 4 .3
7 CEDAR BRKS 3.0 N . & 20017. 2 . 8 . 3
2 ASHDOMN 30 9 .0 20404.0 . 4 21029. 4
29 RED CYN NO a0 .8 1 17924. 4 .2 13141. 0
a0 BRYCE CYN 20 7 7 18373. 0 .4 17107, 9
a1 TABLE WMTN 1.0 s .. $932. 0 2 1603. 2
a2 JARRIDCE 2.0 . 2.9 S49. 0 2 12.7
43 LONE PN 2.0 . & . 4 272. @ .2 103%. 0
Y MY GRAFTON 2.0 \ . 2 20022. 2 .7 0%64. 9
[T} FANSOEGANS 2.0 . & . 9 18030. 9 7 u327.3
4 SOPAMROCS 1.0 v .3 1113.9 .8 4409.7
a7 EASTPAMRAN i.o s . 7 297.3 .7 4356 4
' MADSCARPS 1.0 7 .7 443.3 [ 78221
4 LOPAHRANLI t.0 .7 . ? 463.3 7022. t
20 FW123 1.0 .7 . 8 209.0 X3 12190. &
1 GRPVINESPR 1.0 .4 .7 7943.0 .9 4336, &
%2 HEADOW VAL 2.0 .0 .8 10742. 3 .7 14190. 9
LT ] MORMON ATS 2.0 .. 0 . 2 112621 .. 14194. 9
EL) PENN CYN 1.0 . .9 719. 4 a 10263. &
EH GRAN SPR 2.0 .o 197937 . 7947.0
WILDERNESS AREAS RANKED IN ORDER OF MEAN EFFECT INDEX GREATER TMANIO0000
ar o AT 1 AT 2 T ALY 4 ALT 9 AT &
RESOURCE INOCER AESOURCE INDEX AESOURCE INDEX RESOURCE  INDEX RESOUACE  INDEX RESOURCE  INDER  RESOURCE  INDEX
PINE VALLE 21037 7 PINE VALLE 23198.0 PINE VALLE 16036 9 WHITE ROCK PINE VALLE 24474.8 WHITE ROCK 30420. 6 PINE VALLE 21781.7
ABNHDOWN 19190 9 NEADOW VAL 22799. 9 FW12) 19960. 3 PINE VALLE 10N NP 21009. 2 CONGER NT  20381. & ASHOOWN 21009,
CEDAR BARS 19046 § MORMON NTS 22330. 2 DNWR PARSNIS PR ASHOOWN 21440. 4 RED CYN NO 20052. 0 CEDAR BARD
1108 NP 18943.0 20274. 8 ARROW CYN OWN MORMON MTS 21401. 4 ASHDOWN 19985. 9 210N NP
MEADOW VAL 170910 19489, 0 MEADOW VAL NT GRAFTON CEDAR BAMS 21193. & CEDAR BANS 19712 4 BAYCE CYN
MORMON HTS 1489 0 19294. ¢ MORMON NTS CEDAR BRuE MEADOM VAL 2ULGE.7 GRAN SR 19346. 1 WHITE ROCK
a3 19960. 7 17296 ® CEDAR ORKS 1108 NP BAYCE CYN 19098. 4 AT GRAFTON 18899. 9 PAASNIP PR
onun 15900. 9 BRYCE CYN 16942 7 ASHDOWN 80 ECAN PARSNIP PH 19010. 9 PINE VALLE 18704 & MOANON NTS
ARROW CYN 19809. 9 ARROW CYN 16180 9 TION NP BRYCE CYN WHITE ROCR 19147.2 80 €0AN 17733, 9 MEADOM VAL
BRYCE CYN 131247 Fu1dd 16119. 8 PENN CYN FARSOEGANS ARRON CYN 12347.6 II1ON NP 16633. 0 RED Cvw WO
NMITE ROCRA 14129 9 DR 19972 2 DELAMAANTS RED CYN NO 133 1£399.0 BRYCE CYN 16472 9 M12)
PAASNIP Pr 13994 5 WHITE AOCK 19004 I3 BRYCE CYN CONGER MY DR 12224. 5 PAASNIP PR 146248.0
PENN CYN 13964 0 PENN CYN 14109 9 LTL SAHARA GRAN SPR GRPVINESPR 11272.9 FARSOEGANS 16139. 3 ARROW CYN
DELAMARNTS 12873. 1 DELAMAARTS 13937. 5 HADSCAAPS MORMON MTS DELAMARMTS 113241.0 OREP CREER 13313. 1 CONOER WT X
RED CYN NO 10482. 3 ORPVINESPR .7 MADSCARPY 10237. 3 NEADOW VAL PENN CYN 110742 WAM WAM RT 10712. 3 PENN CYN  10361. 6
MADSCARPS 10329 7 . ? QUINN RT GRAFTOM 10784. 7 WAM WAM NT 10140.3
RADSCARPS 10239 7 MADSCARPS 10989 7 DEEP CREEN 10457.1 RED CYN NO 10614.2
FARSOEOANS 10232, 7
I11-15
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Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect index,
standard deviation and stdandard error for 55 wilderness

lComputed from columns of table.

2Using mean, standard deviation and standard error.

areas.

AT | ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE

uban | NO. | PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING
1 2 | Soyote 6,158 5,495 741 1
2 6 gg;g::d - 6,477 6,502 877 2
3 5 gi;f°’d 6,484 7,370 994 3
4 0 | Gyore. 6,625 6,634 894 4
5 4 gg;gie 6,762 7,597 1,024 5
6 3 g:;yl 6,768 7,609 1,026 6
7 1 g:i;{e 6,835 7,575 1,021 7
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BFPECT INDEY OF SASING ALTERNATIVES ON SIONIF. NATURAL AAEAS
ALTERNATIVE NO [
BASE A: COVOTE  LONOG TEAM POP. 19947.0
) BASE B MILPORD LONG TERM PDS  13071.0 \.
! b
: LOCATION MILES TO A CFFECT INDEX OF DASK A MILES TO 8 CFFECT INDEX OF BDASE 8 COMBINED ESFECTS .
NO. APPL  NAME N L, ] nAX nIN ~E N [ avg nax ninN AVE nax MIN avt
t 2.0 WWEELER PR 132 0 144.0 138.0 2490. 1 1926, 43.0 750 %0 N0t . & 1211416 2 9287 0 10328.3
2 2.0 LEWMAN CAV 140 0 140.0 140.0 364 2 X .0 79.0 [ . ® 14092. 1 16692 1 1
E 1.0 GANDY CAVE 196.0 196.0 19.0 9.0 X .0 830 [} [ 8 848 .8
. 20 GO NP 1320 160.0 146.0 2470.1 [ . 0 ° .2 %%z 0 .7
. s 20 LEX ARCH 132 0 132.0 132.0  2498.1 . 0 . 0 1 .2 114186 2 .2
. . .0 OREs 140.0 193.0 146.0 3.4 . O . 0 . .7 k4 .0
T ? 1.0 FISM SPR  224.0 230.0 237 0 0.0 . Q .0 . & .9 0 . &
| [ 1.0 FUM BUTTE 219.0 219 0 219 O 0.0 . @ . 0 .8 .8 s e
1 ° 1.0 TOPAZ 219.0 313.0 286 0 Q.0 . 0 .0 .3 s s 1
! 10 1.0 CLEAR LAME 199 0 207.0 203.0 0.0 L1 .7 .o 1 1
1 it 1.0 DEER MAS A 203.0 219.0 211.0 0.0 .8 2.1 . 8 . 8 H :
H 12 2.0 ANT SPR TR 204 0 212.0 200.0 2328.) .7 . 7 .9 ¢
1 13 1.0 QSYEAMBOAT 3112.0 112.0 112.0 .8 . 8 .2 F 2 :
14 2.0 CEDAR BANS 132.0 132.0 132.0 7249.1 .2 .a .3 .2 H ;
139 2.0 BAYCE CYN 134.0 172.0 144.0 33993 . @ .0 .0 .8 L
16 1.0 DEER HAB § 138.0 1464.0 138.0 19.9 . ¢ . 8 2 F} ‘ ;
17 3.0 10N N 104.0 120.0 113.0 9392.3 .3 .8 ) )
18 2.0 RED nTNG 72.0 0.0 76.0 9407.% . & . 2 ] .3 .
19 1.0 4.0 #4.0 44.0 30002 . 2 L3 .1 N L1
20 1.0 OEER MAR C 48.0 84.0 760 2010.6 §9.3 15113 ] 4 . .t . &
31 1.0 RIF AACH 70.0 70.0 70.0 2140.9 2160.9 2140.9 0 X .0 . * .9 ..
23 2.0 AUAY MINS 292.0 208.0 240.0 24.9 10. 9 16, 1 o X . . & N ] .. [}
21 3.0 RUBY LANE 232.0 246.0 240.0 1390.3 9414 1174, 9 .0 . X .2 N . 4 ?
24 1.0 FRANK LA 248.0 292.0 230.0 9.0 0.0 0.0 . 0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0
2% 1.0 IND PEAX  112.0 116.0 115.0 .4 . 3 72.3 . 0 X 7701.9 o802. 8 72%0.0 1 2
26 1.0 LUN CRATER 120.0 120.0 1320.0 4.7 48,7  44.7 146.0 146.0 164.0 0.2 0.3 0.2 L3 °
27 1.0 WICKS STN 1540 136.0 156.0 [ X] a.e 0.8 176.0 176.0 176.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [N ] .8 . 8
! 28 20 MOREY PX 140.0 148.0 144.0 2140.9 1708.2 1924.4 174.0 180.0 177.0 3.1 479.3 934.3 27%.0 .3 . e
; 29 1.0 NV WNROE  80.0 100.0 90.0 1171.9 249.3 583.3 140.0 184.0 174.0 0.t 0.0 0.0 1171. 6 s .4
N 20 2.0 AC DONE  192.0 192.0 192.0 371.2 371.2 371.3 333.0 232.0 2.0 3.0 53. 4 .0 4230 .0 .0
’ 31 2.0 ICTHY SITR 204.0 306.0 204.0  230. 9 220. 9 292.0 2%2.0 2%3.0 200 200 .0 240. 8 . & . e
! 32 1.0 ASYS MTNS 314.0 224.0 320.0 0.0 0.0 198.0 212.0 203.0 0.0 0.0 . 0 0.0 . 0 .0
33 2.0 DIA PUNCH 184.0 106.0 184. 0 “w?’.8 447. 8 200.0 208.0 208.0 1301 18t L 260 [} .0
. 24 1.0 QOLD JOSH 140.0 140.0 140.0 3.4 3.4 73.0 336.0 336.0 0.q 9.0 0.0 34 34 . &
‘ 39 3.0 DEATW VAL 112.0 124.0 110.0 9039.8 7930.2 6491.4 234.0 240.0 242.0 1043 9 802 ¢ .0 10083. 3 .. .4
36 20 WHITE WTN 1932.0 204.0 198.0 3712 292.3 298.0 2%. 0 292.0 2.8 .7 .2 373 e .3 4.3
! 37 1.0 HOT CAW RO 124.0 140.0 134.0 0.0 €4 176.0 192.0 184.0 9.9 9.0 .0 0.1 L1 .4
] 38  1.G SARCON FLT 114.0 124.0 120.0 7.2 4.7 232.0 240.0 334. 0 0.0 0.0 .0 7% 3 .8 7
! 39 2.0 OTW VAL OV 132.0 198.0 159 0 1311.3 1379.7 340.0 248.0 264.0 13.2 e .7 1528, 9 . .4
40 1.0 LEV cave 2.0 72.0 732.0 1928 4 1924. 4 148.0 140.0 148.0 1. ? 1.7 7 1921 1 N
41 2.0 TROV PEAR  92.0 112.0 102.0 4731. 9 3522.0 136.0 144.0 (40.0 1979.9 1979. 4 .0 §711.@ . e
t 42 2.0 AR VAL WA 120.0 134.0 i22.0 3473.9 2496.9 140.0 1392.0 146.0  1749.0 1237.2 .9 9442 4 3
. 43 1.0 LOCKES ACH 120.0 128.0 128.0 19.9 19.9 192.0 192.0 192.0 1.0 1.0 .0 2.0 .0 N
. 4 1.0 DUCK M0 148.0 148.0 140.0 a1 2.1 1920 19%2.0 1%2. 0 1.0 1.0 Q 3.1 1 1
, 45 1.0 MEUSSER MY 184.0 104.0 188.0 0.0 0.0 136.0 136.0 134.0 .9 .9 . .9 . .®
46 1.0 WILD GRANS 200.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 0.0 232.0 232.0 233. 0 0.0 0.0 . 0 0.0 .0 []
' 47 1.0 NT JEPF 172.0 172.0 172.0 0.1 9.1 316.0 216.0 214.0 o0 0.0 . 0 0.1 1 . 3
48 1.0 GOBM CAVE 224.0 224.0 234.0 9.0 0.0 1592.0 132.0 133.0 .0 5.0 .0 1.0 [ [}
49 1.0 Q0SM CYN  220.0 220.0 320.0 0.0 0.0 148.0 148.0 140.0 1.9 1.7 .7 1.7 .? ?
i 20 1.0 MERC GAP  172.0 172.0 L72. 0 0.1 0.1 132.0 132.0 133.0 10.7 10.7 .7 10.7 7 ?
) 31 2.0 MY GRAFTON 114.0 132.0 126.0  4044.9 332%.2 %0.0 .0 9.0 [} 8 9744.3 .0 1
| 92 1.0 WMIPL CAVE 114.0 114.0 116.0 .8 69.0 104.0 104.0 104.0 L1 a2 e . ..
92 20 .0 0836. 4 9407.9 90.0 9.0 9. .8 19680. 9 .2 .7
. % 20 o 909.3 .0 80.0 9.0 89 .0 709 @ b )
? 8 1o .0 27 49 080 840 04 .7 740 3 . . 0
e 1.0 [ 1.0 1.1 9.0 9.0 %, .8 3%t 3 a
. 7 1.0 .0 1.3 1.3 %2.0 2.0 " .0 414 3 ] .3
\i W to .0 34 4.3 €2.0 82.9.-82 .2 84%. & . & .3
w 10 .0 24 3.4 84.0 84.0 B, .7 7371 1 ]
4 0 20 Q 7772.0 8310.0 72.0 79.0 73 .5 318357 @ ’ .7
, ot 1.0 ] 1911.3 1911.3 76.0 76.0 7Yé. .2 2748 9 .. 3 9. 3
a2 ao . 0 9407.9 9407.9 00.0 88.0 €8. .0 15038 [ [
‘ 43 1.0 .0 4.3 4.3 130.0 120.0 120, . & “we . 9 .0 |
: “ 1o .0 4.y 44.7 110.0 118.0 118, 3 X 2 2 H
1 a8 20 -0 e83e. 3 92959 1100 1200 1180 .3 ess7 e 7 H !
% 1.0 .0 1932 192.2 116.0 116.0 114.0 .8 247.0 .0 [
7 1.0 3 .0 329%. 3 o731. % (32.0 140.0 126.0 .9 . 7 [ . ?
o8 1.0 PAn BONY 2.0 0 6234.4 §310.0 136.0 140.0 130 .9 10319 & [ .9
4% 1.0 PAM LaRES 2¢O 0 10912.9 11996, 4 140.0 142.0 143, .9 12828 1 .0 3
% 1.0 a0 . 0 4439.4 11387.0 144.0 204.0 174.0 1 199427 .. .
71 1.0 MOA VA F8H 20.0 ° 13961. 0 13961.0 192.0 192.0 132.0 [ .0 12%2. ¢ .9 X
*2 2.0 MRy PIY 400 . 0 12821.0 12481.0 126.0 134.0 134.0 .9 X .9 14601.7 .7 4
73 1.0 PP FEN AP 70.0 0 676.9 1290.0 213.0 232.0 222.0 9.0 0.0 .0 21600.9 .0
74 2.0 810 oune 9. 0 ° 62134, 6 6336, .0 233.0 232.0 3.8 2.8 .8 6208 o ..
739 3.0 PYRANID LR 316.0 344.0 78.4  114.4 308.0 204.0 3%. 0 .1 16. 3 N.9 2009 [}
76 2.0 VAL FIRE 4.0 . g 13106.7 12671. 4 196.0 144.0 100.0 1091.0 £60.2 939.0 1930:. . &
77 1.0 VIRGIN N 4.0 o 724%.1 7243.1 134.0 180.0 132.0 4.6 s 10.7 72a9. ¢ 72998, 7
78 1.0 VIROINWT 4.0 3.0 e439.64 9795.1 128.0 195.0 140,0 16.3 1.0 L8 7361.4 44409 37997
79 1.0 MOAM mESA  36.0 ° 7772.0 '6382.3 142.0 194.0 140.0 2’y 0.8 .7 94113 TMIR.e 8%
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GFFECT INDEX OF RASING ALTERNATIVES ON SIGNIF. NATURAL AREAS

- P c———

{ ALTERANATIVE ND. 1

BASE A: COYOTE LONO TERM POP 135947 O
BASE B: BERYL LONG TERM PCP. 12834.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECY INDEX QF BASE a MILES TG 8 EFFECT INDEX OF GASE § COMBINED EFFECTS

NO. APPL  NARME N F AVE mAX mIN AVE N F VE MAK nIN AVE nax nIN AVE
[} 2.0 WHEELER A% 122.0 144 0 130.0 2098.1 1924. 4 23287 0 7.0 63.0 7?70 7673.0 #3%4.3 7008 .3 10371.3 6278 7 929%. 4
2 2.0 LEHMAN CAV 140.0 140.0 140.0 6364. 2 .2 6364.2 91.0 830 60 9390.2 9390.2 9390.2 19934.9 15954. 3 15934 9
' 3 1.0 GANDY CAVE 196.0 196.0 196.0 c.0 0.0 Q.0 107 0 107.0 107. 0 119.9 119. 9 119. 9 119.9 119.9 119 9
\ . 20 GUNP 132. 0 160.0 146. 0 299t 1171.9 18138 €3.0 123.0 (03. 0 6334. 3 2741.0 4347. 3 90%2. 9 19129 etel ¢
3 2.0 LEX ARCH 132.0 132.0 132. 0 2698.1 269%0.1 269Q.: 71.0 1.0 71.0 76473.0 7472.0 7473 0 1037t 2 10371.2 10371 2
- 1.0 DRES 140.0 132.0 1646.0 3.4 1.3 27 51.0 81.0 %10 4439.2 4439.2 4439.2 4444 .3 4430 4 ses1 @
? 1.0 FI1SH SPR 224.0 230.0 227. 0 0.0 0.0 9.0 134.0 140.0 127. 0 a.s 42 6.0 8 4 3 . 0
a 1.0 FUM BUTTE 217.0 19.0 17 0 Q.0 9.0 0.0 122.0 122.0 122. 0 W 3 29. 3 a9 9 29 3 3 L]
L 1.0 T0PAZ 219.0 312.0 a4 0 o0 Qo 0.0 114.0 332.0 119.0 2.9 29 3 39 » 2.9 S &
10 1.0 CLEAR LAKE 199.0 307.0 203.0 0.0 Q.0 0.0 .100.0 108.0 104.0 26. 4 109.8 1832 216. 6 8 .3
131 1.0 DEER HAD A 203.0 219.0 211.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 104.0 0 112.0 189.2 3s. 0 7.7 195 23 o .7
£ 2.0 ANT SPR TR 204.0 212.0 200.0 228. 9 142.7 193.2 104.0 0 108. 0 42%6.4 %68 .3 J903. & 248% 0 1 - @
13 1.0 STEAMBOAT 112.0 113.0 112. 0 . 4 9. 4 9%.4 24.0 0 24.0 10145 2 101452 101432 10240. & & &
14 3.0 CEDAR BAME 1J2.0 133.0 132 0 7243, 7243.1 7324%.1 . 40.0 O 48.0 113540.7 11560.7 11540 7 18603.7 7 . 7
13 2.0 BRYCE CYN 136.0 172.0 144 O 9293. 9 4173.9 4713.0 80.0 0O 640 900.8 9032.1 9319 4 148963 -] .4
ts 1.0 DEER Hag ® . O . O 19. 9 4 8.4 400 0 43.0 @679. 9 9410.9 6024 0 6699 & 3 .4
17 2.0 1ION N» - 0 . Q 9310.0 @948.0 2J3.0 O 44.0 1223%1.4 10900.9 11639 7 21843. 9 e 7
18 20 NED nTNS .0 . 0 .0 98346.4 232.0 O 2%.0 11980.7 11075.7 11326 0 20968. & ? .3
19 1.0 JOSWwA TR -Q -0 .2 3000.2 48.0 0 48.0 3011.3 9%011.3 93011.3 @011 9 3 .9
20 1.0 DEER rag C . Q . Q@ .3 1381.3 24.0 g 28.0 10143 2 8 4 293 7 ] ?
23 1.0 AIF ARCH . @ . 0 .9 2160.9 30.0 o 30.0 aess. 4 4 .4 11049 3 3 |
22 2.0 AUBY NYNE . 0 . Q . 9 14.1 208. 0 0 214, 0 1%9.2 . 7 a 179 8 2 .0
22 3.0 RUBY LANE . 0 .0 .4 1171.3 1680.0 0 192.0 2302. & & .8 39739 o . 0
2 1.0 FRANM LR . 0 [} - 0.0 202.0 0 2030 0.0 Q.0 . 0 00 o 00
a3 1.0 IND PEax . @ . 0 . 2 223 as 0 0 a29.0 9739. 4 . 4 .4 9834 B -] .7
[N 26 3.0 LUN CRATER . Q@ . 0 . ? 44.7 140.0 0 140.0 43 -3 3 49.0 ] ]
3 27 1.O MICKS BTN . 0 . 0 0.8 0.8 160.0 Q 160.0 0. 4 ] . 4 1.t 1 IR}
f l a8 2.0 PNOREY P . 0 . Q 2 1924 .4 1940 0 137. 0 1141. 2 & 33021 8 -]
! a9 1.0 NV W R . Q . 0 . 3 38%. 3 140.0 Q 130.0 4.7 . 4 .3 11738 9 ..
i 0 2.0 MC pomx X . 0 .2 371.2 12,0 0 212.0 130. 8 . 8 . 8 302. 0 -] .0
i i 20 1CTWY SITE ] .0 . 9 230.3 229.0 0 228.0 (=N ] -] . 8 292 2 3 . 3
2 1.0 ROTE ATNS . 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 192.0 Q 200.0 9.0 0.0 . O 0.0 Q . 0
‘ 0 2.0 0IA PUNMCH . Q o . @ 467.0 1868.0 0 188.0 J40 & . & . & 9162 a . 3
v J4 1.0 GQOLD JOSHW . O -] 9. 3.4 200.0 0 200.0 0.0 - . 0 3. 4 4 S 4
¢ 29 2.0 DEATH vaL -] . 0 .2 68491 4 192.0 0 300.0 24119 Q .8 1143912 2 .2
.' b 2.0 WHITE mTN . O . O . 3 292. 3 236.0 g 262.0 16.Q . 4 4 ez 2 0 X}
7 1.0 HOT CAK RG o . Q 1 9.4 140.0 0 1%.0 1.7 .2 . & .7 3 ]
Je 1.0 SARCOS FLT -] -] .3 44.7 192. 0 0 19s. 0 0.0 .0 . O 7% 3 9 ?
Eid 2.0 OTH VAL Qv - . Q@ .0 1373.7 224.0 Qo 2WB.O0 76.7 4 .8 1%88.0 .9 )
] 40 1.0 LEV CAve . 0 .0 .4 110.0 0 110.0 ”.9 .9 .9 2. 3 3 |
. . 41 2.0 TRQY PEAK . O . Q .4 108. 0 0 1110 4077 8 .2 . 3 7 ? . 3
. 3 2.0 AR VAL wWRA . 0 .0 x} . 120. 0 0 134.0 a9%2. 7 .9 B 66241 e 2
. 4 1 0 LOCRES RCH (] .0 9 .9 130.0 21296 12.0 .1 3 32.9 [} L3
4" 1.0 DUCk M20 - . O 1 2.1 13e.0 0 138.0 a8 9 8 [ N ] ] e
+3 1.0 MEUSEER mY .0 ] . 0 0.0 126.0 0 1d48.0 a8 . 8 . 8 .8 -] a
"0 1.0 WILD GRans . 0 o . 0 0.0 212.0 0 212.0 0.0 . 0 ] 0.0 ] . @
47 1.0 nT JEFF . 0 . 0 =) 0.1 192.0 0 192. 0 0.0 . O . 0 0.1 1 Y
} » 1.0 00Ss Cavk . 0 . [} 0.0 186.0 0 166.0 Q.2 . & .2 0.2 a a
) 4% 1.0 GOSM CYN . Q . 0 . 0 0.0 162. 0 Q0 162.0 0.3 .3 .3 o3 a ]
%0 1.0 MNERC Car Q . Q0 . 1 0.1 126.0 0 1348.0 4.1 -3 1 4.2 2 .2
, 31 2.0 R SRAFTON .0 .1 3333.2 80.0 0 84.0 4679.9 =] O 10724, 4 . .
. 22 1.0 wiifL CAVE . . @ . @ 43.0 980 0 B840 720. ¢ . 4 . 4 708.2 2 . &
; 9 2 @ MILND NG -] ] .4 9407 9 %20 o M0 9739 4 9319 4 933t O 19700 3 L] N ]
34 2 0 AT MORTAM . Q .0 .3 %08 0 9.0 0 990 9619 7 J903. 4 4720 9 712 7 . .8
3 1L 0 S CEOAR 0 . 0 . ? 431 780 o 800 1214 8 720. 4 941 6 12219 1 .9
* %% 1 0 SR VAL P . 0 . Q .0 1.1 ®2 0 o 940 409 9 296.3 J4g. & 406 8 3 3
L 14 1 0 SHOS PYGMY . 0 . 0 2 1.3 9.0 o %2.0 403 3 405 9 409 s 406 @ [ ] . @
L " 1.0 9SPR va_ Sw ] . 0 . 4 431 @40 0 G O 720 4 344 O 627 L 72% 8 L} 2
' » 1.0 SHOS PONDS o (-] 4 3.4 0840 o B840 730. 4 720. ¢ 720 & 721 8 8 a
»0 2.0 GLEASN CYN . 0 ] o €100 28O O J1.0 11847 3 11408 .0 13433 2 20702 & o ®
‘ (1} 1.0 B1¢ SPRC . O . 0 2 1911.3 40.0 0 «0.0 6679 3 6793 ¢67Y 5 8190 .9 [ ] .9
J «d 2.0 CATH GomreE .0 . Q ? 9407 @ 45 0 O 460 1034:1.7 10241.7 028 7 1974v 3 £} 3
' [~ ] 1.0 PR BIC SPR . 9 -] 3 4 21080 0 1080 109 8 19%. @ iov a 114 3 1 )
N " 1.0 FMOR SPm r3 .0 -] ? 4.7 97.2 c *7. 8 271, &4 234 o <63 9 34 1 4 [
1] 2.0 WYNE WRIRCM . 0 .Q .3 32933 @8 O o 91.0 9923 9 W09 4 IW12.9 11578 7 v a
2] 1.0 WYY CRn SP ] L] .2 193.2 9.0 Q %20 409 .35 40%. 9 40Y 3 %94 7 7 ?
7 1O PAM vAL FS ] o 3 #7319 920 0 9o 40% 3 298 .3 J48. 4 @719 9 ] Q
-8 1.0 Paxd BONY -} -] & 0100 %4 0 o 930 J48. 4 298. 3 332 9 10B8eQ ¢ L4 L)
04 1.0 PAN LAKES 0 ] .93 11994 &4 94 O o 930 340 4 299 3 322 .3 13970 1 9 9
70 1.0 DR . 0 ] 411227 8 %.0 0 t38.0 2%9.) 04 16.0 16229 2 9 1
71 1.0 MOA VA FSH (] ] - @ 13%1.9 104 0 0 104 O 199 3 1392 133 2 13717 1 1
kel 2.0 wEY PtY . Q o 12621 @ 13621.8 92.0 o %90 5410.9 3410.9 3410 9 18032.7 b4 b4
7 1.0 PUP FSN AF - Q Q 2160. 9 ] 9 12%.0 Q 9 177.0 Q.2 0.0 Q0 d181.1 .’ 1
74 2.0 510 Dung . @ -] 334 & 4 4274.4 1800 0 188, 0 340. 4 J40. 4 Ja@ &4 %83 0 Q ]
73 3.0 PvRamlD WK . @ o 172. 4 4. & 114.4 232.0 Q0 Je0. O 46 & KT . Je O 218 9 ? -3
78 2.0 VAL FIRE -] O 14190. ¢4 13104 .7 13671. 4 112.0 0 11e 0 3908.0 a9%2.7 33%: 2 177267 . .8
” 1.0 VIRGIN R ] .0 73831 7291 72451 80 0 o 980 9.6 298.2 344 0 9184 7 L] 1
8 1.0 VIRGIN BT . 0 o T45. 1 443%9. ¢ 37931 @40 3 9590 730 4 130. 8 322 3 7%83. % 2 8
* 19 1.0 PRORR MESA 3.0 . 9 ®407.9 7772.0 '9%2.1 %. 0 0 1020 298.2 109. @ 163 7 97062 TE8L. 8 \
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i EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SIGNIF NATURAL AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NO.
PASE A: COVOTE  LONG TEMR POP 13967 O
BASE 3: DELTA LONG TERM POP 13479 0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A NILES YO 0 EFFECT INDEX OF DASE B COMBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N [ 4 AVE MAX L] AVE N F AVE nax MIN AVE HAX nin AVE
1 2.0 WEELER PX (J2.0 144 0 138.0 %0t 19244 22070 47.0 730 .0 B8652.1 7709.1 8178.2 11350.2 9639. 3 10483.3
] a 3.0 LEWMAN CAV 140.0 140.0 140.0  6%4. 2 4%4.2 4%4.2 73.0 79.0 .0 10999.0 10999.0 10999 0 17143 2 17143.2 17163. 2
| 2 1.0 GANDY CAVE 196 0 }95.0 198 O 0.0 0.0 0.0 91.0 9%1.0 L0 4731.4 4721.4 47314 4731, 4 4TI 6 4TI 4
| . 20 03 MNP 1320160 0 146.0 .1 1171.9 1813.0 93.0 102.0 O 100661 46333 7239.7 127643 3903. 0 9049. 3
! ) 2.0 LEX ARCH  132.0 132.0 132.0 9.1 2698 1 .1 79.0 7%.0 .Q  7703.1 770%.1 7709 t 10402.2 10403 2 10403.2
. 1.0 DRES 140.0 132.0 144.0 .. 1.3 2.7 &l.0 73.0 L0 299%. ¢ 1333 % 894 3000.8 19332 21920
7 1.0 FISH SPR 224.0 230.0 227 O o 0.0 0.0 46.0 94.0 L0 9747.2 4160.6 4930.6 95767.2 4160.4 920. 4
° 1.0 FUM BUTTE 219.0 219.0 219.0 .9 Q.0 0.0 160 140 .0 13321. 8 12321 8 13021.9 12323 @ 12721. 8 12331. 0
. 1.0 TOPA2 219.0 312.0 264 O . 0 0.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 L0 13131.9 12133. 9 13131.9 13131.9 13131. ¢ 12131, 9
16 1.0 CLEAR LAKE 199 0 207.0 202.0 . 0 0.0 | 0.0 12.0 260 .0 12§98.2 10813.1 11984 3 12898.2 10013.1 11994. 3
t1 1.0 DEER WAR A 203.0 219.0 211.Q X Q.0 0.0 20.0 3s.0 L0 9933.0 9039.7 9006.1 9932.0 @039 7 900s.1
12 20 ANT SPR TR 204.0 212.0 208.0 .9 1627 193.2 24.0 42.0 .0 12197 0 11433.7 11@04 ¥ 12763 3 11989 ¢ 11994 1
13 1.0 STEAMBOAT 112.0 112.0 112.0 .4 9 o 99.4 112.0 112.0 .0 a7 .7 81.7 (772 17273 177.2
14 20 CEDAR JRMG 132.0 132.0 132.0 .1 7343.1 726%.1 120.0 120.0 L0 718192 7119.3 .7119.2 14344.3 14344 3 14344.3
tS 3.0 BAYCE CYN 136.0 172.0 184.0 .9 4173.9 4713.0 116.0 132.0 .0 7430 6 4204.9 e811.0 12726.1 10380.9 §1524. 0
s 1.0 2 . [} . 3 e 8.4 108.0 114.0 . 0 171 %.3 91.7 137.0 39 7 90. 2
17 2.0 210N m X . o .2 0 19.0 .0 6304.9 43366 9341.2 139799.1 12046 7 14389.2
. 18 20 AED NINS 0 80.0 ] .9 0 162.0 .0  1070.9 939.8 1003 & 10478.8 9249.8 9860.0
’ 19 1.6 JOSHUA TR 0 640 Q . 2 .0 174.0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 X 3000. 3
20 1.0 OCER WAB C 68.0 84.0 78.0 . 6 o 162.0 . 0 1.4 0.3 0.7 ) 1912.0
' 23 1.0 NIP AmCH 70.0 70.0 70.0 .9 0 140.0 .0 0.s 0.4 0.4 . .
22 20 RUBY NTNS 2%2.0 268.0 260.0 .9 0 180.0 . 0 e84 3014 9799 , .
23 2.0 RUBY LARE 202 0 24@.0 240.0 3 0 188.0 .0 4029 4 2803.3 23920.3 ) .
) 20 1.0 FRANK LK 248.0 292.0 290.0 . 0 0 170.0 o 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 X
2% 1.0 IND PEAR  112.0 116.0 113.0 .4 0 106.0 .0 230.9 139.4 1001 6. 3 .
i 28 1.0 LUN CRATEA 130.0 124.0 120.0 .7 .0 208. 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .7 .
[ 27 1.0 MHICKS STN 136.0 136.0 1%.0 . 8 .0 200.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 Q.0 0.8 0.
38 2.0 MOREY AKX 140.0 148.0 144.0 . 9 0 216.0 .0 139. 4 1171 122.8 2300.23 X
{ 2 1.0 NV WM AGE §0.0 100.0 90.0 s .0 248.0 .0’ 0.0 0.0 Q.0 1171.8 .
: 30 2.0 ARC DOME  192.0 192.0 192.0 .2 .0 364.0 .0 11.2 11.2 t1.2  282.3 X
‘ 31 20 ICTHY SITE 204 0 204.0 304.0 .3 .0 280. 0 .0 48 4 e 4.6 2221 2931 222
h 32 1.0 RETS NTNS 214 0 226.0 220 O 9.0 .0 212. 0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
H 33 20 DIA PUNCH 186 O 186.0 186.0 [ . 0 230.0 X .9 61 6.9 929.7 329.7 %39.7
24 1.0 .0 . 4 .0 200 0 o 0.0 0.0 3.4 5.4 9.4
-f 3 30 . 0 .8 .0 302.0 . 0 2180 1M 4 2642 9337 0 0ted ¢ 87304
3 2.0 .0 .a .0 33s.0 .0 0.3 0.1 0.2 271.3 2207 292
' 7 Lo . 0 . 0 .0 324.0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 2.1 8.4
® 10 .9 2 .0 292.0 .a [ X'] 0.0 a.0 26.9 "
). d i a0 . 0 .3 .0 314.0 o 0.9 0.3 0.7 6 1376 4
- : 40 1.0 . 0 .4 .0 00.0 . Q 0.0 0.0 0.0 .4 1928 6
[ ‘ @ 20 . 0 .9 .0 192.0 .0 379.9  310.0 432.2 4 99953
- . 2 ao .0 . 9 .0 188. 0 . 0 0.4 371.3 901.4 .4 3%97 9
" 4 Lo o .9 19.9 . .0 184.0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 L3 19.9
4 1.0 . 0 1 21 2.1 .0 172.0 .0 0.1 0.1 0.1 2 a2
o 10 ] [} 0.0 0.0 0 132.0 . 0 11.2 11.2 t1.2 ] 11.2
: “ 10 -] [ Q.0 0.0 .0 248.0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o 0.0
i . 7 10 .0 1 0.1 0.1 .0 240.0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 t 0.1
] . @ 1.0 .9 .0 9.0 0.0 .0 120.0 . 0 17.1 17.1 171 1 17.1
} @ 10 .0 . 0 0.0 0.0 .0 126.0 . 0 at.o 21.0 2t.0 ] 2.0
0 10 .0 ¥ 0.1 0.1 .0 124.0 . 0 2%.7 2s.7 2.7 [ s s
s1 ao [} * 2e98.1 333%.2 .0 130.0 .0 2848.8 2438.5 24303 & 3%3.2
h 2 Lo . 0 . 43.8 63. 8 .0 140.0 .0 ‘e s .“s X 70. 4
) 9 20 . 0 t 883.4 9407 9 .0 194.0 .0 1443.4 32184 1333 4 7 10742.3
: @ 20 .0 0 983%.2 6000 .0 9.0 .0 4a87 7 3341.2 4099 0 3 e%03.?
\1 s to .0 . 7 2.7 43 0 104.0 .0 139.4 1394 139 4 .1 1427
% 1.0 o ] 1.0 11 0 110.0 .0 139 o "wo 1171 6 nue2
L 7 10 .0 -] 1.3 1.2 .0 104 0 ] 163. 9 143,39 143 9 . & 186 @
| ® 1.0 0 .4 3.4 43 o 108.0 .0 1433 1174 13v & 143.7
H "¢ 1o .0 .4 2.4 2.4 .9 104.0 .0 163.9 1439 1639 160. 9
x © 20 o 4 7772.0 ®M0. 0 .0 142. 0 .G 2072.0 (747.7 190 7 10214. 7
e 1.0 . 0 -3 1311.3 1%11.3 .0 192.0 . 0 [ [ 1.1 1912 4
' ea 2.0 [} 9 .0 148.0 L0 1462.4 14624 1483 8 10071. 2
’ a3 1.0 . 0 .3 .0 140.0 X 4 4 a“s (K]
a4 1.0 . © 7 .0 3192. 0 .0 1.1 1.1 1.1 e
e 2.0 -] 3 0 182.0 .0 1483.4 9390 1170. 4 a6 |
s 1.0 [ 2 .0 194.0 .0 0.9 9.9 0.9
47 1.0 ] o .0 190.0 .0 Q.0 Q.0 0.0
8 1.0 o .9 .Q 204.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
o to .0 [ .0 204.0 . 0 a.a a.0 0.0
7 1.0 ] o .0 200.0 .0 0.0 Q.0 0.0
71 1.0 . @ .. . 0 220. 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
72 20 .0 .a 0 1%.0 .Q 293.¢ 2729 v e
72 o [ .9 .Q 296.0 a 0.0 0.0 0.0
74 20 [ . .0 292. 0 [ a3 a3, 23
, 7% 30 . 0 5 .0 388.0 . 0 229 14. 8 18.3°
2.0 o K 0 236.0 .0 8.0 4.3 %. 3
1.0 ] 1 0 212.0 .0 0.0 9.0 0.0 .
1.0 [ .1 0 224.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73431 ) 3
Lo 0 .9 0 a24.0 .0 9.0 Q.0 0.0 9407 % 7772.0 e e
I1-19
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EFFECY INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SIGNIF. MATURAL AREAS
ALTEANATIVE NO.
BASE A: BERYL LONG TERAM POP. 14942.0
BARE 9: ELY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0

LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A NILES YO B EFFECY INDEX OF BASE B COMBINED EFFECTYS
NO. NAME L] [ AVE NAX NIN AVE N r AVE nax MIN AVE mAX MIN AVE
[} 2.0 WEELERN PR 71.0 83.0 77.0 10139.7 6380.8 9332.1 13167. 1 13474. 9 13638. 1 27396. 0 20865. 1 22090.3
2 2.0 LEWmAN CAV 63 0 83.0 83.0 13397 13396.7 133%. 7 13739. 1 13738, 3 13733. 1 26131. 8 26121 0 28131.8
3 1.0 QANDY CAVE 107.0 107 0 107. 0 190.3 198. 3 130.2 1.0 T73234.1 72241 7224.1 7382.4 7382.4 73824
. a0 eANDP 3.0 122.0 103. 0 6380.0 J4i10. 46 3I7I9.1 . Q 4839.8 02392 4310.0 1J348. 3 11947. 0 13249 )
L) 2.0 LEX ARCH 7.0 71.0 71.0 10129.7 10139.7 10129.7 . Q 12476. 9 12476.9 12474 9 . 2 22606. 2 22606 2
» 1.0 DORE! 3.0 31.0 %o 3060 4 3840.4 3040. 4 . 0 I09.3 2099.0 28I9.2 .6 7915.4 B8499.7
? 1.0 FISM MR 1260 140.0 137 O 151 37 8.0 . 0 8.2 199, 2231 . 4 163. 1 2.t
[ ] 1.0 FUM BUTTE 132.0 132.0 122.0 2.0 ™0 9.0 . Q 7.3 7.3 n.2 . 3 110.2 110.3
L4 1.0 TOPal 116.0 122.0 119.0 9.8 3%0 . %22 . 0 103.8 7.3 .7 . & 110.3 126. 4
10 1.0 CLEAR LAKE 100.0 108.0 104.0 a8s.0 143. 0 203.0 . QO 7.0 an.0 8. 4 -] 167.0 a9y s
3} 1.0 OEER AR A 104.0 120.0 112.0 203%. 0 47.% 101. 3 . Q@ a4 a4 2.4 .4 -9 103. &
12 3.0 ANT SPA TR 104 O 112.0 108.0 3619.2 4710.8 9313). 4 . 0 637.3 9712.2 s1s2. 0 . 4 10423. 3 L1316.2
13 1.0 STEAMIOATY 340 24.0 24.0 13292.3 133932.2 12372 -Q 173. 6 ) 173. 6 .8 13566. 0 10%6.8
ie 3.0 CEDAR BANS 40.0 40.0 48.0 1353242.0 19262.0 13262.0 . O 47956.2 4739.3 4738.2 . 2 20020. 2 20020. 2
19 3.0 BAYCE CYn 00 0 58.0 84.0 12674.7 11925.2 12302.1 . @ 2089. 6 .8 3J089.8 3 13013.0 15392.0
16 1.0 DEER RAB B 40 0 46.0 4.0 S818.0 7142.3 7%3. 0 . Q 1.9 0.9 1.3 .9 7144, 2 T947.1
(%4 3.0 110N N 2.0 40.0 46.0 146174.3 14390.8 195292.7 .8 . O 3031.6 2009.8 JIvV.0 .8 17480.7 19281.7
10 2.0 RNED NTNg 32.0 368.0 350 133632.0 14631, 7 14932, ¢ R . O 1398.0 10%2.6 13197.3 . @ 13 4 181497
19 1.0 40.0 48.0 40.0 6613.7 6613.7 64137 . 0 . 0 . @ 0.2 0.2 .0 4616.0 &
0 1.0 DEER MAD C 24.0 32.0 280 123393.3 111331 132302. 1 -] . O 1.9 1.3 1.3 .2 11196.2 12206. 6
aa 1.0 RIP ARCH 300 30.0 30.0 11734.2 11724. 2 11734.2 .0 . 0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2 11737.2 11732. 2
a2 20 MEY RTINS 2080.0 224.0 216 0 209. 0 101.2 149. 0 .0 . O 4864. 0 . & 9.7 .0 3167 6 4080.7
k=) 3.0 AUBY LAKE 184.0 194.0 192. 0 3410.0 2967.2 182 & . 0 O 11773.1 11040.7 1t419. 0 ] .
3 1.0 MRAM Lr 202.0 208.0 303.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . O . 0 862. 2 . & .8
a3 1.0 IND PEAK 2.0 J0.0 38.0 126897.6 11734.2 12207. 1 [-] . 0 N1 .4
s 5.0 LUN CRATER 140 O 140.0 140.0 .7 9.7 3.7 . O o . . 0
ar 1.0 WICKRS STN 340.0 140.0 160.0 0.9 0.9 0.9 . O ] . & L1
a8 2.0 ROAEY Pu 154.0 160.0 197. 0 1904. & .1 1349.8 -] -] [ ] . &
a9 .0 MV WM RCE 140.0 140.0 130.0 3.7 . 3 1.7 . 0 o . O . &
0 a0 oorngE a13.90 13. 0 NN2. 0 172.7 ? 172.7 N . 0 .? .3
" 3.0 ICTWY SITK 236.0 226.0 226.0 .2 a 84.23 . Q@ o . 0 .2
2 1.0 ABTE NTnd 1932.0 208.0 200 O 0.0 . O 0.0 (] . 0 .8 .2
P2 20 Ola PUNCH 106.0 180.0 100.0 499 9 . 9 . 9 Q ] 3 . 4
Je 1.0 OOLD JOSM 200.0 200.0 200.0 Q.0 . 0 0.0 o . Q Q.1 0.1
23 2.0 ORATH vaL i92.0 208.0 200.0 18D & » 3 (-] ] . 4 .4
s 2.0 wHITE NTN 296.0 268. 0 263.0 an.a 1 . 4 -] o . @ 4
7 1.0 wWOT CAR RG 140.0 164 0 1%.0 22 .3 . 8 . 0 . 0 2 . &
] 1.O SARCOS FLT 192.0 200.0 196.0 0.0 . O . O . 0 Q . 0 . 0
P4 2.0 0OTM VAL OV 324.0 222.0 228 O 101.2 . 9 .k . 0 . 0 . 4 . 4
«0 1.0 LEvV CAVE 110. 0 .0 110 © 131. 4 . & .8 L] -] . 7 .1
L1} 2.0 TROY PEAR 106 O 011110 9382. 4 .2 . 2 . -} o Y . a
43 2.0 AR VAL wmA 120 Q 0 124 0 . Q [ 3 0.0 76.0 8.0 . S -]
43 1.0 LOCnES ACNH 120.0 .2 129. 6 17.4 ] .9 72.0 72.0 72.0 N -
a8 1.0 UCR M0 136.0 136.0 136 O L 4 * .9 32,0 %20 S2.0 .2 o
3 1.0 HEUVSSER mT 136 0 134.0 136.0 . 9 9 .9 20,0 20.0 20.0 .9 .8
“% 1.0 NILD GRang 212.0 212.0 212.0 ] . 0 0 120.0 124.0 128.0 .9 .9
47 1.0 nT KLFF 192.0 192.0 192.0 . 0 . Q 0 120.0 120.0°120.0 -] R
48 1.0 GOSM CAVE 164.0 164.0 166.0 2 2 2 58.0 38.0 9.0 . 9 . 8
49 1.0 COSM CYN 162.0 182.0 163.0 . 4 . .4 94,0 %4.0 %40 [ ] 1
0 1.0 HERC QAP 124. 0 134.0 124.0 ] ? 9 4.0 6.0 .0 7 . &
N 2.0 NT GRAFTON 80.0 00.0 84.0 [} 9 .0 J6.0 92.0 44.0 1 .8
2 1.0 WMIPL CAVE €4.0 84.0 84.0 9514 H 1 %0 %0 3.0 . 2 .
2 2.0 nILND ANG 920 54.0 94.0 120%7.4 13302. ¢ .S 94,0 104.0 99.¢0 4 .a
84 2.0 MY MORIAN  90.0 10B O 99.0 7413.7 9.4 2.3 20.0 42.0 330 2 &
9 1.0 S CEOAR 76 0 04 0 @0 O 1403 7 L.t .1 J4.0 40.0 J37.0 2 .t
2 1.0 PR VAL AL 92. 0 .0 98 O 333. 3 Iy ¢ .9 20.0 2.0 2.0 | ] .a
L 24 1.0 SHOS PYGHY 92 0 o %2.0 993 93%.23 .3 3.0 30.0 20.0 1 . &
kL] 1.0 SPR VAL SW 088 O -] -] 1.1 7ia 2 .9 364.0 40.0 200 [ ] 4. 4
» 1.0 SHOS PONDS B84 O o [} 9.1 ”L. 1 1 6.0 36.0 2.0 2
»0 2.0 GLEASN CYN a8 O [} .0 196%0.4 13037 8 4 106.0 110.0 108. 0 4338. 6 4172. 9% 4342 B
ol 1.0 910 SPRO 40.0 40.0 40.0 10918.0 80180 .0 104.0 104 0 104 O 172. 6 173. & 173. &
2 2.0 CATH QORGE 464.0 46 0 440 12692.7 13632.7 .7 104 0 104. 0 104. 0 4738.2 4798.23 4730.2
«d 1.0 PR 010 SPR 100 0 108 O 100.0 143. 0 14%.0 .0 38.0 30.0 28.0 10418. 1 10418. 1 104191
2] 1.0 POR SPR FS 97 2 98 0 97 & 3% ) . 2 .1 90.0 %.0 30.0 9171.3 9171.3 %712
&3 2.0 WYNE RIRCH 68.0 94.0 ¢1.0 76687 9 4@77.3 .0 3.0 70.0 #3.0 9934.3 8701.% 9322 4
*6 1.0 MOT CRR SP 93.0 %92.0 *2.0 $39%. 3 33%. 3 .3 4.0 84.0 4.0 3.8 2093.8 24930
a? 1.0 PAN VAL FS 92.0 % 0 940 32%. 2 3930 . % 110.0 130.0 134.0 . @ 14. 9 ar. o
8 1.0 Par SONY 9% 0 %.0 %30 39 ¢ 3 @ .8 122.0 130.0 130. 0 3.0 .0 14. 3
a9 1.0 PAN LANES Q %0 9.0 439 9 I e .8 138.0 166.0 142.0 4.0 a4 J.e
70 1.0 ONuR 94.0 180 0 120.0 e Q3 .1 144.0 20e. 0 179.0 3.0 0.0 ot
71 1.0 PGA VA FEBM 104 0 104 O 104.0 209. 0 20%. 0 .0 100.0 180.0 180.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
72 2.0 nEy PIT 9.0 92.0 %20 71833 71402 .3 132.0 132.0 1232.0 N7 AL 7 N ?
77 1.0 PUP FSH AF 1646 O 1880.0 1770 Q.2 0.0 0.0 200.0 320.0 310.0 9.0 0.0 0.0
74 2.0 910 oung 100.0 188.0 188. 0 439 ¢ 499 ¢ .9 208.0 .0 206.0 173. & 173. 6 173. &
79 3.0 PYRAMID LK 332 O 348.0 380.0 al. 9 3. 4 .9 240.0 2396.0 2%92.0 0.8 734. 8 409 &
re 2.0 vaL FIRG 112.0 130.0 116. 0 4710.8 9.0 .2 194.0 202.0 190.0 200. 2 a1 262. 7
” 1.0 VIRGIN R 90.0 %.0 880 1243. 14 393. ¢ .2 1800.0 184.0 182. 0 00 0.0 0.0 9.9 718.2
” 1.0 VIRGIN AT 84.0 106.0 3.0 3.1 172.7 . 8 180.0 200.0 190.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 173.7 423. 0
kad 1.0 MOAM PESA 0 100.0 102.0 9. ¢ 143. 0 .3 1064.0 196.0 1%0.0 Q.0 Q.0 0.0 149. 0 2428
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EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SIGNIF NATURAL AREAS
ALTEANATIVE NO 4
3ASE A: BERYL LONG TERM POF 146943.0
SASE §: COYOTE LONG TERM POP. 12193.0
LOCATION NILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES 10 3 EFFECY INDEX OF DAGE D COMDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N r AvE MAX nIN Avil N r AV [} MIN avE MAX MIN AVE
1 20 WEELER PL 71 O 830 77 0 019 7 BI68. 8 92921 132.0 144.0 128 0 2060.7 1469 8 1746 B 12190. 4 9858 o 10998 9
2 2.0 LEWAN CAV 83 0 @0 . O .7 12396.7 12396.7 140.0 140 O 140.0 3013. % 30133 3013 9 17410 2 17410 2 17410 2
3 1.0 GANDY CAVE 107.0 107. 0 Q .9 199.3 198.J 194.0 1%6.0 198.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 128.3 198 2 188 3
4 2.0 CANP 3.0 123. 0 . Q .8 J618.8 3739 ) 132.0 160.0 144. 0 2060. 7 894.7 13683 J 10449 3 4313.3 7124 &
3 2.0 LEX ARCM 71.0 710 .Q .7 10129.7 10129.7 1320 132.0 132. 0 2060.7 2060.7 2060 7 (2190 4 (2190. 4 (2190 4
13 1.0 DAES 31.0 %1. 0 B 4 3860.4 0.4 140.0 192.0 146 0 4.1 1.0 2.0 5864 5 3Gel. ¢ 36a2. 3
? 1.0 FISM SPR 134.0 140. 0 -1 7 8.0 224.0 330.0 227. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 111 3.7 8.0
8 1.0 FUR BUTTE 122.0 132.0 .0 3.0 39.0 219.0 217. 0 2170 9.0 0.0 00 9.0 v o L]
. 1.0 TOPAZ 114.0 122.0 . @ 3.0 92.3 21%9.0 312.0 264. 0 6.0 0.9 [+ 2N ] 69 .9 3%.0 2.3
10 1.0 CLEAR LAKE 100.0 108.0 o 143. 0 203. 0 199.0 207.0 2032. 0 9.0 0.0 0.0 2864.0 143.0 20%. 0
11 1.0 DOEER HAB A 104.0 130.0 . Q@ 47. 3 101.3 203.0 219.0 211.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 &03%. 0 47 3 101.2
t2 2.0 ANT SPR TR 104.0 112.0 .2 4710.8 3190. 4 204.0 212. 0 200.0 174. & 124. 3 147 3 3793.7 4@33%.1 133200 9
12 1.0 STEAMBOAT 2.0 24.0Q .9 13392.3 13293. 3 112.0 112. 0 112.0 .9 72. 9 72.9 13464.2 13466 2 13466 2
14 3.0 CEDAR BRMS 48.0 48.0 .0 192462.0 19262.0 133.0 132.0 132.0 3332. 9 9$3930.3 3337 % 20799 9 2079%.3 2079% 3
ts 3.0 BRYCE CYN 80.0 86.0 .7 11929.2 12303.1 1%96.0 172.0 144.0 4044.3 2187.9 3601.1 16719 1 13113.0 13904 2
18 1.0 DEER HAS B 40.Q0 44.Q .Q 7143.3 7963. 8 .0 144.0 136.0 19. 2 2.6 & 4 B8822.2 71439 7972.2
[¥4 3.0 110N NP 32.0 0.0 .2 14390.8 13392.7 .0 120.0 113.0 73262 44469 68342 23300.4 20737 7 22226 @
18 2.0 RED nTNS 32.0 3%.0 .0 148321.7 14932, 1 .0 80.0 76.0 TiND. 4 63460 £764.2 22447.0 20968. 6 21716 3
1y 1.0 JOSHUA TR 48.0 48.0 .7 66137 86139.7 0 64.0 #4.0 2391.3 2291.3 2WQ91.39 8907.3 6907.2 8907 2
20 1.0 DEEN MAB C 24.0 32.0 .3 11199.1 12303} .S 84.0 V6.0 1047. 2 484. 6 11334 J 13240.3 119390 13437 @
1 1.0 RIPF ARCH 0.0 J0.0 .2 11734.2 11734. 2 .0 70.0 70.0 1630. 4 14350.4 1630 4 13304. 4 13384 ¢ 12384 &
22 2.0 RUBY MTNE 208.0 234.0 . 0 101.2 14%.0 . 0 . 0 . Q 19.7 8.0 12.3 223.7 109 3 197 2
22 2.0 AMUBY LARE 188.0 196.0 .8 3967.2 2183. 4 . 0 . O ] 1061. 9 749. & 894.7 4472.7 3716.8 4070 4
W 1.0 FRANKR LXK 302.0 208.0 Q.0 a.0 0.0 . O . Q . 0 Q.0 Q.0 o0 0.0 Q0 0.0
a8 1.0 IND PEAK 26.0 0.0 .6 11734.2 123031 . 0 . Q .0 72. 9 41.9 93 2 12930. 3 11779.7 133% 2
W 1.0 LUN CRATER 140.0 140.0 .7 9.7 37 ] -] ] 4.2 34. 3 34 2 3.0 98 6
7 1.0 MICnS STN 160.0 . 0 ] 9.3 a3 . @ -} . 0 -2 ] - 0. & 1.1 1.1 11
s 3.0 NOAEY Pn 134.0 . Q .4 1243.1 134% 8 . 0 -] .Q 1430. 4 1304. 6 1469 8 J187 0 2947.7 2829 »
a9 1.0 NV WH RGE 140.0 . Q 3.7 0.3 1.7 . Q - -] 894. 7 20%. 9 447 0 900. 4 206.1 448 @
0 2.0 ARC DOME 212. 0 . 0 .7 173.7 172.7 ] . 0 ] 03. 3 283. 9 W\ 3 438 2 4%6. 2 4% 2
N 2.0 ICTHMY SITE 320.0 . 0 2 94 3 84.2 -Q . Q .0 174. & 176. & 174 & 2%8. 8 288 @ ase @
32 1.0 ABTE mINS 192. 0 .0 90 0.0 0.0 .0 . 0 -] 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 a0
b} 2.0 DIA PUNCH 188.0 . 0 9 4%9.9 4%9.9 N ] . O . 0 387 3 237.3 337.23 8172 "Mz 817 2
34 1.0 GOLD JOSH 2000 X ] 0.0 00 . 0 . 0 .0 41 4l LINY a1 4 41
3 3.0 DEATH vaL 192.0 . 0 .6 q381. 6 2761. 6 ] ] .0 6904 2 40721 6483 4 10087 9 8431 7 9247 O
Jb 20 wWHITE MIN 238 0 . Q 1 1.1 13. 4 . 0 .9 . Q 202. 3 174. & 2233 04 & 183.?7 228 o
37 1.0 MOT CRW RQ 148.0 .0 .2 9.3 .8 .Q .Q . 0 22 1.6 6.4 3.2 1.9 72
30 1.0 SARCOR FLT 192.Q . 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 .0 .0 . O 60. & 187 24 2 a0 & 18 7 26 2
bl 30 DTH VAL Qv 224.0 -0 .3 ] 94, 2 [+ ] .0 o 1194 2 9347 1050 7 1299 9 1024 9 1134 9
40 1.0 LEV CAVE 110.0 . Q .4 133. ¢ 1a1. 4 .0 .0 . 0 1469 8 14698 1469 @ 1391 1 1391 1 1939 )
L}) 2.0 TROY PEAX 106.0 . 0 4 4292.2 40192 .Q . 0 . 0 J141. 3 J3390.7 4318 | 1092%.0 7482.8 9037 3
442 2.0 RR VAL WhA 120.0 . 0 0 2103.& 2J%24.9 . Q ] . 0 J90%. 7 2339 7 2670 3 4700.7 3722.) 6199 O
4] 1.0 LOCKRES RCH 130.0 2 1 18. 6 17.9 .0 -] .0 19. 2 13.2 13.2 R2 3d.8 2
(2] 1.0 DUCKR nQO t3s. 0 . Q * 99 ae . 0 Q . 9 1.6 1. & 1.6 10. 9 109 10 3
3 1.0 MEUSSER MT 13J4. 0 . ¢ ? 8@ ae o .0 .0 o0 0.0 o0 99 89 a9
“" 1.0 WILD GRANS 212.0 .0 ) 00 9.0 ] .0 . 0 0.0 0.0 Q.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7 1.0 RT JEFF 192. ¢ . Q -] Q.0 0.0 . 0 . 0 . Q0 o1 o1 o1t [ 28} 0.1 c1
.8 1.0 COBN CAVE 144.0 . 0 .2 c.2 [ - .0 .0 . Q 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.2 02 o2
49 1.0 COS4 CYN 162. 0 . Q 4 0. 4 Q.4 . 0 .0 . @ 0.0 0.0 0.9 0. 4 [} -3
0 1.0 WERC car 124. 0 X} 9 Nn.9 .9 . Q .0 . 0 0.1 Q.1 0.1 .9 3.9 e
k11 2.0 NT CRAFTON @0.0 . 0 .0 7887 9 BIA7T. 0 . 0 .0 Q J08T. 4 2040.7 29239.7 11907 2 9748 7 1070s. 7
32 1.0 WHIPL CAVE 84.0 . 0 .3 9311 931. ) . O . 0 . Q 30.2 30. 2 30.2 1001.3 1001 3 1001 2
2 2.0 MILND ANG 32.0 -] & 12303 3 133682 9 . 0 . 0 -] 7407. 9 4764.3 TIA3 4 2044639 19047 J 19747 8
L1 2.0 MY MORIAM 9.0 ] .7 91834 5332. 3 Q ] .0 079 447.0 al7 1 3291.9 9600 4 o849 4
3% 1.0 Swn CEDAR  78.0 Q 7 1.1 1361 ] . @ .0 3.1 20 32 w088 993.1 124 4
3 1.0 SPR vAL FL 92. 0 . @ . 3 3939 439 9 -} ¢ Q 1.9 N ] 09 2382 98 » 40 8
37 1.0 3SHOS PYGNY 9%2.0 (] ) 3339 33%. 2 ] (-] .0 1.0 1.0 1.0 23s6.3 9263 %3 2
El ] 1.0 SPR VAL SM B4 0 .0 -1 7182 7. ¢ (-] -] ] 4.1 26 2.2 933 2 720 @ an .
3 1.0 SHOS PONDS 8¢ O ] -1 1.1 L 1 o .0 .0 26 8 2.8 932 7 99} 7 Y
~0 2.0 GLEASN CYN 28 0 .0 4 13097.8 13200. ¢ . 0 .0 -] @764.2 3939 9 6346. 9 22404 3 209927 N1NT 23
»l 1.0 010 SPRQ 40.0 . O .0 6618.0 0810 0 9 . Q . 0 1196 3 1134 2 119 3 9973.3 9972.3 e92 3
od 2.0 CATH GORGE 44.0 . 0 .7 13692.7 13692.7 . 0 . 0 . 0 7T109. 4 7183 4 7183 4 20838 1 20838 1 20839 1
3 1.G PR 3]0 SPR 108.0 . @ -] 145. 0 1843, 0 .0 -] . O 32 J.2 d.2 148.3 148.2 148 3
[ 1] 1.O MOR SPR S 97.2 . Q 3 3%e. 2 3471 . 0 ] -] J¢. 2 Js 2 ¢ 2 %23 370 3 w2
(1] 2.0 WYNE RIRCH @80 [ ] Y «877.2 727@.0 (-] .0 -] 4293. 7 2707 @ 4044 S 13087 & 1096 9 11332 9%
] 1.0 WOY CAn 8P 92 0 . Q | 933%.23 933. 3 .0 ] Qo 147. 3 147. % 147 3 582. 9 «82. 9 o2 9
57 1.0 PAM VAL F8 92.0 -] . 3 1939 499. 9 . 0 . @ -3 4246 4044.3 3141 3 4882 2 4420.2 202 9
-8 1.0 PAN BONY % 0 . Q . . ¢ 2% 8 .0 ] -] G029. 1 «741.8 0J45. 9 Q489 0 2193 ¢ #7727
4 1.0 PAK LARES 9.0 Q L 193.9 4358 .0 .0 . Q 9640.0 S029 1 68354 10100.0 8432 * 9291 2
70 1.0 DNum . 0 - . 0.3 2.1 . 0 . 0 ®. 0 121731 3390.7 B86331.7 13389 0 2J391.3 G673 ¢
” 1.0 MOA VA FEH 104.Q . Q . 0 20%. 0 203. 0 . 0 . 0 .0 103%8. 0 10336. ¢ 103%a. 0 10343 O 10%962. 0 1033 O
72 2.0 ngy PIT .0 . @ .3 7183.3 71432 .0 . @ . O 9680 0 9640.0 F640.0 14782 4 14702. & 1673] &
” 1.0 PUP FSN AF 16k O ] . 2 Q.0 0.0 .0 . O . Q 1430. 4 s17.0 934 7 1430 6 7.0 934 2
74 2.0 810 DUNE 109. 0 . 0 v 439. 9 439 9 . 9 . 0 . O A761.8 4AT61. 8 47410 33221.7 3221.7 2.7
ke ] 3.0 PYRAMID LK 332 0 . 0 .9 .4 47.93 . Q .0 . Q 121.7 3.9 a7 4 192.1 9.4 134 @
7 2.0 vAL Fing .0 . 0 .8 J898.0 4392 2 - . Q .0 10838. 1 10000. 9 10641 .9 19540. 9 13904 ¥ 14724 O
7 1.0 VIRGIN B . O . O .1 393. 9 718.2 -] .0 .Q $333.% 53329 3332 9 6774.6 997 4 391 7
ke 1.0 VIRGIn NT -] Q -t 1727 423. 8 .0 . 0 . 0 3333 3 J3290.7 4393.7 4484.5 2% 4 aHt 4
7% 1.0 MORM NESA . 0 o . ¢ 143.0 2623 . 0 .Q -] 7189. 4 3933, 9 4334.9 7379 2 4081.Q0 47YY 4
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EFFECT INDEX OF BAS‘lNO ALTERNATIVES ON SIGNIF. NATURAL AREAS

ALTERNATIVE NO. 9
BASE A: NILFORD LONG TEAM POP. 17221.0

SASE »: ELY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILE® TO B EFFECT INDEX OF 9ASE » COMBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL NAME N F AVE nax niN AVE N F A nAX HIN aVE nAx nIN AVE
3 2.0 WHEELER PX 43.0 73.0 .0 11486.0 9700.2 10994.3 39.0 37.0 33.0 13187.1 12474. 9 . 4 .2 22176.7 4
2 2.0 LEwmAN CAV 73 0 73.0 © 13343 5 12342.5 13243 3 31 0 31.0 21.0 1372%5.1 137331 . 3 & 27070. 6 [
3 1.0 GANDY CAVE 630 8% 0 -] 902. 3 902.3 902.0 41 0 41.0 41.0 7224.1 732412 1 .3 8126.3 .2
4 20 GANP 79.0 46.0 .3 91090 11041.3 10072.2 103.0 73.0 €8.0 4059.8 83292 .0 .0 19370 & .2
s 2.0 LEX ARCH €32.0 6310 O 11486 0 11606.0 11486.0 37 0 37.0 37.0 12476 95 12476. 3 .8 .9 .9 s
[ 1.0 DRES 43.0 &30 .0 0096. 9 80959 B0%.3 37.0 49.0 &3.0 3809.2 209%.0 .3 4 .9 .8
? 1.0 FISH SPR  1008.0 114.0 [} 147 & 8% 6 112.7 970 109.0 101.0 208.2 199.4 L1 .. .0 .9
[ 1.0 FUM BUTTE @3.0 830 .0 902.3 902.3 902.3 114.0 114.0 114.0 .3 - . . & ..
* 1.0 TOPAZ 950 89.0 [ 902.3 479.1 7684.1 110.0 114.0 112.0 .3 a4 .0 . .
10 1.0 CLEAR LAKE 63.0 7t.0 .0 J408.0 2200.3 2736.3 124.0 126.0 1290 . 0 .4 . 0 3 . ?
11 1.0 DEER MAB A 47 0 8.0 .0 27%6.3 1034.9 173]. 4 146.0 146.0 146.0 4 2.4 7 - X
12 20 ANT SPR TR 7320 81.0 .0 9997 7 B8@16.6 %403 9 7.0 990 1.0 .9 .9 .0 . [
13 1 0 STEAMDOAT 48.0 48.0 O 6724.3 6724.3 4724 3 104.0 104.0 104.0 . & 'Y .0 [] (]
i 3.0 CEDAR BRMS 36.0 3%8.0 .0 14938 O 14938.0 14938.0 196.0 1%6.0 1%.0 . @ . 3 2 2 . &
193 3.0 BRYCE CYN 72.0 80.0 .0 13613.0 126882. 46 10292. 4 184.0 184.0 184.0 [} .0 . 9 E] .
16 1.0 DEER HAB B 46.0 46.0 .0 760 6 7260.6 7200.6 149.0 194.0 191.0 .3 . 4 .3 .
1?7 3.0 710N NP %6.0 868.0 .0 14938 0 12120.9 13613.0 152.0 184.0 148.0 .8 .0 . & . 7 . @
19 2.0 RED MINS 90.0 95.0 .9 73339 ) 68%6. 6 7192.% 152.0 160.0 156. 0 . .8 .3 2 1
19 1.0 JOSHWA TR 108.0 108.0 .0 147 4 147.4  147.4 154.0 164.0 164.0 . 2 .2 .6 .8 &
20 1.0 DEER HAB C 80.0 94.0 L0 13263 9 400.3  730.0 148.0 152.0 150.0 .2 .8 .4 .9 s
21 1.0 RIP ARCH 92.0 92.0 .0 S44 |  944. 1 5441 1[44.0 144.0 184 0 . 0 20 2 .2 2
32 20 RUDY MTNS 194.0 204.0 N 341.7 24639 290.7 69.0 101.0 930 4 .7 .7 .9 . 4
23 2.0 RUBY LAKE 176.0 184 O .0 4226.3 3708.8 I92.0 6.0 740 71.0 .7 .0 .4 .8 L]
2% 1.0 FRANM LK 184.0 190.0 .0 °.0 0.0 0.0 77.0 €30 80.0 .2 . & N ] .2 O
2% 1.0 IND PEAK J6.0 40.0 .0 101467 0962.7 9351.9 7.0 92.0 790 .2 .2 .7 .9 1
26 1.0 LUN CRATER 164.0 166.0 .0 0.2 0.2 0.2 92.0 92.0 92.0 .3 ] ) .9 .3
27 1.0 HICMS STN 176.0 t76.0 .0 0.t 0.1 0.t 80.0 80.0 ©0.0 . & 3 .7 . ? .
20 2.0 MDREY PK  174.0 180.0 .0 784.1 631.3 7042 BR.0 %.0 920 1 [ ] 3 ] °
a9 1 0 NV Wt RGE 148.0 184.0 . 0 02 0.0 0.1 126.0 140.0 144.0 .4 ] L1 0.4 31
20 2.0 ARC DOME 3232 0 292 © . 0 7 9 70.9 70.9 140.0 140.0 140.0 .7 ? Y . & .
s 2.0 ICTHY SITE 232.0 2%2.0 .0 26 4 W. 4 26.4 132.0 152.0 132.0 . O . 0 N ] 4 4
32 1.0 RETS NTNS 196.0 212.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 82.0 %.0 890 .9 [] .2 .8 .8
33 2.0 DIA PUNCH 208.0 208.0 .0 208 3 208.3 208 3 102.0 102.0 102.0 .8 s . @ .8 N
a4 1.0 GOLD JOSH 236.0 236.0 ] 0.0 Q.0 0.0 173.0 172.0 172. 0 .1 .3 Q.1 0.1 0.1
33 3.0 DEATH VAL 234.0 248.0 . Q 1377 4 1098.3 1209.9 192.0 208. 0 200.0 .7 . 4 3 .2 .
e 2 0 WHITE WTN 288.0 29 O . 0 8 2 3.9 208.0 2180 212.0 . @ . @ 2 . 0 1
37 1.0 HWOT CAW RG 176.0 192.0 ° 01 0.0 Q.0 86.0 112.0 100.0 .7 .2 .2 .7 . 2
26 4.0 SARCOB FLY 2032 0 240.0 . 0 o0 0.0 Q.0 184 0 192.0 188.0 0.0 ] 00 N L]
39 2.0 DTH VAL OV 260 0 2068 0 - 17 4 11.3 14.0 200.0 208.0 204.0Q - X} . & A 4
40 1.0 LEV CAVE 146.0 148 O . Q0 a3 2.3 23 112.0 112.0 112. 0 .7 ? . 0 ] ]
41 20 TROY PEAK 1236 O 144 O -] 2600.5 2073.% 2330.6 7.0 92.0 62.0 9431.0 4048. 2 1 * . ?
2 2 0 RR VAL WMA 140.0 192. 0 . 0 23320.6 14630.0 19%.2 60.0 76.0 8.0 99346.3 7997. 9 ] L4 .6 7
43 1 0 LOCKES RCHM 132.0 1352.0 . Q 1.4 1.4 1.4 720 72.0 72.0 1729.1 17291 1 . 3 . 9 . 3
44 1 0 DUCK M0 132.0 132.© .0 14 1.4 1.6 3520 3520 9520 4730.2 4738.2 .2 3 .. N
43 1 0 HEUSSER MT 136.0 134.0 . © 91 91 9.1 2000 20.0 20.0 1216899 121839 .9 * v °
% 1.0 MILD CRANS 232.0 232 © .0 00 o0 Q.0 128.0 128.0 133.0 17 9 17 9 9 L) L) L}
47 1.0 MNT JEFF 216.0 N6 0 ] 0.0 0.0 0.0 120.0 120.0 1200 40 2 40.2 .2 . 2 . @ ]
48 1 0 GOSN CAVE 132 0 132.0 .0 14 14 1.4 58.0 98.0 950.0 3634 3% 3624 .3 .9 1 .9
9 1.0 GOSHM C¥YN 148 0 148 0 .0 23 2.3 I 3.0 %540 %0 4363.8 4362 8 ] -] .0 -]
%0 1.0 MERC GAP 132 0 132. 0 ° 14.0 14 0 140 6.0 60 6.0 14132.7 14137 7 ? .8 .8 .8
L} 2.0 MY GRAFTON 90. 0 9&.0 .0 733% 3 . .8 N .0 12969.9 10887. 6 .1 1 .8 .9
. 1 0 WHIPL CAVE 104 O 104 O [} 08 3 . L0 4798.2 4798.2 .2 s ) s
33 d.0 HILND ANGQ 9% 0 960 . O 7933 3 ] %@23. 3 47%.2 4 . @ L3 . a
34 2.0 NMT MORIAN 80 0 9 0 .0 a9862. 7 .0 13244 0 1198 .2 . & . 2
993 1.0 9wm® CEDAR 84 O B4 O o 9s. 7 .0 R920. 3 74 L) . & 1 . & ]
3% 10 SPA VAL FL 940 9.0 [} 457.3 0 12185 9 10887. & .8 .3 F] .1
97 1.0 SMGS PYGNY 92.0 92.0 ] 944.1 0 10418.1 10418.1 t .2 .2 .2
@ 1.0 SPA VAL SW 82.0 82.0 .0 1107 0 L0 @433.3 74669 ] E] .. []
3 1.0 SHMOS PONDS 84 O 84.0 0 946.7 3 0 @433.3 @432.2 k) . Q ] . @
40 2.0 GLEASN CYN 72.0 78.0 O 1014s8.7 R O  43%8.8 41729 . .2 .3 L]
ot 1.0 916 SPRC 76 0 740 ] 1830.0 5 Q 173 & 172. & . ) [ L3
L] 2.0 CATH GONGE 68 O @8 O ] 7014. 1 . -] 47%8. 2 47%. 2 2 2 .3 -
23 1.0 PR BIG SPR 120 O 130.0 .0 40.2 X 0 104181 10818, 1 1 .3 .3 .3
34 1.0 MOR SPR FS 1i8 O 118 O X} W X .0 M71.3 1713 ] L] L] L]
£t ] 2.0 MYNE RIRCH 110 0 1200 .0 3010.0 5 -} 9936.2 8701.% ] -]
1] 1.O WOT CAM SP 116 O 1140 Q 70.9 . -} 2W93.0 2930 N ] L] . [ ]
a7 1.0 PaM VAL F$ 132 O 140 O [ 140 .9 9.1 118.0 130.0 134 ¢ 40 8 148 [ . e 20.3 1
38 1.0 PAM BONY 136 O 140.0 ] L s.0 7.2 122.0 138.0 130.0 330 .0 9 1 1.0 .7
29 1.0 PAX LARES 140 0 142.0 .Q %8 4.6 9.2 130.0 144.0 182 0 .0 24e N ] .8 70 Q
70 1.0 CNwR 144 0 204 0 .0 I Q.0 0.1 1440 204.0 179.0 20 0.0 .3 ’ 0.0 .1
71 1.0 MOA vAa FEM 132.0 192 O . 0 1.8 1.4 1.4 180.0 180.0 180.0 0.0 0.0 o0 ) 1.6 L3
T 2.0 nEy P1Y 136 0 138 © [} 2600 3 2608.9 2408.3 122 0 122.0 122.0 3141 7 J141.7 .7 .2 97%0.2 .2
? 1.0 PUP FSi AP 2:2.0 222 0 . Q 0.0 0.0 0 0 200.0 220 O 210. 0 Q.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 . Q
76 2.0 010 DUNE 233.0 23392. 0 . @ 70.9 70.9 70.% 208.0 200.0 200.0 173. & 173. 6 . & 3 208y ]
79 3.0 PYRANID Lx 348 0 294 O -] 7.9 2.9 20 3 349 0 2%.0 3% 0 [ 1% 734.9 . & .9 793%. ¢ . &
78 2.0 vAL FIRE 13.0 1% 0 [ ] 1427. 4 1107. 0 1262.9 194.0 202.0 190. 0 308. 2 283 1 . ? .7 13201 . 2
r? 1.0 VIROIN R 134 0 140 O -] 2.4 9 14 0 1600.0 184 0 192. 0 Q.0 00 . 0 . 4 LN ]
e 1.0 VIRGIN NT 129.0 1920 .0 a3 1.4 9.8 1800.0 200.0 190.9 0.0 0.0 . Q .9 1.4 . @
-9 1.0 MORM MESA 142 .0 194 0 . Q “s 1.4 23 184 0 196.0 190. 0 0.0 0.0 . 0 ] t.1 . 3




EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTEANATIVES ON SIGNIF. NATURAL AREAS

1 ALTERNATIVE NO. .
DASE A: RILFORD LONG TERM POP 17221 0
SASE 5: COYOTE LONG TERM POP 13193.0

.
i
l
]
: LOCATION AlLES YO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 8 cwu&n SFFECTS
& NO. APPL  NARE N " NAX nIN AVE N r avit mAX HIN AVE RAX nIN
E [ 2.0 WESLER Pn 43 O .0 .0 11484.0 9700 2 10994 J 132 0 144.0 130.0 3060 7 1449.8 1746.0 13%944. 8 11170 O 12341.0
3 2 2.0 LEWmAn Cav 73 0O [ 0 12242 9 13242 3 12243, 9 140 0 140.0 140.0 5012. 9 3013.9 5012 % 18397.0 18357 0 19332.0
E 3 1.0 GANDY CAVE @90 . 0 . 0 902.9 903.2 %023 .0 194.0 194. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 902.2 902.2 90213
, 4 20 GaNP 0 Q .9 9109 3 11041.3 10072.2 .0 160 0 1460 2060 7 7 1389.3 11170.0 119260 11437 9
: v L] 2.0 LEX AACH 62 0 ] O 11486 0 11486 O 11486 .0 .0 132.0 132.0 3060 7 .7 060 7 12%44. 0 12344 B 13%46. 0
{ ' . 1.0 .0 ) 0 8099 Q0% 9 @0%. 3 .0 192.0 144.0 4 ° 2.0 0100 6 8097 3 @099. 4
i | 7 1.0 FISH SPR 100 O [ .0 147 & @ e 1127 0 220 0 227 0 0.0 ] 0o 4 .6 7
; s 1.0 FUR OUTTE 83 O . @ ] 902.3 902.2 9023 .0 219 0 219.0 0.0 -] 0.0 .3 3 3
| . 1.0 T0RAl 8%. 0 . 0 .0 902.9 791 784 4 0 312.0 264 0 0.0 ° [ ] .3 1 1
10 1.0 CLEAR LARE 43 O N 0 3408.0 32003 27% 2 0 207 0 203.0 00 . 0 [ X] 9. 0 .3 .3
1 11 1.0 DEER MAD A &7 O .0 .0 27%.3 1024 9 177 .0 219 0 211 © 0.0 . 0 00 3 . .
i 12 2.0 ANT SPR YR 72 0 .0 O 9997.7 @8is.& %403 ¢ 0 212.0 208.0 174 ¢ .3 187 3 .2 . .9
13 1.0 STEAMBOAT 49 O . 0 .0 #7268 ) 8724 3 4724 2 .0 112.0 112.0 72.9 . 9 72.9 1 1 1
16 2.0 CEDAR BRNS 3 O . Q .0 14930.0 t4930.0 14932 O .0 132.0 132.0 9%32. 3 .S 9333 9 ) .3 .9
1S 3.0 MAYCE CYN 720 . 0 .0 12613.0 12062 & 12232 ¢ .0 172.0 164 O 4044 3 .9 38011 ) ) .
16 1.0 OEEN HAD B 4.0 . 0 Q 7260 & 7TH0.4 7260 » . 0 N . 0 18 2 . & .4 . 0 ] .Q
17 3.0 210N Ne %. 0 .0 O 14938.0 12120.9 13613 0 . 0 . 0 .0 73282 .9 o824 2 .2 ? .2
18 2.0 RED MTNS 9 0 . 0 .9 73333 e8%.6 7192.9 .0 ° .0 7193. 4 .9 6764 2 7 ) . ?
19 1.0 JOSHUA TR 108 O .Q o 147 4 LA7. 4 147 & .0 .0 .0 2291.9 .9 !N [ ] [] .8 )
H 1.0 OEER MAD C 80 O .0 .0 12639 400.2 730.0 . 0 .0 .0 1867.2 .6 1194.3 .7 . 3
21 1.0 AP ARCH "2 0 . 0 . 0 Sea 1 %441 %44y . 0 .0 .0 1490 4 .4 1690 4 .5 .9 ]
H 2.0 AUDY MINS 195.0 .0 . Q 3417 2463 2907 . 0 . 0 . 0 19.7 a.0 12 2 .4 3 ]
23 2.0 MUY LAKE 174 O (-] 0 4226.3 3708.0 3%62.0 .0 .0 L0 1061.9 e 8% 7 ! .4 . ?
24 1.0 FRANK LA 184 O . @ ° 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0 . Q . 0 0.0 . 0 0.0 . 0 . 0 .0
2% 1.0 IND PEAM % 0 . 0 0 10144.7 0942.7 99519 . 0 . 0 .0 72.9 .9 8 2 [ 2 t
‘ 2™ 1.0 LUN CRATER 164 © . Q .0 o.2 Q.2 0.2 . 0 . 0 . 0 24 2 ¥ ] 42 .4 . X
\ 27 1.0 MWICKS STN .0 o . 0 0.t Q.1 Q.1 .0 . 0 .0 (-3 0.6 [ Y 0.6 . &
' 20 2.0 NOREY sn [ .0 .0 704.1  #31.3 7042 . 0 .0 0 14304 .6 le89. 8 s ? 21740
! 2% 1.0 NV W+ RCE . Q . 0 . 0 9.2 0.0 Q.1 Q .Q .Q a%4. 7 .9 AT 0 L) .9 A87 4
: 30 2.0 AAC DOME (-] N o 70.9 70. 9 70.9 . 0 . 0 . 0 203 3 .9 am3 s . 4 3% 4
31 2.0 ICTHY SITE 2392 0 (-] -] .4 26. 4 2. ¢ .0 ° -] 174. 6 6 174 6 .0 .0 20t.0
‘ 32 1.0 ROTS nInS 198 O Q .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ° ) .0 9.0 0.0 00 0.0 [} Q.Q
3 a0 .9 .0 [ 203 2083 32003 [} .0 -] 3 3 I .. .4 %3
i 34 Lo -] .0 .0 0.0 o0 0.0 N .0 .0 1 1 LY a4t 1 41
33 a0 Q .0 0 13774 10%8.9 13099 . 0 .0 . Q 2 .1 648) 4 4 o 7494 8
. 2 20 o .0 .Q 3a 2.3 2.9 .0 ] . 0 3 .6  322.2 ! 8 226
i 37 1.0 . O .0 ° 01 0.0 Q0 [} .0 o 9 .. 6.4 N . 6 4 X
| 3B 10 [} ) .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0 .0 .0 Y ? 4 2 & 7 3¢ 2 1
9 20 o o [} 17. 4 11.3 14 0 .0 .0 [ .3 .7 1030 7 ? .0 1064 @ !
W0 10 . 0 . 9 .0 2.3 2.2 23 .0 X . 0 [} 9 14490 ° .0 1472.0
| 4 2.0 . @ ° .0 s .8 N . 0 .0 ] s .7 a8 1 .4 .2 %40 7
. 42 20 [} .0 .0 . & -] .2 [} .0 .0 7 7 2670 % .3 7 267
_ 43 1.0 LOCMES RCM .9 .9 .0 .. . ) .0 .0 [-] 2 .2 13 2 .6 . & 6.6
44 1.0 DUCA N20 . 0 . 0 0 .. . .. . 0 .0 .0 . .. [ .0 o 2.0
' 43 1.0 WEUSSER NT .0 [} "] 1 4 [} [ ] ] (] N 0.0 3 1 ’ .
] 46 1.0 wILD GRANS .0 . 0 . 0 .0 ° [} .0 N} .Q ° X 00 X .0 o0
4 47 1.0 MY JEFF ° . Q .0 . 0 . 0 01720 -] . Q 1 L1 0.1 1 : 0.1
48 1.0 GOSH Cave ] .0 .0 .4 4 ) .0 .0 .0 [} .0 - 0.0 4 . ‘.8
! 49 1.0 GOSM CYe . 0 [] [ .3 3 2 (] X} [ ] (] 0.0 .3 3 23
(1 30 1.0 HERC Gar .0 .0 .0 .0 ] 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 1 Y 0.1 3 1 14t
LI 31 2.0 MY GRAFTON . 0 -] .0 .3 .3 .e .0 . 0 .0 . .7 2339 7 ? .0 98443
,’ 93 3.0 WMIPL CAVE . -] X:) E] .3 3 . 0 . 0 . 0 a . 2 %0 2 . & 0.6 290.6
i $3 3.0 HMHILND ANG o .Q -] .3 .3 [} Q Q .Q L] .2 89 & a 4 10310
\ ‘ ‘ 34 3.0 mr mORtAM [} .0 [} 7 .3 1 . 0 -] .0 [} .9 el21 ] 3 64212
! i 93 1.0 SuMP CEDAA [} [} [ .7 .7 .7 .0 .0 .0 1 . 0 32 .8 7 %% e
1 % 1.0 SPR vaL FL ] . 0 Q 9 4 3 . 0 -] -] o .a Qe L] 4 401 2
37 1.0 SHGS Pycny . 0 ] .0 1 1 1 .0 . Q .0 [} .0 1.0 Y 1 %43y
\‘ M 1.0 SPR VAL Suw .0 .0 . 0 Q .0 .Q . 0 .0 . 0 1 Y 3a 1 & 1110 2
99 1.0 $MOS PONDS ° .0 -] .7 .7 .7 .0 .0 ] . . & 2.6 .3 3 ve3
L 20 2.0 CUEASN CYN .0 . a -] .7 .4 .2 .0 - . 0 2 .9 #3246 ¢ L4 3 16047 |
a1 1.0 QIC SPRC -] [ ° . 0 N . 0 . 0 . 0 .0 3 3 1184 3 3 3 27es 3
a2 2.0 CATM GOAGE o [} (-] ] 1 1 .0 . 0 N} 4 .4 7189. 4 I3 4 14999 o
23 1.0 PR BlC SPR ] . Q o 0. 2 2 .2 . 0 . 0 .Q 2 32 33 .9 3 Y
#4 1.0 MON SPR P3 .0 . o . & . . .0 .0 .0 2 6.2 2 2 X] .9 a2
" 23 2.0 WYNE RIACM .0 . 0 . 0 . 0 [} .7 .0 X} .0 7 3707 2 4044 9 X2 2 e,
j se 1.0 w=OT CAK $P (] . 0 . 0 . 9 . 9 .9 0 ] .0 S 1473 147 8 H $ 2a 8
27 1 0 PaM vaL Fg ] Q . 0 o .8 1 .0 . 0 . 0 ? 4040 9 9(641.9 L 3 1% e
38 1.0 PAM EONY . 0 . 0 ] 1 .0 2 . 0 [} . 0 1 4761.0 8266 @ 1 S 3%
% 1 0 PAN LANES [} .0 .0 [} .. ] .0 -] . 0 0 00291 €83 4 e s 8840 3
70 10 Dl ] [} ° . & . 0 1 ] .q -] 1 339.7 Gedl Y 7 ? 8aM1 @
J 1 1.0 MOA VA FSM [} .0 . 0 .4 .4 .4 . 6 . 0 .0 0 103%@. 0 102%8.0 D) 4 10339 o
72 2.6 nEY PIT . Q .0 o 9 .9 s . 0 Q ° O %9640.0 9440.0 ) 9 12340 3
73 1LQ SUP FEM AF .0 [} .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0 -] [ ¢ A7.0 9347 . 4 0 947
N 74 2.3 816 OunE (-] .0 . ¢ 70.9 70. ¢ 70.9 .0 .0 -] 0 4741.0 a%i1.0 .7 .7 48327
7% 2.0 PYRANID Ln © -] . 0 7.0 an.9 an 2 . @ .9 .0 b4 3. 9 87 & ? . 19
® 20 vaL Firg ° [ O 14374 11070 1383 3 . @ 0 3.0 1 X L4 .9 .
77 1.0 VIRGIN R [ [} . 0 224 s e 14 9 [} 0 44.0 s 3 3
“9 1 0 VIRGIN mT -] . 0 -] a. s 14 .8 N 0 %.0 £} . ? .
4 TS 1O MORM MESA 182.0 134 O 168.0 P 11 23 3.0 42.0 90 .4 39339 a3 ¢ )
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COMBINED AVERAGE EFFECT INDEXES OF BAGING ALTEKNATIVES ON SIGNIF  NATURAL AREAS

LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX BY ALTEANATIVE
NO. NARE APPEAL o 2 L} .
t WHEELER Pk 2.0 103202 9399 4 10443.1 22090 1 10998 9 22432 4 .0
R LEWMAN CAV - 0.0 . 166921 —19994. %3 _ 171622 261318 174102 27070. ¢ .0
3 GANDY CAVE 1.0 84 9 1199 4731 4 7262 4 1950 3 9126 2 2
' 4 [ L4 2.0 %0 7 slat 904% 3 12249 1 7124 16902 2 L]
. s LEX ARCH 2.0 11416.2 10371 2 10402 2 22606 2 12190 4 2292 3 [ ]
. . DRES . 1.0 o a1 @ 2192 0 8699 7 862 3 10933 0 .
. 7 FISH PR 1.0 . .0 4930 & 231 90 2% 7
| ] FUM BUTTE 1.0 [ a9 s 12321 0 110 3 »0 973 & 3
i 9 TOPAZ 1.0 1 36 1101 @ 193 1 ECIF (X i
i CLEAR LARE 1.0 1 193 3 11984 3 22% o 203 © 27m0 7 2
1.0 . 7.7 900s 1 100 & 101 2 1736 © .
| 20 4 40% 0 11999 1 11316. 2 9300 ¢ 19%e6 @ L
i 1.0 2 10240 o 177 2 1J%e @ 1J660 2 «897 8 1]
! 20 2 18903 7 14264 1 20020 2 20799 8 2 s H
' 3.0 @ 14034 4 11326 0 13392 0 15904 3 3 .
1.0 3 5043 4 0 2 797 1 7972 2 ) ]
2.0 .9 20407 7 163899 2 191917 2222e & 17802.0 2
2.0 & 20182.3 9800.0 16148 7  2171e 3 9390 1 7 .
1.0 1 @011 3 3000 3 e0ia 0 @907 2 147 & 6
1.0 .4 108307 1912.0 12304 & 13437 & I E
1.0 .9 11049 23 21812 331737 2 13284 & 347 2 s
2.0 ] 126.0 9 0 6080 7 197 3 226 & [ ,
f 3.0 ? 2383 0 3091 7 14390 & 4078 ¢ 13378 ¢ 7 1
| 1.0 00 o0 01 1092 & 0 1092 & 00 f
£.0 ] 9391 7 2W2.9 10426 4 12338 3 106739 4 s
i LUN CRATER 1.0 . 490 "z 439 0 e 4933 ]
’ HICHE STN 1.0 [] [ LX) 1093 3 11 10%2 7 0. &
MOREY PX 2.0 ° 62 © 2032 2 7418 o 2039 o 732 0 °
{ NV W ROE 1.0 .4 386. & ses. 3 48 448.9 a1 i
: C DOME 2.0 ° 302. 0 382 3 2114 3 436 2 2012 & 4
\ ICTHY $1TE 20 .. 292.3 2331 1442 2 2%. 8 1384 & 201.0
RATS ATNG 1.0 . 0 00 - oo sed. @ 0.0 363. 8 00
DIA PUNCH 2.0 . 0 916. 2 9297 9433 4 017.2 s170.8 .
COLD JOSM 1.0 .4 34 s 4 0.1 4 0.1 i
DEATH VAL 20 .4 2 e733. 8 9100 0 *°247 © . []
WHITE NN 2.0 H .0 ava. s 161 8. . i 1 )
HOT CAK RG 1.0 .4 o Q.4 2830 7.2 2 L3
SARCO® FLT 1.0 7 7 .7 0.0 4.2 .0 2
OTH VAL OV 2.0 ) 3 1376. 4 209. e 1124 9 4 []
LEV CavE 1.0 i .3 1924 & 207 1 1391 1 ° . 0
TROY PEAK 20 [ a 3999 & 13043.3 9037 3 7 7
RR VAL WMA 20 ) 2 3997 9 12479 0 6199 0 .7 ?
LOCKES REN 10 [ 4 19 9 1747 © E= I s .
DUCK H20 10 ' [ 22 4767 o 103 . o
HMEVESER BT 1.0 . .8 1.2 1ive @ [ R] . 3
' WILD GRANS 1.0 .0 o oo 179 00 . ]
' AT JEFF t. 0 1 1 0.1 40 2 01 2 ]
! COSH CAVE 1.0 ] 2 171 3634 8 Q2 9 4
X SOBH CYN 1.0 7 3 20 4284 1 04 [ 3
MERC GAP 10 b 2 250 14189 & e [ 1
MY GRAFTON 20 1 .2 99633 20022 2 10764 7 9 s
WHIPL CAVE 1.0 .9 .2 70. 4 3709 3 1001.3 E -
HILNOD RNG 20 4 @ 107432 17839 9 19767 8 .2 3
i MT MORTAW 20 .9 . 8 4902.7 10893 3 6849 o 2 2
4 WP CEDAR 10 0 . 143 7 9448 3 1248 . .
) SPR VAL FL 10 [} s 118 2 12020 @ 460 @ 1 .2
SHOS PYOMY 10 3 [} 186 8 109%) & 33 3 2 1
4 SPA VAL Siw 1.0 s 3 (63 7  @vas 7 831 1 ] 2
SHOS PONDS 1.0 1 [} 108 @ 9404 4 933 7 0 3
GLEASN CYN 20 4 2 102N 7 19724 2 1707 3 ° 1
iV IFHy [P 2 o 1dia 4 IYYL & rid L ]
\ CATH COAGE 2.0 [ S 10871 2 18410 9 20838 1 3 4
. R 210 9PN to ? : 88 103811 138 3 .2 s
: nOR SPR FS t o 2 s a3 8 9318 4 391 2 9 [}
WYNE A IRCN 20 ? . 5478 1 15600 ¢ 11222 % [ il
: MOT CAW SP 1.0 o ? 194 © 2N 2 282 @ ] s
, Pan vaL FS 10 7 2 721 9 @6 9 %801 3 1 'y
PAN BONY 1.0 s s 9110 0 440 3 8772 7 7 1
PAN LARES 1.9 3 9 11994 & 429 & 9281 2 [} s
Oteumt o s & 11327 e 2 3672 7 1 s
] R MOA VA FSM 1.0 9 1 (3% @ 08 0 10%83 0 [ 4
) ! WEY PIT 20 7 7 13%1% & 10289 1 18783 & 3730 2 s
f i PUS FSH RF t.o 0 t 1290 0 Q0 %4 9 00 7
i 816 DUNE 20 . 0 4236 9 6431 3 saz21 7 244 3 b4
L PYRAMID LN 10 [} E] 132 7 432 @ 134 8 033 & .
H i VAL FIAE ao . 9 13737 9 4334 @ 14724 0 1326 2 4
H VIRGIN R 1o ; ' 7249 t 718 3 5391 7 143 3
- VIAQIN NT ) ’ [ 9735 3 2% @ 4921 4 s 8 .
‘1 mCAN FESA 1.0 t ' 9382 4 202 9 8797 o 2.2 3
i SIONIF  NATUAAL AREAS RAMMED IN ORDER OF MEAN EFFECT I[NDEX GREATER THANIOQQO
‘ ALT O ALT o AT 2 aLt 23 ALY & ALT 3 AT &
) ACIOUACE  [NDEX  RESOURCE  INDEX  WESOUACE  INDEX  NESOUACE  INDEX  AESOURCE  INDEX  RESOURCE  INDEX  WESQUACE  INDEX
L 1108 N@ 19280. 9 210N N 20407 7 LEWMAN CAV 17143 2 LEMMAN CAV 24131. 8 ZION NP 2W22e @ MMAN CAV N
CEDAR SRuS 18383 2 RED MTAS 20102 3 CEDAR DRKS 14344 I LEX ARCH  2250& 2 MED NTHS =x7x: 3 t:x nc: :;07! ; cx:fg;n":ns :g::; :
LENMAN CAV 14692 | GLEASM CYN 19943 2 210N N 16289 3 WEELER PR 32090 3 GLEASN CYN 21707 J WWZELER A% 4 LEWPAN Cav °
GLEASN CYN 13672. 7 CATM CONGE 19749 3 VAL FIRE (3727 @ M7 QRAKTON 20022 2 CATH CORGE 20828 1 MT MOR[AM 2 DRYCE CYN .
CATH GONGE 13330 € HILND ANG 18918 8 HOA VA FSH 123341 @ CEDAA OANS 20020 2 CEDAR GRKS 20793 3 CEDAR 3AKS 2 3LEASN CrN 14047 |
MILND ANG 14813 7 CEDAR BRKS 19803 7 TOPAZ 13131, % GLEASN CYN :9724.2 WILND ANG 19787 § MT GRAFTON 9 CATH SORGE 14999 4
SAYCH GYN 147738 mEY PYT 16032. 7 nEY PIT 12919, 8 2108 P 19381 7 LEMMAN CAV 17410.2 210N NP .0 MILMD PNG 18310
4 VAL FIRE 14830 & VAL FIRE (6922 8 FUM BUTTE (3321 8 MT MORIAM 18893 3 ®EY AIT 14763. 4 GO NP 2 REC MTNG  (39% 7
nEy PIT 14401 7 LEMMAN CAV 199494 3 ANT SPR TR 11998 1 CATHM GORGE 19410 9 ORYCE CYN 13904 J BAVCE CYN 3 LEX ARCH 13348 8
N AED MYNS 14235 & BAYCE CYN 14044 4 CLEAR LARE 11986 9 MILND ANOG 17839 @ VAL FIRE 14724 0 ANT SPR TR € SHESLER AW 12341 0
MOA VA FEH 13942 ® MOA vA FEN 13717 | PAM LAKES 11396 4 WYNE WINCH 16600 & STEAMDOAT 13448 2 RUBY LAKE & 9 nEY PyY 12340 3
Par LACES 11998 2 PAN LAKES 11914. @ OAYCE CYN 11336 O NED HTNS 7 DEER =aD C 13437 & HEAC GAP 8 AL FINE 11709 4
LEX ARCH  1161a 2 DNUR 11343 @ DNWA 11327 @ ORVCE CYN 3 O RIP ARCH 13384 & GLEASN CYN 0 G aNP 11437 9
Onmn 11327 8 RIP ARCM 11049 3 CATH GOROE 10871 2 RUBY LARE & IND PEAK 12338 3 WYNE RIRCH O MOA wA £8M 10339 4
4 WeEBLER PW 30338 D DEKR »AS C 10830 7 MILND RNG 10743 3 WERC OAP & LEX ARCH 4 CATH GOANGE .3
WYNE WIACH LOBOS. 4 WHEELEA Ph 10445 3 STEANDOAT 9 WYNE KINCM .3 MILND RNG .2
. ODEATH vAL 10983 2 LEX ARCH 10401 2 IND PEAR 4 WMEELER AU 9 HEUSSER NT .
LEX ARCHM  10371. 2 GLEABN CYN 10214 7 AR VAL WMA 12479 O AT GRAETON 7 SRR VAL FL i
STEAMSO0AT 10240 & OEEA HAD C 12304 & MDA VA FEH 105430 $HOS PYCNMY 10%a2 a
[} . QB NP 12049 1 ones 10933 @
HEUSSER NT (2194 @ AR VAL WA (0908 7
‘ TROY PEAK 3 IND PEAR 10479 |
) SPR VAL FL [} PR B1C SPR 10448 3
IR ARCH .2
ANT SPR TR 2
Q8 PYQHY .4
R DI SR 1
ngy 217 1

' II-24




!Computed from columns of table.

2Using mean, standard deviation and standard error.

I1-25

: Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect index,
! standard deviation and standard error for 79
significant natural areas.
m;;‘“ ALT. | OB BASE | NEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
: MEAN | NO- PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX' ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING?
i
| Coyote
i 1 2 Delta 4,654 $,102 574 1
|
Milford .
2 6 Coyote 4,788 5,671 638 2
Coyote
3 ) Milford 4,813 5,503 629 3
Coyote
4 1 Beryl 5,500 6,387 719 4
Beryl
‘ 5 4 Coyote 5,701 6,718 756 5
[}
! Milford
: 6 5 Ely 6,364 6,991 786 6
Beryl
7 3 Ely 7,278 7,174 807 7
3959




EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON AECREATION AREAS

ALTERNATIVE NO ]

: BASE A: COYOTE  LONG TERM POP 13947 O
’ BASE 0. NILFORD LONG TERM ’OP 13071 0
!
‘ LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECTY INDEX OF BASE A MILES YO ® EFFECT INDEX OF BASE D COMDINED EFFECTS
NG APPL NAME N F nAx niN AVE N L4 MAX MIN AVE HAX niN AVE
! 1 3.0 LARE mEAD 56.0 S54.0 36 0 131830.2 1J850.2 156830 2 1746.0 176.0 176. 0 3207 8 J207.8 DJ207 @ 17038 0 170% O 17058 O
1 a 3.0 IION PARK 118 O 114.0 1160 2673 3 0473.3 86733 76.0 7.0 76.0 100%. 8 10090.0 100%8. 9 19732 1 18732 I 18732 2
Y 3 J 0 BAYCE CAN 168.0 1608.0 168 0 4439 4 44394 44294 760 760 760 1009 0 10099 B 10058.0 14498 2 14499 2 14490 3
3 3. 0 CEDAR BAKS 132 O t32. 0 132.0 7243 1 72431 72431 3.0 9.0 54.0 11339 2 11338.2 11338 2 1896 2 18383 2 16383 2
9 1.0 WeITE RIV 132 0 192 0 15920 1.3 L3 1.3 132.0 132.0 132.0 10.7 .7 107 13 I 19 119
3 1.0 WARD mT le@ O 160.0 188 0 o2 02 0.2 120 O 120.0 120.0 - s & . & 6. e Ja 8 J6 @ Je @
7 1 0 SHELL CARW 172 0 188.0 t80 O 91 Q.0 Q.0 106 0 130.0 1120 138 1 . & T8t 198 2 Jo o 78
3 2.0 WeEELEN PW 160 O 1460.0 180 0 11719 11713 1171.39 B8O O 80 O 30.0 9029 . ® &302 @ 7974 3 7974 3 7974 3
3 20 KUDY NIN 372 0 272 0 272. 0 8 4 8.4 8.4 208.0 208.0 200.0 130 1 .1 128 t 166 3 1o 3 168 3
1o 1.0 OIXIE w S 740 92.0 84 0 1811. 2 304 35 896.3 900.0 90.0 80 0 939 0 -} 999 O 2470 3 1463 5 185% 3
r 11 10 OIXES 136 O 144.0 140 0 [- B0} 24 3.4 9320 4.0 9%.0 432% © .3 3311 3 4343 4 2439 4 3316 e
! 12 1 0 RED CANYON 160 O 140.0 160.0 0.3 Q.9 03 640 640 440 3J4%.1 .1 2436 1 2438 3 2436 3 249 3
' 12 1 0 KENTS LK 172 0 172 0 872 O 0.1 0.1 1 320 2320 220 9603 8 . @ 8603 @ 8603 9 9409 9 86d% 9
1e 1.0 SHELL OIL J12 0 12 0 212. 0 [ -] 90 0.0 96.0 %2%.0 3%.0 36342 2 3434 2 28634 3 2634 2 Je34 2
t3 1.0 DAA CREER 338 0 226.0 238 0 Q.0 9.0 0.0 800 @0.0 800 999 O o 939 Q 939 0 93¢ O 929 0
18 1.0 LITTLE VLY 356 O 244 O 244.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 116.0 116.0 114.0 3.8 . 8 338 e 3 e LR ]
(%4 20 VALLEY FIR J2 0 J3. 0 3J2.0 14382. @ 14363. 8 14382. 8 160.0 160.0 (0. 0 99 o o 999 O 13342 @ 13341 8 19341 @
19 2.0 WEAVER DAM 72.0 72.0 72.0 9407.9 9407.9 9407. 9 @4.0 84.0 4.0 «362. 3 D 4362 3 13770 2 19770 2 19770 2
9 2.0 GORGE 7.0 76.0 740 4@36. 4 8636. 4 683%.4 8.0 ©98.0 ©99.0 S931. 0 .0 9931.0 14707 4 14787 4 14787 &
<& 2.0 SNOW CYN 80 0 80.0 80 0 9310.0 8310.0 8N0.0 92.0 92.0 92.0 3810. @ .9 3310 9 13620 ® 13820 ¢ 13820 9
< 20 ECHO CYN 92 0 92.0 920 4731.9 4731.9 4731.9 732.0 72.0 72.0 7701. 9 .9 7701.9 14430 4 14437 4 14430 4
a. 2.0 CORRaAL PNn 128 0 130 0 128.0 3000.2 3000.2 J000.2 100.0 100.0 100. 0 4A711. 46 .4 AT711. 4 771 & 7711 8 7711 @
N 2.0 CHARCOAL 1596.0 1%.0 1% 0 1332 @ 13328 1332. 9 3112.0 112.0 112. 0 Je34 2 2 Je34.2 4967 O 497 0 437 O
a 1 0 GUNLOCK 720 720 720 1924. 4 1924 &4 1924 4 92 0 92.0 920 413. 0 . 0 413.0 2337 &4 2337 & Q327 &
< 20 ENTERPAISE 76 0 700 76.0 9@%. 4 8836. 4 88%5. 4 80.0 80.0 60.0 4803 8 .8 6802 @ 19639 2 1%69% 2 13839 2
bl 1.0 NAVIPAN LR 144 O 144 Q 148 Q 3.4 2.4 3.4 840 44.0 640 2856 1 -1 2434 1 2439 4 2439 4 2439 &
a 2.0 OTTER CAX 192.0 192.0 t192.0 371. 2 371. 2 371.2 60.0 60.0 600 9092 & . & P03 & 9420 7 942) 7 623 7
29 20 PIUTE LARE 180 O 180 0 160 O %09 .3 8% 2 830 440 440 440 10727 9 9 10727 ¢ 11213 2 11N 2 1112 2
9 2 0 MINNERSVLE 1% O t36.0 1% O 1332.8 13728 1322.8 140 14.0 16.0 12734 0 O 13724 0 14046 7 14068 7 140606 7
30 20 YUBA LARE 244 D 244.0 244 O 367 32 6.7 92.0 932.0 92.0 9310. 9 ® 3910 9 2547 & 3%47 & 3347 &
AN 1 0 CUMING LK 158 O 148.0 168 0 0.2 0.2 0.2 112.0 1120 1120 8.1 1 k4 Y 78 3 791 8 2
J 1.0 BASSETY IR 140 O 140.0 190 O 3.4 S s 3.4 9.0 9.0 %60 302. 8 a 302 8 309 2 J0% 2 209 2
p = ] 2.0 LAS VECAS Q4 0 28 0 234 0 1509%. 4 13033 4 13099 & 140.0 168 0 146. 0 73327 . 7 7327 13769 J 1378% 3 19799 3
14 1.0 SAND MOUNT 92 0 92.0 92 0 304 3 504 9 304.3 9.0 9.0 9% O 203.9 [ ] 03 8 806 & 808 o 808 o
et ] 3.0 LITTLE SAN 248.0 248 0 248 0 981 . 4 981. 4 961.4 100.0 100.0 t00. O @303 2 2 @303 2 9286 & 986 4 W o
1
EFFECT INDEX OF JASING ALTERNATIVES OM RECREATION AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NO. 1
3ASE A COYQTE LONG TERM POP 13947 O
DASE 0 SERYL LONG TERM POP 12824 0
LOCATION MILES 10 A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 3 CCMOINED EFFECTS
NG  APPL  NAME N [ AVE mAX N AVE N F mAX Li¢] AVE mAX LIL] A
1 3.0 LARE MEAD %% 0 %.0 9% 0 1393% 2 136%0.2 13650 2 0 134 0 (24 0 63903 6390.3 4390 2 0240 3 20240 3 20280 3
2 2.0 II0ON PARK 118 0 t16.0 1186 0O G473 3 0677.3 8873 8 QO 320 J2.0 1323t & 12231 & 12291 & J092% | J09Y 1 20923 .
3 30 BAYCE CAN 1468 O 168 0 148 O 4439 &4 4809 &4 4439 & O % 0 %0 8449 0 0 08449 @ 12009 2 13809 2 13809 2
4 3.0 CEDAAM BRKS 132 0 132 O 13J2.0 7243 1 72421 7243 3 o O 9.0 11122 » & 13132 & 18377 & 18277 & LEI77 @
k] 1.0 WHITE ATV 132 0 132 0 1%2 Q 1.9 13 13 [ ] G 1le N . .9 - L L3N} 1 %
4 1.0 WARD AT, 168 O 168 0 148 O o2 02 o2 Q9 QO 114 0 b L4 R e 30 Q 09
? 1.0 SHELL CAM 172 0 188.0 180.0 01 o0 o0 o ¢ 118 0 [ ] Q 43 7 109 9 Q 43 7
L] 2.0 WEELEN PR 140.0 160 0 180 0 1173 9 11733 1171 3 ] o 880 9 3 9821 3 1% 9 T 4%
e 2.0 AURY nIN 2723.0 72 0 372. 0 9 4 Qs e .0 0 232.0 * * 2 e e 3 3 sl ]
10 1.0 DIXIEWS 740 920 840 3 3043 @% 3 [ o 20 2 9 8049 @ 114% 3 o 9342
" 1.0 o112 €S . O 144 0 140 0 L] 3.4 S s -] 0O el O 3 O 272 & 337%.? 4 2078
2 1.0 RED CANYON 160.0 140 .0 180.0 3 Q.9 3.9 Q o B4 0O 4 . 720 4 720 ¢ hd 0.9
13 1.0 KENTS LK 172.0 172.0 173 0 1 Q0.1 Q.1 -] 0 800 . [ %1 & " 7 7 94t. 7
14 1.0 SWELL OIL 312.0 212 0 12 0 -] - ] 0.0 o 0 1ls O * 9 23 9 - ? %2.9
13 1.0 OAn CREEX 276 0 226 0 326.0 -] 0.0 o0 Q 0 140.0 3 J 42 43 3 L ]
18 1.0 LITTLE VLY 264 QO 384 O 284 0 -} 90 00 .0 0 1720 1 .1 0.3 01 1 0.1
124 2.0 VALLEY FIR 220 J2.0 J20 0 14302 9 180082 9 -} g 1060 . . 4 43% 4 10639 2 2 18429 2
10 2.0 BEAVER DA 72.0 72 0 2.0 ® 9407 9 Q7 ¢ ] o 2990 3 3 118473 212%% 1 1 21293 ¢
19 2.0 cOmGE 7.0 7.0 7.0 .4 G8%. 4 00% 4 Q o R0 7 .7 11960 7 20417 0 0 20417 0
0 2.0 3NOW CYN 0o 800 O QO 0310 0 8210.0 -] S 380 2 2 11344 2 19934 2 2 199%4. 2
21 2.0 ECMOCYN 920 92.0 93.0 9 47319 &731 9 0 0 as.o0 . .4 12101 4 18822 3 3 18823 2
2 2.0 CORRAL PNM 120 O 138.0 130.0 2 20002 3000 2 0 o ®S4 0 -] o .§l7 0 9347.2 2 9247 2
22 2.0 CHARCOAL 194.0 196.0 134 0 e 13228 1329 ) Q 104 O 4 .4 4236 4 938% 2 2 9I%ee 2
as 1 0 GuUMLOCH 720 73.0 720 4 19288 1924 & -] 0 40 0O 3 S 4479 3 8e02 8 8 8a803.9
23 20 ENTERPAISE 76 O 740 74.0 ¢ 88% 4 303 4 ° 0 as o . .4 12101. 4 209%7 B 8 20937 @
36 1.0 NAVAPAN LK 144 O 144 O 184 0 3.4 34 34 . 0 QO 80 o 0 1944 0 1947 & 4 1947 &
ar 2.0 OTTEM CAn 192 Q 1932.0 1920 7.2 7.2 It 3 [} Q 1040 . 4 4236 4 4627 & & 627 &
aw 2.0 PIUTE LAE 180 O 1890 O 180.0 983 2 983.2 %3 2 . Q o %20 b ® 3410 % 999 ) 3 3%% 2
a’ 2.0 PNINNEASVLE 196.Q0 196.0 136 O 1332.6 1322.8 1332 8 -] 0 440 . 0 B449 8 976829 3 9702 3
30 2.0 YuBA LARE 244 0 244.0 204 O 3.7 3.7 2.7 N 0 1%2.0 ° .8 Q14 @ 12315 133t 5 12319
N 1.O CUMINS Lt 168 O 148.0 108 0 02 a2 02 . 0 Q108 ¢ 1] a o9 @ 1o 0 110 0 110.0
22 1.0 9ASSEYT LR 140 O 140 O 180 O 34 3.4 94 -] [N ] 3 .9 409 3 410 ¢ 410 9 “o @
33 2.0 LAB VEGAS 34 Q 24 0 24 0 13099 6 19093 4 13038 & o 01120 a .3 12340 ] 18623 9 18421 ¢ 19423 9
2 1.0 SAND MOUNT 92 O 92.0 92 0 04 3 304 3 308 3 -] 0 60.0 k4 L7 29327 J4%7 2 3497 2 Q437 3
33 20 LITTLE SAM 248 0 248.0 248 0 981 4 9814 991 ¢ o 01320 o .0 4301 0 S482. 4 %482 4 3402 ¢
I1-26
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EFFECT II.UDEI OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON RECREATION AREAS ‘
’ ALTERNATIVE NO. 2
h SASE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP. 13947 O
: SASE §: DELTA LONG TERM POP. 13479.0
: -
LOCATION RILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO & EFFECT INDEX OF BDASE 0 COMDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N [ ave MAX LIL] AVE N (4 AvE nax nIN AvE nAK MIN A
1 3.0 LARE MEAD % 0 36.0 9%.0 128% 2 13830.2 13830.2 232.0 292.0 3%2. 0 767. 9 767. 9 T47. 9 144618.1 16010 1 1 1
! 2 30 ZION PARR 1160 116.0 116.0 8673 9 86739 046739 140 0 149.0 148.0 3063. 7 9063.7 95045 7 13739 2 13739 2 2 '
§ 3 2.0 BAYCE CaN 162 0 148.0 168.0 4439 4 4429. 4 4439 .4 128 0 120.0 .Q 6306 6 6306 6 4308 & 10%46.1 10964 | fl
| . 3.0 CEDAN #RXS 1J2.0 132.0 132.0 73243 1 7243 1 7243.1 124.0 1264. 0 G 4811.0 #8131 0 #811.0 140% 1 1403 1 1 .
H 3 10 WMITE RIV 132 0 192 0 1392 © 1.3 1.3 1.3 1396.0 13.0 . Q 0.7 0.7 0.7 L] e [ :
) 1 O WARD nT 160 O 148 O 1480 02 o 2 0.2 1J2.0 122.0 .0 11.2 11.2 1.2 3 3 3 H
4 1 O SHELL CRM 172 O 188.0 180.0 0.1 0.0 .0 112.0 112 0 . 0 8.7 817 8.7 [ [} ] i
] 2.0 WHEELER Pk 160 0 140 0 160.0 1171.9 1171.3 1171.39 %96.0 %6.0 .0 5341.2 9361.2 9341.2 7 7 7 g
9 2.0 RUAY MTN 372 0 272 0 272.0 e 8.4 9.4 104.0 1684.0 .0 432.2 3 e32.2 . . Y '
10 1.0 OIZIEWS 760 920 @4.0 1311.3 3063 6% 3 1352.0 1952.0 . Q 1.1 1 1.1 4 o 897 !
1T 1.0 DIXES 126 O 144 0 140.0 ) a4 3.4 120 0 120.0 .0 0.2 1 2.7 7 3 Mt :
12 1.0 RED CANYON 140 O 160.0 160.0 [ 3] Q.3 0.9 116.0 116.0 . 0 94.3 3 %. 3 [ [] % e
' 13 1 O RENTS LM 172.0 172. 0 172. 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 76.0 76.0 -] 1394. 7 7 12947 [ ] f 13948
. (1) 1.0 SHELL OIL 212 0 21220 212.0 c.0 0.0 0.0 40.0 40.0 . O 7119.2 2 71192 2 2 71192
19 1.0 OA% CREEX 2376 0 236 0 236.0 oo 0.0 0.0 200 200 .0 11610.9 3 11610 9 L] S 3116183
E 18 1.0 LITTLE VLY 264 O 264 O 244 O 0.0 Q.0 0.0 44.0 44.0 .0 6206. 9 v o206 9 .9 * o206 9
17 20 VALLEY FIR 2.0 32.0 22.0 16302.9 14202.8 14362.8 220.0 228.0 . 0 9.0 . 0 0.0 . 8 9 14430.8
‘ 1 3.0 BEAVER DAM 720 720 72.0 9407 % 9407.% 9407.9 19.0 194.0 .0 11418 .8 11410 . & 10549 o
t 19 2.0 CORGE 760 7.0 780 883. 4 0E%. 4 08%. 4 1480 1408.0 9.0 1463 4 4 1463 4 [ ] 9 109 8
t o 3.0 SNOW CYN 80 0 800 80 0 $310.0 €310.0 810.0 164 O 144 0 .0 a79.3 3 8792 3 2 NeY 2
2 2.0 ECHO CYN 92 0 92.0 920 47319 4731.9 &721.9 132.0 132.0 .0 2319 3 23t 3 3 4 9043 &
<2 2.0 CNRARAL PNn 128 0 1236.0 138. 0 3000.2 2000.2 3000.2 :172.0 172 0 . O 64B. 4 L] 660. 4 . & J6sd
B9 2.0 CHARCOAL 134.0 136 0 1360 1302 8 1333.8 1332. 9 120.0 138.0 . O %70 3 3 2%70 2 1 1 29031 1
3 1.0 GUNLOCK 720 72.0 Y20 19244 1924.4 1934.4 164 O 144.0 .0 0.2 2 0.2 . 6 1924 ¢
< 2.0 ENTERPRISE 75 Q0 76.0 760 8024 4 883%:.4 @AY 4 152.0 132.0 .0 1394 7 T 13% 7 3 1 101913
36 1.0 NAVLPAN LK 144 O 144 0 144 Q 28 £ 3.4 120.0 120.0 .0 17.1 [} 17 3 . 4 20 ¢
£ 2.0 OTTER CRR 192.0 192 0 192. 0 7.2 a2 I71.2 %.0 N0 .0 37e7 2 a 977 2 4 4 138 ¢
kL 2.0 PIUTE LAKE 180 O 180.0 180. 0 283.1 90%.) 3.3 7.0 76.0 -0 7987 2 3 797 2 [ 6 B172. 6
! Fad 2.0 MNMINNERSVLE 1% O 134.0 1%. 0 1332 8 13324 13320 80.0 80.0 . & 7159 2 2 7119 2 o o 8432 0
30 2.0 YUBA LAME 244 Q 284 0 2848 O w7 3.7 3.7 J3.0 2290 .0 12321.9 8 1221.8 L] 3 133%8. 3
n 1.0 CUMING LR 168 O 148 0 108 0 o2 9.2 0.2 124 0 124. 0 .0 .7 .7 % ? L) ° a3
: 32 1.0 BASSETT Ik (40 O 140 O t40 O E) 9.4 9.4 124.0 124 © .0 a9 7 7 397 1 [} Nt
] 2.0 LAS VEGAS 23 0 4 0 28 0O 19093 & 13093. 4 1908%. 6 240 0 240. 0 . Q 8.3 .3 38. 1 ? 9 193091 9 4
24 1.0 SAND MOQUNT 92 0 92 0 920 306 9 304 3 %04 5 168 0 188. 0 .0 0.1 1 [+ Y 304 & 204 o 304 &
g ] 33 30 LITTLE SAM 248 0 248 0 248.0 W4 9014 %@L 4 240 24.0 .0 13326.3 .3 13326. 3 14307 7 14307 7 14307 7
{
EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTEANATIVES ON RECREATION AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NO.
DASE A: DBERYL LONG TERM POR. 16943.0
2AGK 8: ELY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO @ EFFECT INDEX OF BASE § COMDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N F AVE AKX NIN A N F AVE maX MIN avE nAX niN a
1 3.0 LAME MEAD 126 0 124 0 124 O 8406 2 84362 @636.2 234.0 276.0 224.0 1167.4 1147. 6 1147 & 9302. 9 9%2. 9 9383 9
F 3.0 10N PARK J2.0 320 320 18174 2 16176.2 .2 172.0 172.0 172.0 4 3750.4 3730 4 19924. 6 19924 4 19924 ¢
3 3.0 BAYCE CAN 8.0 96.0 96.0 1113531 111931 3.1 0 18€.0 :188.0 2 2068.2 3000.2 14042 1] 14043 I 14043 3
. 3.0 CEDAR SRKS 35.0 %4.0 3%8.0 s ] [ . Q 0 1s0.0 1 44931 4493.1 (%169 9 19109 ¢ 19187 ¢
s 1.0 WMITE RIV 118.0 (18 O 116 O [ [ ] .0 0 a0 3 84330 943331 8523t 8323 1 8%
s 1.0 «AAD nT 116.0 116 0 116.0 [ [] Q .0 o ao 1 13977 1 13977.1 14046 @ 14046 @ 1404 ¢
b4 1.0 SKELL CRX 108 0 128 0 118 O ] 1 s .0 0 200 9 11341 2 121839 9 13048 . 6 11362 3 12247 3
. 20 WHEEILER W 88 O 858 0 88 O . . L4 ] o «0.0 9 12183 9 12163. ¢ 19672.8 19673. 0 19872 ¢
9 2.0 RUBY ATN  232.0 232 0 232 O [ . e ] 0 106.0 2 47383 473582 4828.0 4820.0 4838.0
10 1.0 DIYIE W § IO 403 2.0 3 ] 1 . Q 0 144.0 7 0.7 3.0 13403.0 a8 7 9 1
1 1.0 DIXE S %.0 #8.0 #2.0 [} . .9 . 0 Q 164.0 7 0.1 02 4711.93 2%e. 9 [ ] !
12 1.0 RED CANYON 84 0 84 0 840 H 1 1 ° 0 176.0 [ 0.0 Q0 N1 9.1 1
[} 1 O KENTS LK 90 0 80.0 80 O 1 1 1 [+] 0 140.0 9 1.9 1.9 1245.0 12430 [} H
14 1.0 SHELL OIL 118 © 116 0 1186 0 [ [ e -} 0O 144 0 -] 3.0 30 72.8 7.8 . @ !
19 1.0 OAX CREEM 140 0 140 0 140 7 4 7 o 0 144.0 ] 3.0 EX) .7 .“? 7 !
18 1.0 LITTLE Wy 172.0 172 0 1722 O 1 1 ot -] 0 144.0 o 2.0 320 31 31 .1
17 2 0 VALLEY FIR 104 0 104 O 104 0 2 2 2 M-} 0 1940 ? 204 7 Wa. 7 .8 93902. 8 [ :
10 2.0 SEAVER DAM 20 28 0 28 0 L 4 4 -} 0 120.0 8 2695.8 24936 .2 16236. 3 .
1® 2.0 GQOAGE 320 J20 R0 .0 o . Q -] 0 104 0 2 47982 47382 2 2 .2
20 2.0 SNOW CYN 380 2.0 30 2 2 .2 .0 0 180. 0 e 1052 e 1032 4 . 8 . . 8
21 2.0 ECHO CYN 240 240 240 . L4 .. ° 0 9.0 1 %6021 %402t . L] .
Fy 20 CORMAL PNm BO O 84 0 94 O [] ] [ [} 0 196.0 7 20847 w67 4 7 ?
33 2.0 CHARCOAL 106 O 106 O 104 O 2 2 .2 .0 0 8.0 1 109771 19977 3 .2 H .2
2s 1.0 SuMLOCK 400 400 0O ] .0 . 0 .0 0 1520 2 1.2 1.2 1 % [l
as 2.0 ENTEAPRISE 24 Q 24 0 34 0 9 139739 .9 Q 0 1380 a 732 nnn2 1 1 1
26 1.0 NAVAPAN LK o8 O 8.0 o8 0 4 % 4 ) ] 9 172. 0 1 0.1 e 1 . 9 3 .9
” 2.0 OTTEM CR® 104 0 104 O 104 O 2 %iv 2 2 -] Q 174.0 2 408. 2 *08. 2 3 E) 2
20 2.0 PIUTE LARE 92 0 92.0 2.0 3 71422 ] .0 0 180.0 6 1092 6 1092 & o [ .0
29 2.0 NINMERSVLE @4 O A4 0 64 0 1111991 N [-] 0 132 0 4 24328 4 3424 4 E s s
b ] 2.0 YUBA LAME 132 0 132 0 1% © 7 1603 7 18037 -] Q 1% 0O 3 1197 3 1197 3 .2 2 2
B 1.0 CuUmINS LA 108 0 108 0 108 0 -] 143 0 148 0 0 Q 4.0 14390 6 14350 4 18092 6 ] [ . &
32 1 0 GASSETY 1m 92 0 920 %20 3 3353 33%2 .0 O 160 12923 5 12923 9 13922 % 9 L] L]
2 2.0 LAS VESAS 112 0 112 0 112 0 @ 471080 47108 .0 0 1% O aes ? 2047 Wa. 7 . . 3 4
34 1.0 SAND MOUNT 30 0 &0 0 &0 0 O Ja%4 o 33968 9 N ] Q176 0 ¢ 0 Q.0 o0 o 1 ) .3
38 3.0 CITTLE SAM 192 0 132 0 192.0 I 9942t 99421 0 0 140.0 5099.2 3899.2 54 2 E] 3 .3
I11-27
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EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON RECREATION AREAS

ALTEANATIVE NO. 4
BASE A: SERYL LONG YERM POP.  1494].0
SASE Ek: covoTe LONG TERM POP  131935.0

LOCATION MILES YO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES YO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 0O COMBINED EFFECTS
' NO. APPL  NARE N [4 AVE AX min o N F ave nax nIN AVE max "IN AVE
|
1 i 3.0 LAKE MEAD 124.0 124.0 124.0 84362 8436.2 §434.2 96.0 5.0 2.0 10376.3 10376 3 10378 3 19014 3 19014 5 19014 3
" 2 2.0 IION PARK 320 320 J2.0 16174 2 16174 2 161742 116.0 01 -] 6624.9 0624 3 4624 3 27790.7 22798 7 22798 7
i 3 3.0 BAYCE Can 94 0 96.0 9.0 111931 11195 1 111931 168.0 . 0 .0 3390.7 J390.7 3390 7 14543 0 14549 8 14545 §
4 3.0 CEDAR BRKS 34.0 36.0 36.0 146%6 8 14695. 8 144% 8 1320 . O .0 3332.5 9%33 3 3333 9 20230 3 20230. 3 20230 3
3 1.0 WwHITE RIV 116 O 116.0 11560 49 8 &9 8 49 9 1%2.0 . 0 . 0 1.0 1.0 1.0 78 a 700
a 1.0 WARD mMT 114 0 116 O 1180 67 8 6.8 49 8 168 O -] ] o1t o1 Q.1 % 9 9 % 9
b4 1.0 SKELL CRW 108 0 129.0 118 O 143.0 at 37 6 172 0 [] [} 0.1 0.0 0.0 143 1 7 7
] 2.0 WHEELER PR 88.0 88 0 80 0 76087 9 7487 ¢ 7487.% 160.0 .0 . 0 %4 7 9% 7 8% 7 @227 7 @382 7
@ 2 0 RUBY MTN 232 0 222.0 232.Q a9 8 67 8 69 8 372.0 .0 .0 . X . s 76 2 a 76 2
10 1.0 DIXIEW S 240 40.0 32.0 132933 @618 0 111%33.1 740 . 0 O 11943 3833 484 & 14547 & J 11829 &
' 1n 10 DIXES 2.0 48.0 620 4710.8 2366. 4 I328.9 136. 0 .0 . O [ 3] 26 41 anz.a a I2.»
| 12 1.0 RED CANYON B4 O 84.0 B840 ¢33 1 991. 1 931.1 160.0 .0 . O 0.4 0. e (-3¢ } 1. 4 . 31 4
} 12 1.0 MENTS LK 80 Q0 80 0 B0.0 1243.1 1243 1 12421 172. 0 . 0 . 0 Q.1 0.1 Q01 13422 2 1242.2
14 1.0 SHELL QIL 1146 0 1164 0 116.Q 69 8 a9 8 69 8 212. 0 .0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 av 8 [] A
H 1 0 OAK CREEK 140 O t40 O 140 O 3.7 37 37 236. 0 . 0 .0 c.0 0.0 -] 8.7 7 s7?
‘ l& 1.0 LITTLE VLY 172.0 172 0 172.0 Q.1 0.1 0.1 284 0 . Q .0 0.0 N ] aQ [-NAY 1 0.1
4 17 2.0 VALLEY FIR 504 0 104.0 1040 96319.2 S619.2 J619.2 JR O . Q .0 10983 1 10963 1 10995 & 144604 2 2 146042
| 1:] 2.0 BEAVER DAM 28.0 28.0 28 0 13640.4 19640.4 15640. 4 72.0 .0 . 0 7109. 4 71683 4 7183 4 2029 7 7 2282% 7
.9 2.0 GCQRGE 320 3.0 32.0 1%262.0 19362.0 19262.0 760 . 0 . O 7543 &764.2 6764 2 220261 1 22025 1
20 2.0 SNOW CYN 36 0 3460 J6.0 14644 2 14844 2 14844.2 @0 O .0 L0 4346 9 6346 9 03469 2119 1 t 2119t t
21 2.0 ECHO CYN 260 24.0 24 0 139739 19973.9 13973. 9 92.0 .0 L0 1419 91413 5141 3 21117 & 4 2117 &
[ i 20 CORRAL PNK B84 0 84 0 B84 O 8247. 0 8247.0 647 0 120.0 . 0 o 2291. 3 2291.5 2291.9 10338 . ° S 103283
. 2 2.0 CHARCOAL 104 O 104.0 104 0O 9619.2 %619 2 %19 2 19.0 .0 .0 1017 9 1017.9 1017 9 6637 3 1 1
I 10 SUNLOCK 4.0 40.0 40.0 ©818.0 8818 O 9818.0 72.0 . 0 L0 l4A9 @ 1447.8 1469 6 10287 8 8 10287 &
l a3 2.0 ENTERPAISE 24 0 24 0 24 O 139759 {39737 19973.9 74.0 .0 .0 6764.2 6764.2 6754 2 22740 O 0 22740 0
\ <8 1.0 NAVIPAN LK 48 0 08.0 48.0 2384. 4 2%646. 4 2966 4 44 Q Q -] 2.6 26 T4 2%%9 O ] °
: 27 2.0 OTTER CRK 104 O 104 O 104 0 96192 %4619.2 9419.2 192.0 .0 . 0 292 5 2033 292 % %902 6 s .
33 2.0 PIUTE LAKE 92 0 92,0 92.0 7143.3 7143.3 7143.3 1680.0 [] . 0 447 0 447.0 €47 0 7390. 4 . .
29 2.0 MINNERSVLE 54 0 54.0 54 0 111331 131931 131331 1%.0 .0 -0 10172.9 1017 ® 1017 9 12173 O 0 12172.3
30 2.0 YUBA LAKE 152 0 152.0 132 0 1803 7 1803.7 160).7 244 O 0 . 0 200 20. 0 20 0 1831 7 7 7
n 1.0 CUMING L% 108 O 108.0 3108.0 143. 0 149.0 145.0 148 0 Q . @ ot Q.1 ot 1434 1 3
a2 1.0 BASSETT i1n 92.0 92.0 9.0 33% 2 93%.3 $33.2 t40 O o . Q 41 41 4 1 339 4 . 4
! e k] 2.0 LAS VECAS 112 0 112 0 112 © 4710.8 4710.8 4710.8 24 0 [} O 11498 9 11498. 9 11490 9 16209 7 7 183209 7
{ 2% 3.0 SAND MOUNT &50.0 &0 0 &0.0 2898.0 3898.0 23B98.0 920 . 0 . 0 383 2 29%. 3 383 3 43822 3 ]
. 33 2.0 LITTLE SAM 1352 0 132.0 132.0 89421 99421 9942, 1 248.0 . 0 -] 749 & 749 & 749 4 4%t & . .
i
EFFECT INOEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON RECAEATION AREAS
ALTERNATIVE NQ. 3
HASE A MILFORD LONG TERM QP  17223.0
' OASE B. ELY LONG TERM POP 14347 O
! LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO @ EFFECT INDEX OF BASE ® COMBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N £ AVE A MmN v N £ avE MAX MIN AVE MAX MmN AVE
1 3.0 LAKE MEAD 174 O 176.0 1746 0 4226 3 4226.0 4226.23 236.0 . 0 206.0 1147. 4 1147 &4 11647. 6 3373.8 353738 %I73.%
3 2 J 0 10N PARRM 760 740 75 0 1J32%2 4 13232 4 132%2.4 172. 0 .0 172. 0 37%0.4 2730.4 13730.4 17002.8 17002.@ 17002. @
: b ] 3.0 BAYCE CAN 76 O 746 0 74.0 132924 132593 4 13292.4 183.0 . Q 0O 2800.2 2080.7 2WE6.2 16140. 56 186160 & 15140
! * 3.0 CEDAR BRKI 36 0 34 O 36 U LA938 O 14938 O 14938.0 160.0 ° .0 44931 4a®d. 1 4492.1 19431.1 19421.1 19431 t
‘ L) 1 0 WHITE RIV 102 0 132 0 132 0 16 0 14 0 14 0 280 . 0 . 9 0453.0 94533 8433 3 0447 4 8467 4 @447 o
s 1.0 WARD mT 120 0 120 0 120 0O 48 2 48. 2 49. 2 a0 . 0 .0 139771 13977. 1 13977 t 14029. 3 1602% ) 18029.3
H R 1 Q0 SHELL CRA 104 0 120 0 112 0 200 2 9. 2 102.9 186.0 Q .0 129239 11041.2 12199 @ 13131. 9 11389 & 12700 B
: a 2.0 WHEELEY PR B0 O 80 O 80.0 692 7 892.7 8%2 7 0.0 N .0 12183 9 12189.9 12199. 9 21160 ) 21148 3 21148 5
9 2.0 RuUBY MmN 208 0 208 0 208 0 0a 3 208.3 208.3 104. 0 o] . Q 4790.2 a47%0.2 47%4.2 3 4% Y 9
10 10 DIXIEWS 80 ¢ 80 O 80 .0 1263 3 1262. 3 3 132.0 .0 Q 11. 7 . ? . O . R 1268.2 9
1} t 0 DIXES 2.0 640 %80 8711 & 3238 9 . & 1960 . 0 Q- 07 R Y E ] .1 3233 9 H
[l 12 1 0 RED CANYON a4 0O 04.0 64 0 3233 9 233 ¢ . ® 174.0 -] -] 0.0 . 0 -] .9 J2Jd e .
13 1 O KENTS LK 320 320 320 113391 11328 1 1 . 0 .0 N-} 1.9 .9 9 .0 11340. 0 Q
14 1.0 SHELL OIL 38 0 340 %0 A788. 1 4768t -3 o o . O 20 . O . © .1 479t ]
19 1.0 0AR CREEW 80 0 80 0 80 0 1263 % 126329 3 .0 o . 0 0 ] [} . 3 1366 9 ]
, 16 13 ULITTLE VLY i1s O t1a8 O 116.0 70 v 709 . 9 ] .0 N-] 30 . @ . Q .0 4.0 [
.7 .. 0 VALLEY FIR 180 0 180 0 160 O 1263 3 1263. % -} . 0 . 0 . O ans ? ? 7 .2 1948 2 2
18 2 0 BEAVER DAM 84 O B4 O B4 O a3jg2 4 8262 4 .4 . 0 -] -} 2093%. 0 ] .2 11078 2 a
7 2.0 GORGE 88 0 88 0 88 0 7814 L 78144 .1 ) ° -] 4738 2 ] 2 .3 13972 2 .3
{0 20 SINOW CYN 92 Q0 92.0 920 T80 &4 720 & . & . Q 4 0 1092 e . & . 2 @32 2
a1 2 0 ECKO CYN 720 720 720 101446 7 10146 7 .7 .0 -] L) 3602. 1 .3 1 .8 1378 8 *
P 2 0 CORRAL PNM 100 O 100 O 100 O 6207 J 4207 3 | . @ ] Q V8.7 ? 7 LA TLIW J aJ
2 2.0 CHARCCAL 112 0 112.0 112 0 4780.1 47498 ¢ 1 . 0 . 0 Qe 139774 1 13 @ 18743 3 a
24 1 0 CUNLOCK 92 0 92 0 9220 244 944t 1 . Q .0 . 0 1.2 1.3 1 2 ) 343 2 3
\ pa-} 2 0 ENTERPRISE 80 O 80 0 80 O a9s82 7 8%82.7 k4 . QO . 0 -] a7.2 . @ ] 9 11129 ¢ L
abd L O NAVLPAN L 64 0 54 O 84 0 3233 9 3218 ¢ * . Q . 0 . 0 Q.1 Q.1 01 e WM .
27 20 OVYER CA% 40 0O 0 0 60 0 11935 7 11926. 7 b4 .0 . 0 . Q 00.2 408 2 408 2 9 132924 ¢ .
ie 20 PIUTE LARE 44 0 44 0 44 0 14132 9 14122 % . ® . Q@ ] . Q 1092. 6 1092.6 1033 o . & 19188 & ]
39 2.0 HIMNERSVLE 14.0 tA 0 186.0 18777 2 14777 0 -] . Q .0 . 9 2026. 4 2830 & 2024 & 4 19201 & .
4 30 20 YUDA Lang 92 0 92.0 "0 7360 &4 7380 & L3 . 0 . 0 . Q@ 1197.3 1197 3 1197 9 1 0438 3 1
. N 10 CUMINS LA 112 0 112 0 1:12.0 102.9 102 9 . ® [} [} .0 14290. 4 14393. 4 14293 & 9 1433 3 S
32 1.0 BASSEIT (v 98 0 94 O 980 400 ) 400 3 3 [} N O 139229 12932 3 139322 . % .® 12233 ¢ L]
N 2 0 LAS VEGAS 148 0 148 O 168 0 96 7 %6 7 k4 . Q .0 ] H LI d 2047 s ? 4 129 & '
® Ja 10 SAND MOUNT 94 0 9% O 96 O 400 3 400 13 .2 - Q [} ] 0.0 0.0 o0 . & 400 ¢ ]
‘ 33 2.0 LITTLE SAM 100 0 100. 0 100 0 10942 1 10942, 1 1 . 0 [ 0O M¥8.2 9.2 %% 2 3 16840 2 ]
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X LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF SASE A MILES TO 8 EFFECY INDEX OF SASE D COMDINED EFFECTS
; NO  APPL  NANE N F avi nAR nIn AVE N 14 AVE nAX MIN AVE nAK "IN AvE
! .
Q 1 3 0 CLAKE mEAD ] 4226 ) 42260 2 4224.) 5.0 5.0 %0 10978 D 10378 J 10978.2 & 14804 & 14804 &
i 2 3 0 110N Parw N - Q13292 4 12392 4 10392 4 116.0 116 0 J16. O 6634 9 6624 3 hel2s 2 197 @ .
\ 3 3.0 SRYCE CAN 7.0 26.0 786 O 13232 4 1237 4 13392 4 148.0 148.0 168.0 3290.7 3390 7 23390 7 1 16edd 1 t
4 30 CEDAR BRKRS 360 94.0 360 14938 O 14936 . 14938 0 132.0 132.0 . 0 9933 9 3933 3 3333 5 3 9 3
I 3 1.0 WRITE R}V 132 0 0 1320 14 O 180 18 0 192.0 192. 0 - 1.0 10 10 -] -] . Q
1 - 1.0 WARD mY 120 0 0 120. 0 " 2 48 2 48 2 100.0 168.0 o .3 91 -2 L L) .
( 7 1.0 SHELL CARR 104 O 0 13320 200 3 8.2 102. 9 172.0 180.0 .0 1 00 00 4 3 L]
- ] 2.0 WeEELER P 80O O o 800 Q%2 7 B%3.7 8%2 7 160.0,140.0 . @ ? 29e 7 a%e 7 . . .
* 20 RUBY NMTH  200. 0 O 208 O 08 2 200.3 200.3 272.0 273 . 0 . Q 4 s 8 . 4 e [ ) [ ]
10 1.0 DINIE W @ 90.0 .0 80.0 1263. 9 136J.3 1262. % 760 92.0 .0 k) 36831 o4 & [] [} .1
11 1.0 DIXES 20 .0 38.0 $711. 4 2339.9 4362. 46 136.0 1440 . Q 4 2.6 41 e . ?
12 1.0 RED CANYON 44.0 .0 a4.0 32233 JI3. ¢ 22I3. 9 140.0 140.0 . 0 4 0. 4 - B 2 2 2
13 1.0 MENTS LR 2.0 L0 320 11338 1 11330 1 113381 172.0 172. 0 . O 1 o 0.1 2 2 2
14 1.0 SHELL OIL S« O o %% 0 4788 1 4788 .1 4700 1 212.0 12 O . Q 0 6.9 -] t ] )
19 1.0 OAr CREEW @0 o .0 80 0 12639 134].9 1243 3 236.0 236. 0 . O ] 0.0 -] 3 L] 3
' 1 1.0 LITTLE WY 1148.0 .0 1t16. 0 70. ¢ 70. 9 70.9 264 .0 3640 . Q N Q.0 0.0 v .9 L]
) 1?7 2.0 VALLEY FIR 140.0 0 160.0 12643. 9 12633 1363.% 232.0 2J2.0 .0 1C963. 1 1096@9. 1 10983, | & [ . &
| 14 2.0 OSEAVER DAM Q4 O o 840 9J82. 4 6382. 4 03682. 4 72.0 720 . 0 7183. 4 7183 4 7309 8 7 7 7
i 19 2.0 GORGE as. 0 o 808.0 7914.1 7814 1 7814.1 760 76.0 . 0 6764.2 8744.2 4764 2 2 2 2
30 2.0 SNOW CYN *°2.0 L0 92.0 7260.4 7260. 6 T260. 4 €0.0 80 O L0 6346.7 834509 4345 9 L3 . I3
21 Q.0 E&CHD CYN 72.0 L Q 72.0 10144.7 101446, 7 10146. 7 92.0 €2.0 . Q 5141.9 Si41.35 3141 .8 3 ) E]
2 2.0 CORAAL PNM 100.0 .0 100.0 64207 3 4207.3 4207.3 128.0 128. 0 . 0 2291.5 2391.9% Q293 ? .7 .7
- 2.0 Charl 112.0 .0 112.0 4768. 1 4788.1 4780.1 15964.0 13.0 . Q 1017.9 1017.9 1017 9 (] o -]
28 1.0 GuMLOCK 9.0 .0 92.0 3e4 244, 1 S48 § 720 7320 . O 1869. 8 1456% 3 1449 @ e 9 e
a9 2.0 ENTERPRISE §0.0 .0 80 0 8962.7 8942.7 8962.7 74.0 7.0 Q 6764.2 6764.2 4704 2 [ ] a 8
26 1.0 NAVAPAN LK 64 O 0 64 0 322%9.9 23233.9 132099 144.0 1440 .0 a6 26 2.8 4 4 4
7 20 OTTER CRM 40.0 L0 60.0 11926.7 11926.7 11936.7 192.0 192. 0 . 0 282. % <82. 3 283 9 2 .2 H
38 2.0 PFIUTE (AKE 44 O O 440 141329 14133.9 1432332. 9 180.0 180.0 .0 447.0 447.0 447.0 ] o o
Es 2.0 MINNERSW.E 140 .G 16.0 16777.0 14777.0 18777.0 136.0 13%6.0 .0 1017.9 117.9 1017 9 ? 9 L
20 2.0 YUBA LAME %2.0 .0 92 0 7260 6 7260. 4 7340. 4 244 0 344.0 -] 28.0 20.0 28 o 3 [ L3
=1 1.0 CUMINS LK t12.0 .0 112 0 102. 9 102. 9 103. 9 148.0 148 0 . 0 o. 1 ¢ 1 Q. ) -] . @
B 22 1.0 BASSETY IN 9. 0O .0 9% O 400. 3 400. 2 400. ] 180 0 140.0 . O 4 41 41 4 4 .
33 20 LAS VEGAS 148.0 .0 188. 0 9%6. 7 66 7 %%6.7 W0 240 .0 11498. 9 11496 9 11498 9 a 12489 & s
34 1 O SAND MOUNT %6.0 .0 9% O 400. 3 400. 13 400.3 93.0 92.0 . 0 38%.3 988 .3 383 2 & 763 & .
' 2% 3.0 LITTLE SAM 100 0Q .0 100.0 10942.1 10942, 1 10942.1 248.0 248.0 . Q 749. 4 4% 4 A% & 4 116?2 & &
! COMOINED AVERAGE EFFECT [NDEXES OF GASING ALTERNATIVES OGN RECREATION AREAS
‘ LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX DY ALTERNATIVE
NO. NAME APPEAL Q F 2 4 r
1 LARE PMEAD 3.0 17038 O 20240 9 14616 1 9%83. 6 19014 9 3372. 8 14904 &
2 TION PARK 2.0 18732 3 2092% 1 137392 199245 22798 7 17002 8 19876 9
3 BAYCE CAN 30 144598 2 12869 2 10948, 1 14043. 3 14543 @ 16140. & 16643 |
4 CEDAR BRKS 290 18983. 2 18377 14094, 1 19389. 9 202830.3 19431, 1} .9
s WHITE RIV t o 1t 9 %43 1.9 asa3. 1 70. 8 gas?. & .0
L) WARD MY 1.0 6.8 33.0 11. 3 14044. 9 69.9 14023 2 .4
7 SHELL C(Ri 1.0 78. 1 437 81.8 12242. % 37 2 12280. 8 .9
a WHEELER Pn 2.0 7974 3 4994 9 «312. 7 17873. 8 8%8a. 7 21148 3 4
9 RUBY MTN 20 166. 9 61.3 440 & 4928. 0 76. 2 B O% ] .8
10 OINIE W § 1.0 1893 3 9244, 1 a9’ 4 111381 11829 & 1266 3 .1
11 DX E S 1.0 31a. & 2678 1 1Y 3528 8 2332. & 4362. 8 .7
12 RED CANYON 1.0 24%. 3 730. 9 $4. 8 9811 981, 4 323% 9 2
%] KENTS LK 1.0 a409. 9 941 7 1294 @ 124%. 0 1243. 2 13340. 0 2
14 SHELL QIL 1.0 Jala. 2 Q. 9 7119 2 7.0 49 8 4791. 1 1
13 OAR CREEK 1.0 939. 0 43 118109 9.7 )7 12643 .9
e LITTLE wLY 1.0 3.8 9.4 4206. 9 3.1 Q.1 74. 0 L4
17 VALLEY FIR 2.0 13241. 8 184639 2 144350. @ 903. @ 1660%. 2 1546. 2
10 OEAVER DAM 20 13770. 2 212931 10949 & 18336. 2 2262 7 11078. 2 7
1® CORCE 20 14747 4 20417 O 10319. @ 20020. 2 22024 1 13%72. 2 -]
20 SNOW CYN 2.0 13820. 9 193%4 2 9189. 3 12896. 8 a9, 9313. 2 4
, an €CHa CYN 29 14433 4 18833. 2 90432 4 21977 9 21117 8 15748 8 . 3
2a CORRAL PNM 20 I . 9247 2 648 & esn.7 10830. 8 w491, 9 .7
a3z CHARCOAL 2.0 4947, 0 9%89 2 3902. 1 19596, 2 44371 187463. 2 . 0
FL QUNLOCK 1.0 2337. 4 9403. 8 1924 & a819. 1 10287. 8 34%.3 *
a3 ENTERPR I SE 2.0 13639 2 20937 8 303191, 1 189349 3 2740.0 11139 ¢ .
26 NAVLPAN LK 1.0 2499 4 1947 4 20. 4 2966. 3 2969 © 323%. ¢ 3238. 4
27 OTTER CAK 2.0 9423 7 44627 & 4128 4 6237.3 9902. & 12324 9 12210. 2
an PIUTE LARE 2.9 11N 2 9996. 3 8172. & 8196. 0 7390. & 13104, & 14981. 0
9 AINNERSVAE 20 18066. 7 97682. % 843%32. 0 13379 9 121720 19201. ¢ 17794 9
0 YUBA LARE 2.0 3347 & 1291, 9 123%8 3 2801.2 1631 7 04%8. 1 208 &
n CUMINS LKk 1.0 78.23 110. 0 2s. 9 14399, & 1491 14336 9 103. 0
! R BASSETY 1n 1.0 309 2 410 9 3.1 13438 9 339 4 13223. 9 404 4
2 LAS VEGAS 2.0 19789. 2 18621 9 13093. 9 4995 4 16209 7 1291. ¢ 13463, &
34 SAND MOUNT 1.0 aoca 4 3437 2 %04. & 3898 1 4283 2 400. 4 783.
i ] LITTLE SAN 1o 9288. & 5482. 4  14307.7 1:1840.3 4691 6  14840.3  114%1. &
!
1
!
! RECREATION AREAS AANKED IN ORDER QF MEAN EFFECT INDEX GREATER THANLI000Q
AT o AT 1 Ta ALT 2 ALT 4 AT S ar e
AAIOURCE INDEX AESOURCE INDEX RESOUACE INDEX RESOURCE InDEX RESOURCE INDEX RESOQURCE INDEX AESOURCE INDEX
2108 PARN  18732. 0 SEAVER DAM 21395t LAS VEGAS 13093 9 €CHO CYN 21377. 9 BEAVER OAM 32202% 7 WMEELER Pr J1148. 9 CEDAR 0ARS 20471 3
CEDAR BAMS 10383. 2 ENTERPRISE 20957. 8 LAKE MEAD t4a18. 1 GONGE 20030 2 TION PARK 2279Q@. 7 CEDAR 3IRKS (9431. 1 ZION PARK (9876 ¢
] 2092% 1 VALLEY FIR 14430 8 210N PARK 199324 & ENTERPAISE 22740 O MINNERSVLE 19201 & MINNERSWLE 17794 ¢
- | 20417 O LITTLE SAW 14307 7 WHEELER A% . 8 GORGE 22026 t CHARCOAL 18743 @ ORYCE CAN 14842 1
2 20340 3 CEDAR ORKS 140%&. 1 CHARCOAL .2 3NOW CYN 21191. 1 Z10N PARK 17002 B ENTERPAISE 13726 0
2 193542 230N PAAK 13739 2 CEDAR JRKS ? 9 ECHQ CYN 21117 4 LITTLE SAN 146840 O DEAVER DAM 13547 7
vaLLRY PFIR 13041 ECHO CYN 10633. 3 YUDA LARE 12338 3 DEAVER DAM . 2 CEDAR BARS 20230. ) DAYCE CAN 16180 & ECNO CYN 15288 3
08 t4787. & VALLEY FIR 180439 2 OAR CREER 11610. 3 ENTERPAISE 1 LAME MEAD 19014 3 ECNO CYN 13748 0 LARE MEAD 14904 o
BAYCE CAN 1449Q 2 LAR VECAS 1042) 9 BAYCE CAN 10945 1 SNQW CYN .8 VALLEY FIR 16408 2 PIUTE LAKE 19186 & PIUTE LAKE 14%01 O
ECr0 CYN 14433 4 CEDAR SANS 10377 & DEAVER DAM 10949 & CUMINS LK . & LAS VEGAS 14209 7 CUMINS LA 1423 3 GONSE 14573 2
MINMEATVLE 14046 7 YCE CAM 13809 2 QURGCE 10319 8 WARD MT . # BRYCE CAN 14343 § WaRD nT 14029 J SNOW CYN 12407 &
SMOM CYM 13820 9 ENTERPRISE 1013¢ 1 BRYCE CAN 9. 3 MINNERSVLE 121720 BASBRETY 1n 13323 9 LAS VEGAS 12463
PIUTE LAKKE 11213.2 MINNERSVLE S DIXIE W S 11839 & GORGR 12972 3 vaLLEY FIR 13000 &
BASSETT IR ® CORRAL PNR 10338 9 QTYTER CAR 129304 9 OTTER CRR 12210 .2
SHELL CRR . 3 QUNLOCRK 10287. @ SHELL CAn 12200 8 LITTLE SAW 11091 o
LITTLE SAM ) WENTS LR 11340 O AENTS LR 11398, 2
DIXIE Ww 8 111941t ENTEAPRISE 11123 9
WEAVER Oam 11078 2
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EFFECT INOEX OF SASING ALTERNATIVES ON RECREATION AREAS

DASE A: mILFOAD LONG TERM POP

ALTERNATIVE NO [

SASE ¥ covOoTE

LONG TERN POP

17334. 0
193 o




Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect
index, standard deviation and standard error for
35 recreation areas.

RAYE | ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR SUBJECTIVE
ubsn | NO. | PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING
1 2 | Coyote 6,455 5,478 926 1
Delta ’ ’
Coyote .
2 o | Soyste, 7,769 6,601 1,116 2
Coyote
3 1 | Sovor 8,233 8,142 1,376 4
Milford
4 6 | Boroce 8,370 6,769 1,144 3
Beryl
5 s | Boy 8,994 8,455 1,429 5
6 5 | Wilford 9,604 6,483 1,095 6
Ely
Beryl
7 I - 10,229 6,854 1,159 7
3961

l1Computed from columns of table.

lUsing mean, standard deviation and standard error.
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EFFECT INDEX OF BARING ALTRRNATIVER ON SACEGROUSE HABITAT
ALTEANATIVE NO. O
BASE A. COYOTR  LONG TERN POP  19947.0
SASE B: MILFOAD LONG TERM POP. 12071.0
B LOCATION nILES TO A CFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TO ® EPFECT INDEX OF BASE # COMBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL N [4 AVE nax NN AVE N r ave A L aveE nax NIN avE
\ 174 1.0 uvanEs 193 0 186 0 170. 9 [ ] 0.0 .0 N .0 27.2 29 1 2.9 [ 4
: 179 1 0 LONG 170 0 332. 0 209 © 0.0 0.0 .0 .0 . 8 29 0.1 ) 01 06
176 1 0 BUTTE 1760.0 294.0 214 0 0.0 0.0 ° . 0 .0 14.7 0.0 ? X 0.4
100 2.0 cavE 97 0 136.0 117.39 #1130 2387.0 0 o 9 6143.4 4437 3 4 Wi 6 377
207 20 WHITE R 99 0 169 0 129.0 71154 8660 [ [} 0 30043 2039 4 7 2901.4 42300
| 172 2.0 GARDEN 62 01090 890 99228 47%0 2 7119 4 .0 .0 .9 3333 9 1670.0 I3 #430.2 9476.3
, 1374 2 0 916 SMOAY 149 0 194.0 171.9  1637.2 243.0 794 O .0 . 0 H 199 1 14.7 3 3377 e d
i 134 1.0 NEWARR tee O 217 0 191 9 0a 0.0 o0 . 0 . Q .0 3.8 oo 7 00 0.3
H . 3.0 SNARE 132 0 325.0 178 9 7243 1 1407 4 2764 2 . .0 9 120196 7400 2 7 %007.6 13718 4
) 1.0 PINE 108 0 192.0 130 0 136.7 1.9 181 o .0 .0 10127. 9 4331.1 6 432 r266 2
. 20 GOVY CAN 231 0 283.0 247 O TR 13.7 ETO . 0 . 0 .0 4427.3 1623.2 S 16359 2823 2
4 0 SEV DES 171.0 263 0 217 0 4329 3 932 1887.0 ° .0 82.0 12364 6 4143 4 O 4838 & 31922 ¢
S0 1 0 MILFOMD 117 0 139 0 139 © EL] 0s 6?7 0 0 100 12071.0 11102 1 9 11102. ¢ 12%3% ©
139 1 0 nOBEM 189 0 226.0 207 9 00 00 00 ° .0 196 3 . [} o 00 00
140 2 0 MONITOR 193.0 202.0 177 0 13%9.0 220.2 e32. ¢ ° .0 1973 .0 .3 7 3w e v
141 1.0 RALSTON 123 0 148 O 1438 2.2 0.2 2.0 o .0 208.0 . 0 .0 2 (¥} ae
' 149 1.0 STONE CON 1312 0 153 0 133 9 93. 4 0.9 1 0 0 191.3 . 0 . 0 H oo 111
' 191 1.0 ANTELOPE 147 O 197 O 183 O - 0.0 .0 .0 0 183.0 1 .0 2 0.0 0.0
. 19% 1 0 LITTLE SMO 118 O 188 O 152.0 s 3 00 1 . 0 0 161. 9 .2 .Q ° 01 [
; 1% 2.0 HOT CRM 105.0 163.0 134.0 91837 1063.2 .6 .0 0173 0 ° .0 7 1444.2 N2 1
; 170 2.0 PENOYEA 3.0 990 80.0 103730 4357.3 o [} 0131 0 xl .7 1 7091 0 938e.1
173 1.0 RAILROAD 8 0 171.0 127 © 939 3 0.1 1 .0 .0 148.0 .9 .0 [} 01 e
{ 179 2.0 SYEPYOR 132 0 343 0 187 3 2699 1 0. e e .0 .0 131.9 .9 . O 700 0 2680 3
t 183 3 0 LARE 100 O 138.0 1190 5733 1 2207.0 2 .0 .0 773 .1 ’ 3 7797 ¢ 10843 @
| 184 2.0 SPRING 112 0 219 0 163 0 4439 4 1293 s .0 .0 102.0 .0 ° 4 1793 1 3913 e
1% 2 0 HamLIN 91 0 149.0 116 0  6930.7 1848.5 3 .0 .0 3 0 . . 6 9221 1 13347 &
202 2.0 PATTERGON 79.0 102.0 69.0 B993.9 3408.3 .4 .0 .0 72.3 .0 . 0 11662 1 14647 D
1378 2 0 DIG SMORY 176 O 232.0 204.0 7.9 3.0 .3 .0 .6 224 8 .2 2 732 9101 10a® 300 @
190 1.0 LIT FISH L 153 & 181 & 167 & 1.0 0.0 F .0 .0 108 0 0.0 0.0 0.c [ 0.0 0.2
$3 10 PINEN) 224 © 6230 8 o0 00 ° .0 .0 218.0 .0 [ 6.0 00 0.0 0.0 4
S4 1.0 CAESCENT 249 & o 288 8 0.0 0.0 . 0 . 0 .0 232.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o0 0.0
3 176 3.0 muay 34 0 0 29 0 1840.4 37523 . .0 .0 1%6. 0 .8 .4 3289.1 4048.3 1946 5 3106.9
186 1.0 ANTELOPE 2233 & e 37 e 0.0 e.0 0.0 . .0 1%6.0 . & 0.1 [ 28 0.1 0.e
187 1.0 GCOSMUTE W16 0 264 8 0.0 .0 o .0 1082 3 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 4
' 3 3.0 DEEP CRR 209 & 0 326. 0 160 4 ? .9 . .6 133 6 a L0 21T 0 23678 1368 7 2198. 9
- 3.0 PaAGuAN 129 & O 188 8 2876. 7 - 3 4. 0 .0 24.0 . ® Q 11616 & 192019 13424 2 12303 9
. S 1 0 CEDAR CITY 109 o 127 & ied 3 b2 .8 . 0 6 2.0 1 4780 7 §423 6 11942. 6 47900. 4 @4de. ¢
109 1 O TieegYY o4 0 0 218 0 0.0 ° [ .0 0133 0 . N 10.7 2. 6 20 10.7
Se 20 UPPER AEES 193 o 0a24 0 348 3 . o .0 .6 242.8 . 18.9 319 4024 e 1229 4
95 10 CARICOL 23e O 02% 0 00 o o . & . & X ° 00 [N 0.0 00 oo
) 138 1.0 GRASS 220.0 6 236. 8 00 .0 0 & . 0 ° 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 00
193 1 0 DIAMOND 1% 0 0222 0 00 0 3 Y .0 .1 [X] 0.0 0.1 00 o0
i 47 20 WUNTINGTON 224 O 0 240 0 9 4 . [} IS .0 .7 e 2139 3471 1020 243 e
' i%a 2 0 oAy 20.0 0 €9 0 #3100 . 1 .0 .. .9 7520 6 9915 @ 17801 3 13793 2 19760 ©
201 2 0 SPAING 9%. 0 0 106 0 10%12 % . 2 .0 . 0 .S 10998 3 11102 1 22079 0 19271 @ 206% 3
! 4@ 3.0 sEAvVER 149 & 01648 9786 & s 1 . .0 L7 11774 1 12448 & 18675 3 13447 & 17107 7
EFFECT INDEX OF SASING ALTEANATIVES ON SAGEGROUSE HAGITAT ]
ALTERNATIVE NO. 1
BASE A: COYOTE LONO TERM POP 13947 O
BASE 3: BERYL LONG TERM POP. 12034 O
LOCATION MILE® TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 CFFECT INDEX OF DASE 8 CORBINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME ~ [4 AVE MAX N aVE N [4 AVE nax LIL] avg naAX N ave
176 1.0 .0 184.0 170.3 [ X4 Q.0 0.1 118.0 142.0 130 © a7 3.4 13.0 s 2. 13.¢
73 1.0 .0 .0 20%. 0 0.0 9.0 0.0 130.0 169 0 192.9 s 4 0.1 oe 3 e o 0.9
178 1.0 . 0 .0 216.0 00 0.0 0.0 129 0 194 O 1619 14. 4 0.0 03 14.4 o0 0.3
190 2.0 [ .0 117 3 41120 2287 0 9 71.0 920 @1 5 747320 9410 ¢ o .0 10619.3
207 2.0 o .0 1390 7119 4 @66. 0 740120 993 73399 27e1 O 3 o Tev1.23
t73 20 .0 .0 890 9622 8 473%0.2 71154 €9 0 112.0 100 3 3719 2 338 3 .0 S 116%4 )
1374 2.0 o 0171 3 18372 3430 7940 192.0 229.0 210. % 90.3 0.9 H e "2
136 1.0 . 0 .0 191 9 02 0.0 0.0 134.0 176.0 1%.0 Qe 9.0 Y 0 Y
4 30 . 0 .0 1780 3 7343 3 1607 ¢ 27842 31.0 137.0 94.0 11406.0 9470. 9 .1 2 . 8
] 1.0 . 0 0 130 © 136 7 1.3 161 18.0 42.0 40.0 11344 2 2472.0 X) 1 .
* 20 .0 0 27 0 8.9 13.7 31.6 13%.0 174.0 134.9 1999 3 384.3 3 ] [
“ 20 .Q .0 2170 42393 492.2 1887.0 72.0 164.0 119.0 10145 2 2870.1 ] 3 a
0 10 .9 .0 138.0 ”e 0.9 6.7 WO 71.0 493 93904 14300 .2 3 .
139 1.0 .0 .0 207. 9 0.0 00 0.0 149.0 212.0 190. 3 0.1 0.0 0.1 .0 .0
140 2.0 .Q .0 177 0 .8 230 2  432.9 146.0 193.0 .8 771.3  3e3.0 ° .2 .
et 1.0 . 0 .0 149, 3 .3 9.2 2.0 171.0 194 O . 01 0.0 3 2
149 1.0 . 0 .0 133 3 . 4 9.0 11.1 149.0 174.0 .3 1.9 Q.1 . ° .4
191 1.0 -] .0 163.0 N 0.0 0.0 130.0 182.0 . 0 Q.3 ©.0 . 0 1
199 1.0 . 0 .0 192.0 .3 0.0 1.1 13%.0 143.0 [} 7.9 0.2 I3 .a .
1% 2.0 . 0 .0 134.0 7 1061.2 299%. 6 :137.0 157 0 C  1890.4 102” & E) .. s
170 2.0 9 .0 80.0 O 43373 €310.0 102.0 1332. 0 L0 4439 2 21e8.7 2 .0 [
173 1.0 . 0 L0127 0 ) 0.1 22.1 99.0 14° 0O H Q84 1.9 .2 [ .9
179 2.0 . 0 .0 187.9 1 8.4 441.0 1390 192.0 .3 3349 1 4370 .3 Y 2
183 2.0 . 0 o 1e 0 F] 0 37643 430 83.0 .0 10420.t e3%¢.3 3 . .
198 2.0 . 0 0 163 0 . I 992.3 49 0 131.0 0 100432 12%2. ¢ ? .0 3
% 2.0 .0 .0 118.0 ? S 38%.3 110 7%.0 0 126743 73291 3 . Y
02 2.0 . 0 .Q ev 0 .9 3 7115.4 3% C 0.0 9 11336.0 088 o ° . 1
1378 2.0 . 0 .0 204 O L .0 S 192.0 221. 4 PR [T} . 2 F [
130 1.0 . & .6 187 & o . & 0.2 t60.0 176.0 0 0.0 0.1 4 . 1 ¥
3 1.0 ° 6 3%. 6 .0 0 0.0 196.0 297. & 0.0 Q.0 . 0 .0 . Q .0
s 10 .. Q24 0 00 00 0.0 324 0 2480 00 0.9 o . Q ° .9
76 2.0 o .0 2% © N 2 €17 4 176.0 3200 149 & 1210 8 . 1 . 2
18 1.0 . L6 267 & 00 0.0 2.0 192.0 198.0 10 0.0 0.t .0 .0 3
107 1.0 . [ 00 . 0 9.0 172, 4 200.0 Q1 0.0 .9 0.1 [ [
3 2.0 . [ 180 4 ” 3.9 132.0 184. 0 A48 7 0290 .e 2 ? .
@ 20 . o " W% ? 3 1467.3 1.6 72.0 . 107%. 3 7319 [ 2 2 2
Lo . & . . 188 9 1.7 208 380 %0 L0 9319 .4 42364 6679 5 Q7 ¢ AR 1 2
189 1.0 .0 -] o 00 0.0 0.0 192.0 197 @ [ 109 0.9 as 10. 9 o9 as
% 20 . & [ [} 348 9 1.9 92.0 212 0 284 0 N 130 8 29 3.8 47923 -4 [
% 1.0 . 0 .0 o 00 0.0 0.0 224.0 2480 0 .0 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 00 .0
198 1.0 ° . & . 8 (X} 0.0 0.0 208.0 232. 0 .0 06 9.0 0.0 9.0 X .0
193 1.0 .0 N .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 148.0 200.0 [} 01 9.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 .0
2 20 o . @ ] 9. 4 04 20.0 181. 4 224.0 .0 442. 3 76.7 192.1 L= B [ L) 1
19 2.0 . 0 .0 .0 83100 63346 72431 20.0 40.0 .0 121014 10900.0 11340 ? 30411 & 17133 ¢ 19009 7
201 30 .. 0 .0 106.0 10512 9 0673.3 9392 2 24.0 %2.0 0 133021 11392 € 12020 § A3019. & 20026 ¢ 21612.7
% 20 . .0 164 0 9706 6 26733 46391 %2.0 0l & 11292 @ 9400. 9 10482. 7 17139 3 13142 4 13141, 0
[}
' II1-31
- oo - < - . . - -
M .




EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SAGECROUSE WaBLTAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. 2
BASE A: COYOTE LONG TERN POP 13947 O
BASK B OELTA LONG TERN POB. 13479 O
! LOCAT JON MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A NMILES TO B EPFECT INDEX OF DASE 3 cCOnBINED EPFECTY
5 NO. APPL NaAME N F AVE MAX MIN AV N F avg NAX "IN AVE mAK MIN AVE
178 1 0 Jangs 195.0 184.0 370 3 oe 00 01 111013201318 [ 1] .
173 1.0 LoMne 170.0 232 0 209 0 [ X) 0.0 00 120 0 143 0 132.9 2.3 l;: ?g : ;: : -‘;': 3: 2
170 4.0 WTTE 178.0 294.0 284 O 00 LK) 0.0 108 0 138 0 122.0 139 4 s e 313 1398 e 3.9
180 ‘2.0 CavE 97.0 130.0 $17 S 6113.0 3207 0 3902 9 (00 0 I22 0 {11 3 4930 4 2921 3 W4 9 {1043 32083 7749 @
N7 2.0 WHITE R 89 0 149 01290 71194 B6b O 2922 4 102 0 146.0 124 0 4731 4 1993 9 2043 @ 11846 @ 24199 57713
172 2.0 GCARDEN % 0 10 0 BP0 96022 8 4730.2 7113 4 142.0 169 0 1333 1747 7 761 9 1140.1 11370 9 3492 1 8273 3
1374 2.0 316 SMOMY 149 0 194.0 171.3  1637.2 243 0 794 0 222.0 270.0 K] 8e 3 EX 232 1746.7 348.2 817 2
g 134 1.0 ANEwARW 164.0 217 0 191 3 02 0.0 0.0 131.0 [} 0 12 4 oe 3.2 128 os 32
. ; ::.: ’M"‘E xg: g 2:; g n;:. s 72;9 1 uoy.; %4 2 3% 0 o .0 13939 § 30433 ¢ & 20184 B 33081 3 15639 7
108.0 152.0 130. 0 136 7 1. 16.3 48.0 .0 . 41, X
. 2.0 GOVT CAK  231.0 263.0 247 0 TR 13.7 Jt & 390 .0 .: 1337:.; 7::: : ; ‘3332 7:::’: 3 332‘.’ :
4 30 seEv 0SS 171.0 263.0 317 0 4339 3 932 18870 0.0 . Q@ .G 13679 0 (1226 % @ 1791@ 3 11920 | 149C6. @
%0 1.0 MILFORD 117 0 139.0 130.0 BX] 0.9 67 330 .0 .0 939 7 15 4 2 93% S 15.9 o84 0
139 1.0 RONEM 169.0 230.0 207 8 0.0 0.0 0 0 168.0 .0 .8 0.1 0.0 [ 01 0.0 9.0
140 2.0 MONITOR 131.0 203.0 177.0  19%0.8  3238.2 452 9 182.0 3 .0 480.7 1120 ® 20073 1303 sede
181 1.0 AALSTOM 123 0 160 O 143, 3 132 0.2 2.8 200 0 ) ° 0.0 0.0 Q 3.2 0.2 a8
' 169 1.0 STONE CIN 1120 333.0 133 5 .4 o9 11.1 196.0 .0 .0 0.0 0.0 [ 93 e oe 1.1
131 1.0 ANTELOPE 14%.0 197.0 182.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 1630 .0 .8 0.2 0.0 1 0.4 0.0 o1
193 1.0 LITTLE $MO 110.0 188.0 193.0 %4 3 Q.0 1.1 148 0 [} o 1@ Q.0 2 4. 1 0.0 e
136 2.0 HOT CRK 109.0 1643.0 134.0 3182 7 10412 2995 & 149.0 o ) 741.9 1803 3 99256 1301.3 2934 ;
170 2.0 PENOYER 3.0 930 €0 0 10379.0 #337.2 @310.0 146.0 . 0 K @32.0 107 @ 41119771 e343.1 67189
173 1.0 RAILAGAD 3.0 171.0 137.0 9. 3 0.1 23.1 128.0 o s 1.0 00 1 980.3 0.1 22 2
179 2.0 STErTOE 132.0 242.0 187 3 3498 3 30.6 4418 €60 .0 .G e431.2 3707 1 3 9129 & 3745 6 4T8Q 1
103 2.0 LAKE 100.0 179.0 119 0 37333 2287 0 374 2 92 0 .0 S 3787 2 2890 9 8115323 #1770 8343 0
184 2.0 SPAING 112.0 210.0 143.0 4439.4 1231  992. 3 &3.0 .0 .9 9808 2 81329 4 12327. 9 3%2%9.0 7937. ¢
1% 2.0 wamLIN 1.0 143.0 .0 7 18683 0% 3 6.0 .0 .3 @770 2 4440 ¥ 0 19639 1 4309 4 10364 1
202 2.0 PATTERSON 73.0 103.0 ° .9 3408.3 7113 4 102.0 .0 .0 4731.4 2707.1 @ 13723 3 8113 & 10747.2
::;' i_g ::g :mlva x;; Q 232.0 o . @ o3 8 2203 2174 .0 .8 109 3 17 3 [T 02.8 2732
. 193.8 1826 . .0 o0 02198 .0 e 0.0 - 00 3 11 0.0 0.2
33 1.0 PIME(N) 224.0 277 8 .0 6.0 0.0 183 . X . X -
34 1.0 CRESCENT 349 4 280 O s X3 0.0 50 303 s t3e 8 H 56 3o ° oo o0 o0
7% 3.0 MuAY aas ¢ 299.0 [} .4 271.2 917 4 143 & . s 3230t a7t 2 6 6070.6 40924 3293 0
186 1 O ANTELOPE 232 6 28) & .. [ X 0.0 0.0 9.0 o .0 ae o 29.7 0 NB O 2.7 .0
) 187 1.0 GASMUTE 261. 4 288 O e . 0 0.0 0.0 117 & .0 8 4. s [ a 49 4 ' .2
a 2.0 DEEP CAR 209 & 244.0 . 3.7 83 9 7le . 0 8 7970 4 4930. 6 2 9090 % 4947.1 #4230
49 2.0 PARCHAN 129 & ted O 7 @9.3 1447 2 814 .0 8 922 9 24633 1 98:0.9 43414 67193
S1 1.0 CEDAR CITY 109. & 149 & .8 1.? 208 08%s .0 [} 87 4 17,1 1 ess. e 0.8 1%0.9
189 1.0 TieegTT 206.0 232.0 o 0.0 0.0 @4 0 .0 .0 767 ¢ 1633 2 7re 133 372
S& 2.0 UPPER REKS 192. 4 2% O s 19 9 92.0 232. 0 6 . d %.3 10.2 7 404w 3.1 1167
S 1.0 CARICOL 2360 272.0 0.0 Q0 0.0 228 ¢ 8 0.0 0.0 [ 0.0 0.0 0.0
J 138 1.0 GCRASS 220 0 293. & . © 0.0 0.0 200.0 . 0 .0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 0.0 0.0
133 1.0 01AMOND 196. 0 248.0 ° 0.0 0.0 189 & .0 .8 0.1 0.0 [ 0.1 0.0 0.0
. 47 2.0 WUNTINGTON 224 0 272.0 . 94 30 0 160.0 .. .8 1002 & 249 3 .3 1099 0 337 3 #3%. 4
199 2.0 OAY 80.0 96.0 0 4236 &« 7249t 120.0 .0 .0 3147.1 2072.0 2970 3 114971 @204.4 9919 4
\ 201 2.0 8PRING 96.0 118.0 .3 @671 3 9392.2 103 6 N3 6 @249 0 6993. 3 7618 7 18761.8 19669.0 17210. 9
! @ 2.0 JEAVER 1494 100.0 & 34733 44391 0.0 66 .@ 11618.3 927.9 10670.9 17403 1 13301.3 19330.0
‘
€FFECT INDEX OF BABING ALTERNATIVES ON SAGEGROUSE WABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. 3
I BASE A: BERYL LONG TERM POP 16943 O
B BASE 3. BLY LONG TERM PCP 14247 O
v,
' LOCAT1OM NILES TO A EFFECT INOEX OF BASE A MILES 70 8 EFFECY INDEX OF 0ASE 0 COPBINED EFFECTS
NG APPL  NARE L] [ aveE mAX nin ave N F AvE MAx niN AVE nAX niN AVE
176 1.0 uenEs 118 130 0 7 e a4 17,1 . 0 .0 .© 13000 1 €209.3 10897 & 13143 @ 6209 7 10904 7
179 1.0 LON 130 1939 7.1 Q.1 11 .0 .0 .9 G930.3 1444.3 428 2 0937 o 1444.84 4269 2
4 17 1.6 IR tay .3 1%.0 0.0 0.4 . 0 [ .0 113460.8 J08.3 3300.9 115798 208 2 301 2
' 180 2.0 CAVE 7 S 10129 7 7142.] 6402.7 .0 .0 .0 13773.2 %e92.0 12005 % 22903. 9 16839 3 2
] ! 07 2.0 wmitE M 74 S %09 9 2610.6 42999 .0 .0 S 14310 4 849333 12333.2 24000.3 12071. ¢ .
172 2.0 GARDEN [l s  7330.3 4710.9 044 9 . o ¥ 3 93491 4962.3 71627 17119.4 96223 .
. 1374 2.0 816 SNOWY 193 H e 80.4 184 2 o o .0 20641 4708 1316.4 3439.0 331.0
! 194 1.0 NEWAAN 12e [ 111 , 0.0 o.a .0 [ o .9 ;:u:l.i @961.6 1334 9 4Jae o
. 2.0 Snang T O 13057 @ 7233.0 11349.0 o o o 3 12391 4 29003. 8 173350 J 23730 €
] 1O PINE 19 .0 14@44.2 2320.5 a818.0 .Q ] .0 .9 1338.0 1847d. 7 3918.0 10174.0
\i . 2.0 GOVY CAR (3 3 2638 4 7714 14831 . 0 .0 o L1 2693.0 4447 & 26064 9 4170 @
4 3.0 SEV &S 7. 0 133923 48%3.7 8941 .0 .0 .8 .8 7389 0 23969 4 9s8:1. 3 143031
4 S0 1.0 mILFOWD 2. 9 133031 2Mes 7 4332.2 .Q .0 .0 1 14.9 12791. 6 2144 9 4246 @
139 1.0 wOUEM 169 .3 0.1 0.0 a.0 . Q o X ¥} 3 °
! 140 2.0 MONITOR 108 s 10182 :u; * .o; g .g g .3 2 [} 2 1
181 1.0 PALSTON 171 s 0.1 .0 X X . .3 .. [ .
‘ 149 1.0 STONK CON 149, .8 2.0 a.t Q.4 o .0 .8 3 . X !
H 191 1.0 190, 0 oe e.0 0.1 o .0 .3 .9 H ‘e o
) 153 1.0 LITTLE sme 129 ° 10.0 0.3 1.7 .9 .0 .3 .2 6 3 a
19 20 WO CAn 137 0 2493.9 1249 3 19a0.0 .0 . 0 .8 .8 H . o
4 170 3.0 PENOVER 102 0 9860 4 2Wad. 1 41913 . 0 .0 .8 . 0 . 1 2
173 1.0 RAILRGAD 98, . 8 336 2 2.0 32. 9 o . 0 .3 0 . [ k4
179 3.0 STEPTOR 12 9 2101 2 376.9 14369 .0 o s .0 2 X °
183 20 LAE .3 0 13700.1 €388.0 111331 . Q o .3 .8 6 17229 2 .8
184 2.0 sPRiNG a9, L@ 13361, 4 18%4.0 41071 [} .9 .9 X 2 11100.0 .
1% 2.0 HAMLIN 13 .0 167331 93434 14029 & [ .9 ] 7 13233 0 [
202 2.0 PATIEASON 39 9 149321 11734 2 134%0.7 . 0 .0 s a 17897 1 *
3 1370 2.0 $16 SmOuy 192 . 0 3920 1129 23y -] .. .8 .. . 3 M
190 1.0 LIT FIsH L 140 o 6.9 0.1 9.2 .0 .0 . 0 . & [\ .. H
93 1.0 PN 196. . 00 0.0 0.0 . 0 .0 ° . 2 L3 .8
94 1.0 CRECENT 224 [ Q0 0.0 0.0 3 . .0 1 [} N
176 3.0 MUY 1% 0 e15a .7 2ed. 7 .8 124.0 @ . ® a 3 a
166 1.0 ANTELOPE 192 [ 1.4 6.0 0.1 X3 . 0 ° . 2 s .2 s
197 1.0 17 [} a1 . 0 0.0 . [} X .9 . . 1
. 2 20 DEgP CAN )12 0 asad 1 1812 8 -] . [ ] . 9 . N r
4 2.0 rar m 0 14300 4 L9 12190, 4 .0 .6 . Q ] 3 111809 .1
31 1.0 CEDAA CITY 28 0 14303 % .2 ee10.0 [} .0 [} . ? [ . .
[ \89 1.0 TIeeCYY 1 . 138 b4 23 . & .8 s .3 [ Q 1
% 2.0 UPPRA AfES N3 o 1727 [ [ 2] . [} 0 20091 20812 .2
l 83 1.0 CAMAICO L 2% o 0.0 .0 0.0 .. .0 [ 4“8 13.2 4.3 .3
138 1.0 GRASS 208 ° Q0 . 0 0.0 . ® . & .8 .9 a4 1914 229 418
193 1.0 01AMOND 8. [} 0.2 [ 0.0 .4 .. .8 .9 1080.4 3040.9 292.9 1080 &
67 2.0 MNTINGTON 1B1. [} . 3 13 ase e .0 ) [ .9 %822.% 0.8 3723 8 070 &
3 199 2.0 DAy 2. 0 19973 9 @ 13362.0 .0 .0 98.0 .2 9384.4 22024.7 19149 O
201 1.0 AING 28 0 14308 1 e 19849 2 .0 . & [} .9 10829 @ 20420. 9 24420 9 206%¢ @
@ 20 avEr 2 .8 14987 & 12326. % 12830. 9 . & . Q [] L& 9968 4 22002 0 17350, 3 19837 3
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. EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SAGEGROUSE NABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. &
! BASE A: BEMYL LONG fERR POP. 14942.0
: SASE B: COYOTE LONG TERRM POP. 12193.0
P
| LOCATION nILES TO A CFFECT INDEX OF SASE A niLEs 10 B EFPECT INDEX OF BASE B
i NO. APPL N 4 AVE nAX nIN AE N [4 avE MAZ niN ave nf;'"":":‘nlcv:w
174 1.0 Jangs 116.0 142.0 130.0 1086.0 170. 9 0.7 0.0 0.1 P
173 L0 L 129. 0 222.0 203.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 s,g o.? ':Zf
176 1.0 . 0 294.0 216.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.0 0.0 o4
" 190 2.0 . 0 .0 L17.3  4440.9 1746.8 IR0 14798.4 S890.1 11583 &
202 2.0 . .0 139.0  3424.3 441.4 2232 1 13124.3 43W0. O 9927. 4
72 2.0 . 0 .0 99.0 73%02.3 .0 3424.3 13032.4 ©330.0 11479 & 1
1374 2.0 . 0 .0 171.9  1269.7 262.0 . .5 3424 790.6
1% 10 . 0 .0 191, 3 0.2 0.0 0. .3 0.0 o8
4 20 X .0 178, 9 3323. 8 .7 . £.3 ©440.7 14320 9
E) 1.0 . 0 .0 130.0 104. 4 1.0 . & 3%39.9 8820.3
° a0 .0 134, .0 247.0 2.7 . 3 24.1 24%1.0 781.9 15072
4 30 . 0 o 0 217.0 3237. 8 .9 1441.2 16431. 1 32891 103933
) 0 1.0 .0 . 9 0 138.0 .7 0.4 5.1 13340.8 2165.2 4227 3
! 13 1.0 . 0 . 9 0.1 0 307.3 0. o, o 0.2 0.0 0.0
i 140 2.0 . 0 .3 1018.2 o .0 1190.8 .0 " 498.7 2208.7 331.8 1100.4
! a1 1.0 ° . 8 0.1 . 0 .9 23. & .1 a2 23. 9 0.1 2.2
149 1.0 o .9 20 o 9 72. 9 b4 03 74.0 0.7 e
15t 1.0 . O L] 0.4 [} N-] 3.1 -] 0.0 0.7 e.0 0.1
19% 1.0 X . 0 10.0 . @ .0 41.3 0" o .9 0.2 24
15 2.0 . . 0 .0 34939 g . O .0 39991 .3 . o 2180.2 Mm% 8
| 1720 2.0 . . 0 .0 3860. 4 . . 0 .0 7924.3 . 9 . .3 7718.4 10330 2
172 1.0 .0 .Q .9 336 2 3 .0 . 0 732. 9 .2 . 20 30. 4
179 2.0 SsTEPTOR 129.0 182. 0 . 9 .2 3 ° .S 2060.7 . 9 9142.0 &06.3 1774.3
183 2.0 4.0 #8320 . 0 .3 X . 0 .0 4399.7 s .9 181797 10133.9 14030 0
104 2.0 SPAING 49 0 191.0 100.0 . 3 X o  23v0.7 S 0 16632.0 1749 6 4843. 1
19 2.0 HAmLIN 11.0 750 420 9.4 . . 0 o 9338.9 1 .3 21972. 8 10970. 7 149731
202 2.0 PATTERSON 39.0 40.0 47.3 14932.1 . . 0 .0 “4Be9.2 4120. ¢ S 216821.3 15065.0 10893 2
1378 2.0 010 SMOAY 192.0 221.6 204 8 2939 1129 ° [ 817.0 .2 174.6 €10.0 1633 3% 2
190 1.0 LIT FISH L 140.0 176.0 148.0 0.9 Q.1 . . & o0 0 0.1 1.3 0.1 03
) 3 1.0 PINK(N) 196.0 237. 4 2148 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
S4 1.0 CRESCENT 224 0 248.0 224.0 0.0 0.0 [ 0.0 . 0 Q.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1764 2.0 RUBY 176.0 228.0 202.0 4138.1 18027 .0 1292. 9 .9 624.3 3411.0 1087.2 3307.0
s 184 1.0 ANTELOPE  132.0 188.0 170.0 1.4 0.0 .. 0.0 o 0.0 e 0.0 01
187 1.0 I3 173.4 208.0 190. 0 0.1 0.0 . 0 0.0 [ 0.0 0.1 6.0 0.0
3 2.0 DEEP CAN  132.0 144.0 140.0 2063.1 108%.1 . 0 137. 0 . 0 441 2000.9 1117.2 18%.7
4% 2.0 PARDWAN 4.6 72.0 34.8 143200.4 99E2. ¥ .0 397 1 . .4 16397 & 10467.9 13442 8
| 91 1.0 CEDAR CITY 20.0 52.0 40.0 12300.1 %419.2 X .. . 120. 7 ] 19.8 12431.0 920.3 0033 8
i 189 1.0 TIPREYTT 132.0 197. 6 144. 0 12.0 0.7 EX .0 . 0 0.0 [} 0.0 13.8 0.7 33
L S 2.0 UPPER AEES 212.0 244.0 220.0 172.7 .0 [ 2 . 0 .o 36a.2 . 2 70.3  4%0.9 43 1344
9% 1.0 CAMRICA L 224.0 248.0 234.0 0.0 0.0 0. .0 .0 Q.0 [ 0.0 Q.0 0.0 00
, 138 1.0 ASS 206.0 332.0 220.0 0.0 0.0 0. . e . @ 0.0 [} 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
153 1.0 DIAMOND 140.0 200, 0 188.0 0.2 0.0 0. . 0 . 0 0.0 [} 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
: 47 2.0 MUNTINGTON 181. 6 234.0 302.8 983.9 101.3  ase, ] . 0 72. 9 I3 2329 .4 107.7 770
! 178 3.0 v 20.0 40.0 32.0 13973 9 14390, 8 13262.0 . © . 0 . ® 93333 23322. 0 19152. & 2079y, ¢
! 201 3.0 SPmINO 260.0 52.0 J8.0 14504.1 14967.56 158490 . 0 -3 7326.3 243352 21412.1 2919%.2
i 40 3.0 MEAVER 92.0 S1.4 448 149474 12926.9 L2820 ¥ X ] . @ .7 393T. 4 19407.2 19332. 6 17797 &
!
L. : EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTEANATIVES ON SAGEGAOUSE HABITAT -
v M TERNATIVE NO. 9
' SASE A: MILFORD LONG YERM POP. 17221.0
’ sASE §: GLY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
! LOCATION NILES YO A SFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES YO § EPFECT INDEX OF BASE O COMBINED EFFECTS
) NO. APPL  NANE ) (4 ave nAX nin ~E N 4 ave nax nin VE nax "N avg
| 176 1.0 Janas 133.0 143.0 134 0 3a 1LY 130 37.0 24.0 13008.1 €205 2 7.4 131239 8208. 4 108% ¢
179 1.0 LONO 142.0 171.0 1%6. 9 0.1 0.8 6.0 75.0 343 @930.3 1444.3 0. .0 1444 4 4249 O
N 170 1.0 WTTE 139.0 197.0 0.0 0.7 33.0 97.0 40.0 11%0.8 308.2 3300 .2 3083 3301 3
l 100 2.0 cavE e%.0 "3 .9 9833.3 6923.2 20.0 42.0 41.0 13772 92.0 13089. .7 19929 2 19008. 0
: 207 20 wiTEN .0 49931 3e81.7 4342.6 3.0 72.0 30.3 143104 93. 3 13323, . & 11139 0 16493 @
: 172 2.0 OARDEN 117.0 139 3 4260.1 2200.3 3110.8 3.0 102.0 €2 3 9369 1| a%e2. 3 7142 2 . s
i 1374 3.0 810 SMOKY 1.0 a3 3 183.3 19.3 2.0 123.0 162.0 1920 2064.1  470.4 13ts. . ° 3
194 1.0 n 142. 0 141.0 4“4 0.0 0.4 24.0 74.0 9540 @930.35 139349 4283 [} 4 2
L 4 30 3.0 77.9 13833.0 97A9.7 13114.7 390 ° 13944, 0 10017 . ° i
, ] 1.0 PInE 3.0 .0 13242.9 39%. 6 9351.9 30.0 .0 . 0 ° .
° 2.0 0OVT CRR  102.0 143.0 133.0  3832.3 2137.2 3877.9 114.0 . 0 .9 . 3 [}
‘ 4 3.0 Wv DES 33.0 129.0 620 14290.8 00%. 9 124%.7 832.0 . © ] .3 []
%0 1.0 MILFORD 0.0 20.0 10.0 17221.0 14626.9 14332.3 9.0 . 9 1 >
H 139 1.0 170.0 215.0 1% 3 0.0 Q.0 6.0 76 .0 2 2.4 .
N 140 2.0 MONITOR 184.0 309.0 197.3 304.6 199.7 321.7 3.0 . 0 . e ? °
161 1.0 AALSTON 194.0 382.0 200. 0 6.0 0.0 0.0 112.0 .0 7 0.6 .
4 149 1.0 STOME CON  177.0 204.0 191 9 0.0 0.0 0.0 %0 .0 .? . ? 4
191 1.0 ANTELOPE 172.0 194.0 182.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 8.0 .0 .3 [} (3 k
199 1.0 LITTLE SMO 148.0 179.0 381.9 a3 0.1 0.4 400 ] .8 .a ..
1% 2.0 MOT CAW 160.0 104.0 173.0 12639 %044 0122 71.0 . 0 1 .3 .
170 3.0 PENOYER 134.0 100.0 191.0 3736.3 W7 1481.2 8.0 .0 .3 .y °
173 1.0 RAILROAD 110.0 176.0 148.0 3. & 0.0 a3 0 . 0 1 . 0 L)
179 3.0 srEPvTOR 92.0 171.0 1213 72006 071.4 204 0.0 . 0 . I3 .9
19 2.0 g 3.0 2.0 77 11666.0 7300.6 9330.1 23.0 N ] .0 .8
184 3.0 PRINO 62.0 148.0 102.0 11a33. 9 2000.7 9% .4 ‘0 .0 . 2 ]
1% 2.0 MaRIN 37.0 75.0 3.0 14979.6 9700.2 18909.0 34.0 ] . 9 2
202 2.0 PATTERSON 42.0 03.0 116329 6229.0 *mM21.2 %M.O0 ] L) 9
1378 2.0 916 Semy  212.0 337. 6 1799 4.2 9.3 108.0 b ] ]
g 150 1.0 LIT PISM L 180.0 196. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 .0 .7 3
9 1.0 PINEIMY 200.0 2%6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 . © .2 L3 . 9
N 4 1.0 220.0 2%.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 114.0 .. .1 [] e
176 3.0 meY 176.0 216.0 4336.3 2073.9 2013.9 o3 6 .0 .6 L .4
» 186 1.0 ANTELOPE  t41. 0 172.0 .8 [N 0.8 48.0 . © . 0 ] 1
187 1.0 GOBMNUTE 1 204.0 0.4 0.0 00 7.6 . 0 .8 3 |t
3 20 DEEr CM 149. 8 4199.2 1734.9 2784. 4 &0. O 13 .. LJ . ?
o 2.0 PARGUAN .0 16220.0 14123. 9 15304.9 (36.0 . @ .8 9 .
91 1.0 CEDAR CITY .8 19918.4 6309.0 11100.7 120.0 ° . 3 ? .
189 1.0 TIPPEYY . 6 8.2 I 150 438 . & . 8 K] °
e 3.0 .. 7.9 4.3 48.0 (8% [ s .3 5y
% 1.0 CartCOL [) 0.0 9.0 0.0 121, . @ 3 [ ] 3
) 138 1.0 .0 00 a0 00103 e . A
193 1.0 OtAmOND ] 0.1 0.0 0.0 »l. 6 . 9 L] .
47 2.0 MNTINETON [ ] 993, 1 129.4 201.3 7.0 . 4 .9 *
199 40 Ony [ 12909.0 W04. 4 1)219.3 92.0 * =] 1
201 30 WA ] 199339 13942.2 164R0. 9 04.0 .3 1 .7
8 2.0 MAVER ] 16990. 0 199132. 4 10400.9 139. & 2 L] a2
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EPFECT INOEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SAGEGROUSE HABITAT

ALTEANATIVE NO. .
BASE A: NILFORD LONQ TERM POP. 17221.

BASE 5, COVOTE  LONG TEAM POP., 12199. 0
LOCATION NILES YO A CFPFECT INOEX OF BASE A NiLgS TO @ EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 8 COnSINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N F AVE MAX n L N " AVE MAX nIN AVE MAX MIN AVE
174 1.0 Jangy 133.0 1435.0 134, . @ - ] -3 193.0 166.0 170. 9 0.7 . O 0.1 J46. 3 2.2 1. 4
173 1.0 LONG 142.0 171.0 t36. . & 0.1 . 8 9 232.0 20%.0 0.0 . 0 c.0 LI 0.1 0.6
178 1.0 WITE 129.0 183 0 137, 3 .6 . 7 .0 294.0 214.0 Q.0 . O 0.0 19. 4 0.0 0.7
100 3.0 CAVE 4.0 102.0 %4 .9 -] . 2 Q0 138.0 117.% 4660.9 .8 2980.9 13765 4 73800 99041
207 2.0 wHlTE R 97.0 133. 0 114 . 1 .7 . & .0 169.0 139. 0 5424. 9 .4 @232 1 12027. 6 23431 #3947
72 3.0 OEN 117 0 142.0 129, ) . 3 [ 0 1090 @90 7%02. 3 .G 3434.3 11762.4 2€28.3 8%43.2
1374 2.0 810 SMOKY 211.0 290.0 224 -] . 3 ] .Q 194.0 171. 9 126%. 7 . Q 604. 4 14490 2081.2 869 4
134 1.0 NENAAK 143.0 180.0 16} 3 . 0 . & .0 217.0 191, 9 0.2 0.0 Q.0 4.7 0.0 0.4
4 3.0 SNAKE 43.0 113.0 77, . & .7 ? .0 229.0 1789 9333. 3 .7 23874.9 21369.3 10977 4 19969.7
3 1.0 PINE 2%.0 9%1.0 I8 ] 3 . ? .0 192.0 130.0 104. 4 .0 12.0 13447.8 39%7.6 9%4.2
L 4 4.0 6OVT CAn 103.0 143. 0 133. . 3 .2 .9 .0 2603.0 347.0 2.7 . 9 24 1 368%.9 21477 2702.t
4“4 3.0 Sgv DES 33.0 139.0 ea. . 4 . 3 4 .0 2363.0 o 3237. ¢ | .9 1441.2 19920. 2 , 84246.0 14133 9
30 1.6 MILFORD 0.0 20.0 10.0 .0 . 9 .3 .0 199.0 . 0 43,7 . 4 3.1 172606. 7 14627.1 16337 . 4
2% 1.0 178.0 313.0 1%. 95 ° o - . 0 2246.0 .9 .0 . O 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
140 2.0 MONITOR 186.0 209.0 197. 3 . & .7 3. 7 - . O .0 1190. 3 . O 498. 7 14931 as. & 8320. ¢
14t 1.0 RALSTON 194.0 222.0 208. 0 . 0 . O Q.0 . 0 . 0 s 28, & 0.1 22 23. 4 0.1 22
149 1.0 STONE CBN 177.0 304.0 191.3 N-B - 0.0 Q . 0 . 3 9 Q.7 8.3 73.¢ 0.7 [ -]
131 1.0 ANTELOPE * 172.0 194.0 183.0 .1 . O 0.0 . @ .0 o 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
193 1.0 LITYLE SMO 140.0 175.0 1619 -3 L1 a4 -] . Q . Q 41.3 0.0 Q.9 3.7 0.1 1.3
194 2.0 WOT CRM 160.0 186.0 173. 0 3 . & 0123 . @ . O .0 3999, 1 810.3 1931.9 9%222. 6 12191 274 2
170 2.0 PENOYER 134. 0 148.0 191.0 . 3 .7 16812 . 0 .0 .0 TO24. 1 4893. 9 40446.9 10680 I 3922.2 6029
173 1.0 RAILROAD 118.0 178.0 148.0 . 0 2.2 . 0 [} .0 732. 9 Q.1 16.9 791. 4 0.t 1.1
179 2.0 STEPTOE 93.0 171.0 1.9 .8 29749 4 . O .0 .3 2060. 7 29. 3 J37.4 9321.1 200. ¢ .
t83 2.0 LanE 4.0 2.0 77.3 ) .4 9330.1 . 0 . 0 . Q 43935.7 1744.8 2074 9 13681.7 9007 2 -]
184 2.0 SPRING 62.0 143.0 102. 0 . 3 3 99%. 4 ] . 0 . O 3390. 7 9.3 730.0 19024. 1 22938 &
196 2.0 HWANLIN 37.0 73.0 .0 -8 . 2 132309. 0 .0 -] . O 92308. 3 1437.1 3949 3 20214 3 111273 .3
202 2.0 PATYERSON 42.0 830 73.3 . 3 .0 9923. 2 -] . 0 . 0 6869 2 4130.8 35434. 3 16302. 6 123699 .7
1378 2.0 B1Q SMOKY 213.0 227 & 224. 80 . 9 .2 9.2 ] [} .0 917.0 %0.2 17¢. 6 693. % 106. 9 .8
190 1.0 LIT PISH L 180.0 196.0 188.0 . 0 . 0 Q.0 . & [ 3 . & ‘0.8 0.0 0.1 0.a 0.0 . 1
9 1.0 PINEN) 200.0 334.0 218. 0 . 0 . 0 0.0 ] . & . 8 Q.0 0.0 Q.0 0.0 0.0 . Q
E 1.0 CRESCENT 228.0 234.0 232.¢ . 0 . 0 .0 . & . O . 8 9.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ]
176 0 Y 176.0 216.0 196.0 .3 .9 3013.9 . 0 N . O 12%3. 9 a83. 9 6324.] 9479 32 2339 0 .
186 1.0 ANTELOPE 145. 46 172.0 136. 8 46 ) oa . & . & 0.0 0.0 Q.0 4.8 0.3 . @
197 1.0 ooswTE 161.6 204.0 182. 8 (- ) Q 0.0 .6 Q . 8 0.0 0.0 00 Q.4 0.0 . 0
3 2.0 DEEP CAM 117. 6 149. 6 122. 6 4199. 3 9 a786. 4 . & .0 [ ] 137.8 20.0 4% | 4337.2 1783.0 &
<9 2.0 PARONAN 28.0 44.0 J4.0 16290.0 ® 19304 9% . & [ ] 21971 @84 6 1273 .4 18433.1 14810. 9 3
S1 1.0 CEDAR CITY 14.0 9.6 J2.0 19912 ¢4 0 11100.7 . & . & . 120.7 1.3 13.0°19641 1 4310.2 . &
183 1.0 TIPPETY 120.0 144.0 132. 0 40.2 . & 14 0 -0 . @ o 6.0 0.0 o0 4@ 2 =Ny ) . @
5 2.0 UPPER REES 202.0 233. 6 342 9 70. ¢ .3 Q.90 . & . 0 . 266. 2 13. 2 70.3 3371 399 . 2
33 1.0 CARICO L 232.4 233.6 343 6 0.0 . 0 0.0 .0 ] . O 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Q.0 . 0
138 1.0 GRASS 217.4 240.0 128. 8 Q.0 . 0 0.0 .0 . & . 8 Q.9 0.0 Q.0 Q.0 0.0 . @
133 1.0 DIAMOND 122. 6 312.0 192. 8 c.1 9.0 0.0 . 9 . 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 Q0 . 0
47 2.0 MUNTINGTON 181.46 220.0 200. 8 3931 123. 4 a@t. 2 4] -} . Q 72.9 6. 4 a9 668. 0 129 8 |
198 2.0 DOAY 3.0 7.4 44 8 123050 9908 .4 11219 3 . 0 . 0 .0, 8469 a761.8 33329 10891, 9 148701 Q
201 210 SPRING 92.0 8.0 60 0 13232.3 130960. 2 14626. 9 .0 . O . 0 G029 1 44634.3 7I26.2 20262 & 20987 7 .
48 2.0 BEAVER 17.6 40.0 J3. 8 146960.8 13912 4 18400. 9 . & o [ ] 4419 o 2809 7 JI9598 4 21400 4 18218 .
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COMBINED AVERAGE EFFECT INDEXES OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON SAGEGROUSE HABITAT

A, LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX BY ALTERNATIVE
‘t NO. NAPE APPEAL -] 1 2 3 4 »
' 174 JARES 1.0 e 131 3.2 10904 7 17. 2 10890 ¢ .4
X 173 LONG 1.0 Q.6 Q.9 1C. & 4369.3 1.1 4249.0 . 8
' 178 SUTTE 1.0 (-3 0.9 3.3 001.2 0.4 3301.9 .7
i 180 CAVE a0 9137 7 10419 3 7749.8 20668, 2 11383. ¢ 19008. 8 )
M 207 WHITE R 2.0 223 8 Te91. 3 3771.3 18620. & 0927. & 16695 8 8. 7
172 GARDEN 20 9474. 3 116942 8373 3 13200. & 11479 4 10274. % . 3
1378 BIG SMORY 20 341. 0 932.9 7.2 1500. & 790. 6 1379 3 4
134 NEWARK 1.0 0.3 Q.8 3.2 4364. 6 [N ] 4364. 2 . 4
4 SNAKE 20 13718 ¢ 12260. 68 15629 7 23730. & 14322. 9 29%4%%. 1 .7
3 PINE 1.0 7208 2 2093 & 1930. @ 10176. 0 #830 2 10909.9 .2
9 CavT CAK 20 2023 2 11990 99464. & 4178. 9 1307.2 4373.0 1
46 SEV DES 30 11922 ¢ 8629 2 14906. 8 14303. ¢ 10333. 3 20283. 9 9
[ 30 MILFORD 1.0 139%% 0 4727. 6 @gs. 0 4246. 8 6237. 9 16346, 7 4
t 139 KODEM 1.0 9.0 Q.0 0.0 20e6. 9 0.0 306. 9 [N ]
. 140 MONITOR 2.0 @71 1114.0 €83 o S62e 1 1100. & 933s. 0 . 4
i 141 RALSTON t.o 2@ 28 2.8 8.9 2 9.9 . 3
[ 149 STONE CBN 1.0 1.l 11. 4 i1.3 .t a.9 4,7 . 9
131 ANTELOPE 1.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 1140.0 0.1 1199. 9 0 i
‘ 333 LIYTTLE 8MQ 1.0 1.4 2.4 1. 4 2119. 2 .6 2112.9 -]
1 19 HOT CRW 2.0 72 J970 » 2v34.1 792%. 0 ame. s €46%. 4 .2
120 PENOYER 20 9306. 1 11484. 9 @716. 5 8307. 2 10938. 3 3997.0 L1
122 RAILROAD 1.0 22. 0 47 3 2.2 1249.7 30. 4 1238. 4 .1
179 STEPTOE 20 2680 3 1330. 3 47088 1 13369. 0 1774.3 _ 14081.3 L4
183 LARE 2.0 10843 9 12213. 9 83438. 0 226el. 3 14030. 0 20836. 3 )
1ae SPRING 2.0 3913 & se10. 9 7937. 9 18630. 4 a865. t 19480. 0 &
196 HAMLIN 2.0 13247. 8 14483. 6 10344 1 234139 1469731 21689.2 .3
202 PATTERSON 2.0 146472 17210. 1 10747. 2 21601. 9 18893. 2 18066, 9 7
1278 10 SMOMY 2.0 303. 9 9L 9 273.3 3143. 3 390.2 3037.0 . 8
190 LIT FISM L o Q.2 .3 0.2 433. 3 .3 433.3 . 4
23 PINEIN) 1.0 Q.0 0.0 9.0 122.8 0.0 122. 9 .0
L1 CRESCENT 1.0 00 90 0.0 16. 4 Q.0 1. 4 . 9
‘ 176 L1V 3 g 3.0 3106. 3 20234 3 52%2. 0 12207. 2 Jaa7. 0 12540. 4 2
184 ANTELOPE 1.0 0.6 0.1 98. 0 803, 9 0.1 906. 8 0.8
147 CAsMyTE 1.0 3.0 Q.0 8.2 192. ¢ C.0 192. 1 0.0
) a DEEP CRK 220 aNve o 1496. ¥ 423. 0 99180, 7 1876. 7 10892. 7 a38%0. &
49 PARQMAN 20 13283. 9 10901. 3 6719 3 13820. 1 13443. 8 164934 & 16378.3
| 9 CEDAR CITY 1.0 8444, 4 4700. 2 130.8 aez1. 8 a83d. 8 11i16. 6
. 189 TIPPETT 1.9 10.7 2.3 37:. 3 3369. 1 3.2 14.0
% UPPER REES a0 123 9 199.8 116.7 2093.2 134, ¢ 132.3
3 CARICO L 1.0 Q.0 0.0 0.0 12.3 Q.0 0.0
138 CRASS 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 at. 4 0.0 0.0
193 DIAMOND 1.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 1080. 4 0.0 Q.0
‘ 47 HUNT ING TON 2.0 243. & 2231 433. 4 4078. 4 ar7r. e 204. 2
B 198 oRYy 2.Q 13740, @ 194QQ%. 7 9|13 4 20644, & WIS 3 16733. 0
20t SPRING 3.0 20494 3 216127 17210. 9 26694 © a3 2 21932t
l " BEAVER 3.0 17107.7 131418 13330.0 19627.3 17397. ¢ 19939 4
'

SACECADUSE MAGITAT RANMED IN ORDER OF MEAN EFFECT INDEX GREATER THAN1O000O

At 0 ALT ALT 2 ALT J ALT 4 ALT 3 AT e
RESOURCE INDEX RESQURCE INDEX RESOUNCE INDEX RESQURCE INBEX RESOURCE INDEX RESOURCE INDEX RESOURCE InDEX
SPRING 204%4 J SPRING 21812. 7 SPRIND 17210. 9 SPRING 26694 8 SPRING 23193, 2 SNARE 23496. | SPRING 2aue
oEAVER 17107 7 oAy 16603 7 SNAKE 19629. 7 SNAKE 22730. & DRY 20793. 5 SPRING . 7 BEAVER 19939 &
ony 19720. 9 PATTERSON 17210 1| BEAVER 13330. 0 HNAMLIN 23413. 9 PATTERSON 1[6893. 2 IEAVER 2 ORY 14732 0
PATTERSON 14647 3 DEAVER 19141. @ SEV DES 14906. 8 LAKE 22441. 3 BEAVER 17397. 4 HAMLIN 2 PAROWAN 16376 3
SNanE 13718 & HAMLIN 14483 & PATTERSON 10747 2 PATTEREON 21601. 9 WAMLIN 14979, 1 LAKE . 8 nILFORD 16337 4
ramL IN 13247 8 SNAME 12260 @ HAMLIN 10344, 1 CAVE 20609. 2 SNAKE 14223. 9 SEV DES 20203. @ SNAKE 13989 7
PAROUAN 13283 9 Lang 12213. 9 - DRY 20646. 6 LAKE . 0 CAVE 19000. 8 HAMLIN 13430 2 i
MILFORD 12939 O CARDEN 11894 ] BEAVER 19827. 3 PARDWAN . @ SPRING 19480 O PATTEREON 135337 7
Skv o 11322 4 PENOYER 11484 9 SPRING 30. & CAVE 3. & PATTERSON 1804e. 3 SEV DES 14133 9
wARE 10849 9 PAROWAN 10901 2 WHITE R 2. & GARDEN 4 PARQWAN La934 & LAKE 12208 ©

CAVE 10419 3 SEV DES 18302. 1 PENOYER L@ WRITE A 166%3 @ CEDAR CITY Iitla &
PARQUAN 13820. 1 SEV DES 10233. J DRY 14608 1
STErTOE 1374%. 0 nILFORD 14348 7
CARDEN 13200. & STEPTOR 14801 3
RuBYy 12207. 3 ’UBY 129340 4
JARES 10%04. 7
PINE 10176. 0
10894. 9
DEEP CRM 10892. 7
[ 10274. 3
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Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect
index, standard deviation and standard error
for sage grouse habitat.

RANK

By. | ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
ubay | NO- | PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING
1 2 | Soyote 3,983 5,185 764 1
2 1 gg’;’_;'l‘e - 4,571 6,154 907 2
3 o |goycte. 4,684 6,006 886 3
4 4 gg;’g% . 5,157 6,846 1,008 4
5 6 ‘éé;gg:" 5,298 6,811 1,005 5
6 3 gf;yl 8,549 8,278 1,220 6
7 5 gi;“rd 8,690 8,194 1,208 7
3955

!Computed from columns of table.

2Using mean, standard deviation and standard error.
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EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON DESGRT TORTOISE MASITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. O
34SE A COYOTE  LONG TERM POP 13947 0
9ASE § MILFORD LONG TEAR POP  13071.0
LOCATION HILES TO EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TQ B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE § DINED EFFECT
APPL  NARE N F AVE nAX MIN AVE N F AVE nAX RN AVE nﬁfﬂ nl: EC:
1 0 PAMAANAGAT 22.0 46 0 44 0 13104 7 2698 | 7248
190 covore 90 310 153 13967 0 10708 3 14473 4 1990 1906 e ‘3 2 A+ 1oges [ Bt
20 :ﬁ::n;': |: g :; g g; g x:g:g 1 ms:f.: 13;9; 1 B0 0 140 0 1140 3931.0 17690 D470 4 21794 | 12381 3 17459 3
VO hame seR 80 o :@o l". [ :igv 41 9; : xg: 01208 0 115 0 187 1 16 3 99 2 14369 7 &330 ¥ 10874 ¥
20 vimeies B g B e 2294 x;xl:o “vg x::o 100.0 984 78 1 220 6 10513 2 4317 9 7307 2
10 MUDDY R 80 100 120 13333 3 14393 B 13095 & 136 0 136 0 193 5 a e 4709 4343 332093 8 1032¢ 4 10200 3
130 0 143. 0 a9 13 3.1 13992 2 14384 2 130%0 7
2 0 CARNET 16.0 26 0 26 0 13933 1 17989 1 L4902.7 132.0 170 0 1a1 O 1237 2 484 8 928 1 1a79
20 MIDDEN VN 150 200 220 133333 14739 4 13197 & 132 0 164 0 139 0 1237 2 940.2 1023 3 u..ng': :;;;3 : :::gg H
3.0 CALIF WASH 14 0 400 27 0 13830 @ 1335 @ 14822 4 140 0 166.0 133 0 1749 O 7683 3 1199.3 17419 @ 14347 3 1609,
J 0 BLACK MINS 36 0 40 0 i3 0 13033 & 1331 @ 14382.8 142 0 180.0 141.0 3237 9 20072 4034 1 202925 10369 O 18417 |
3.0 GOLD BUTTE 40 0 48 O 34 0 14849 ¢ 12946.4 13987 | 120 0 164 0 1460 4217 4 3839 8 4971.3 21066 9 16806 2 {6960 &
10 LAS VEGAS 200 400 400 13%1 @ 3473 3 9210 O 160 O 200 0 190 O o 0.0 00 1332.2 36735 @310
1 O THAEE Law 200 a0 O 400 1i3%1 @ 3877 3 8310.0 160 0 19.0 179 0 o4 a0 0.0 13542 2 3473 3 8310 1
10 TIKeIOO § 80 420 250 15333 3 7772.0 12371.8 138 0 158 0 148 0 33 a9 1.7 15360 8 7772.3 12372 3
10 INDIAN SPR 18 0 66 0 32 0 865 4 2496. 1 9293 3 160.0 204 O 182 © o e 0.0 0.0 883 7 20981 5393 3
10 LOWER MO 200 380 290 13351 68 8% 4 11327 @ 122. 0 132 .0 137 O 201 1.0 6.2 13391.9 98%7.4 11233 ¢
EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON DESERT TORTOISE MABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO 1
BAGE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP 13947 O
BASE D: BERYL  LONG TERM POP. 12834 0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INOEX OF BASE A MiLES TQO O EFFECT INDEL OF DASE D COMDINED EFFECTS
NO  APPL  NANME N F AVE MAX .3 AVE N 1 AVE MAX 13 AvE nAx NIN AVE
309 1.0 PAHRANAGAT 22 0 aa.0 44 0 12104 7 28981 72431 .0 100.0 870 1373 0 216 & 9684 J 14477 7 2914 8 TB29 ¢
<10 I O COvYQTE Q0 310 133 1997 O 10784 J 14473 & .0 118 0 2.3 1039 8 a3 & 90 3 17606 8 10830 1 18848 1
203 2 0 MEADOW V 80 44 0 360 13863 i 10512 3 13989. 1 .0 104.0 77 0 9944 ) 4236 & 7008. 1 23807 I 14758 9 20997 4
206 1 0 WANE SPR 120 480 32.0 143828 4234 & 103123 0 92.0 7R 0 24113 4035 3 107t J 14794 3 5540 ( 11362 8
221 1 0 TuLE CES 390 360 430 991 1| 4439 4 6984 8 0 760 3.0 4526 0 1214 8 2939 9 14287 | 9634 2 937p 4
222 2.8 WIRGINR 88 C Ta o 3% 0 iA7I9 6 §ode § 12117 0 0 108.0 70.0 1130 7 2900 & 7784 2 J&300 1 12799 @ 19901 2
219 : 0 ~uDDY A 30 180 120 13935 7 14382 6 13093 & 0 112.0 3.0 11244 2 76 7 2287 @ 38799 3 14459 3 17343 4
S1a 2 0 GARNET 16 0 36.0 26 0 13333 3 13989 | 14902 7 116 0 134 0 129 0 3291 2 2054 1 2409 ” 18806 3 1ace3 2 17308 9
17 20 WIDCEN VN 160 200 22 0 15335 3 14729 4 15197 & 0128.0 121.0 3407 3 2411 5 2860 9 18962 I 17130 9 s
218 20 CALIF WASH 14 0 40.0 27 O 13430 8 13351.0 14022 ¢ 0132 0 1180 2% 4 2188 7 3099 & 19907 2 §i3730 °
215 20 ODLACA MTNS 36 0 60 O 48 0 19035 & 1391 B8 14362 8 .0 144 0 126.0 7361 ¥ 3011 1 347 O 22617 4 18373 1 a
221 20 GOLD NUTTE 4G 0 68 O 94 0 14849 4 12944 ¢ 13989 1 .0 132.0 114.0 @¢49 8 393]. 5 7118 & 21299 T 16749 ¢ 7
¢ S12 1 0 LAS VEGAS 20 0 80.0 40 0 113s1.8 3673 9 83100 .0 164.0 142.0 29 3 02 3013391 3 3873 7 1
11 1.0 THREE LAK 20 0 60.0 40 0 13%1 @ 1673 3 83100 .0 150.0 141 0 39 0 3813%91 3 273 8 2
. 1698 1 O TIkAJOG S 90 420 25 C 139833 7772 0 12371. 8 01200 110.0 216 8 360 91 913771 9 907 9 ]
tel 1 0 INDIAN SPR 38 O 450 92.0 89% & 2898 1 5299.9 0 166.0 143. 0 26 o2 24 @880 3 2498 I °
220 1.0 LOMER MO 30 0 8.0 29 O 13%1.9 6834 4 11327 8 .0 114.0 100.0 720 4 329 e e 14282 1 8909 2 )
{ EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON DESERT TORTOISE HABITAT
0 0 0 o o 0 . 5 0 0 5 . ol 0l (0 0 0 0 0 0 . e T T T e e e e 4
' ALTERNATIVE NO.
{ : BASE A: COYOTE LONG TEAM POP (3947 O
BASE D: DELTA  LONG TERM POP 13479 O
LOCATION NILES 10 A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A HILES TO 8 EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 3 CONBINED EFFECTS
NQ. APPL  NAME N F AVE MAX nt AVE N F AVE AN it AvE max min avie
209 1 O PANRANAGAT 220 O 440 13104 7 269814 7245 1 191 0 189 0 170 O 12 00 01 o 2 7043 2
210 1 0 COVOTE 00 O 133 13987 0 107de I 14473 & 171 0 262 0 217 © o1 30 00 1 2 1ea73 8
i 303 2.0 MEADOW v a0 O 36.0 126883 t 109129 13999 { 136 0 214 O i85 0 1141 @ 127 8 41a 2 L) 3 14403 &
306 1 0 WANE SPR 18. 0 O 320 14382 8 a23e & 16312 3 172 0 200 O 184 O 01 o0 0o 3 s 10012 3
I 221 1.0 TWE DES s 0 Q a3 0 9941 | 4439 4 a9B6 & 163 0 1846 O 174 O 03 o0 [-INY 4 4 o984 ?
2323 20 VIRGINR 200 O 920 14719 4 9@% 4 12117 0 140 0 220 0 180 0 1831 1 99 0 201 e ’ 4 12810 4
f 219 10 muoDY R a0 O 120 13933 3 14382.9 13035 6 208.0 224 O 21e O 00 20 o0 ] 8 130998 &
H 216 2.0  GARNET 16. 0 O 26 0 19333 J 1390% 1 14902 7 230 0 244 0 233 O 74 o s 48 3 . e 14931 »
' 217 2.0 MIDDEN VN 160 0 220 19399 3 14739 4 13197 6 328 0 238 O 232 0 74 @ 43 3 Se 3 . & 13293 ¢
{ 218 2.0 CALIF WASH 14 0 0 27 0 1350 8 13%1.0 14822 4 214 0 242 O 378 O 127 9 27 .0 2 s 14890 3 b
b i 213 2.0 BLACK WTNG 3b. 0 O 480 15038 & 13961.9 14382 @ 220 0 2% 0 238 0 1322 3 700 1 1048 1 0 1 13430 9
i 4 221 3.0 GOLD WUTTE 40.0 O 94 0 14049 4 12944 4 13909 | 206 O 242.0 224 O  1¥9e 4 %60 7 1403 4 » 115394 3
. 212 1.0 LAS VEGAS 30 O 0 €00 13%1 B 36739 ©310.0 222 0 272.0 292 O 0.0 2o oo e 3 @no o
211 1.0 THREE LAk 20.0 O 40.0 13%1.6 3673 9 ©310.0 230.0 263 O 249 O o0 0o 6o 8 s e3io 0
1599 1.0 TIKAGDO § B8 0 0 290 15393 1 77730 12371 8 204 0 239 0 214.0 a0 o0 00 H 0 12371 @
161 .0 INDIAN SPR 2J8.0 0 920 883 4 3698 1 9293 9 224 0 272.0 248 Q ) aa e . vos29% Y
220 1.0 LOWEN M3 20.0 0 29.0 133%81.@ 893 4 11327 @ 198 0 228 0 212. 0 00 o0 00 8 411327 @
1
'. EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON ORSERT TORTOISE WABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO
BASE A BERYL LONG TERM #0P 14943.0
wASE 8. SLY LONG TERM POP 14347 O
LOCATION nILES TO A CFFECT INDEX OF BASE A ALLES TO 8 EPPECT INDEX OF BASE O COMDINED EFFECTS
NQ. APPL  NAME » r avE A nn avE N [ ave max LI AVE NAL AN AVE
N 09 1.0 PAMRANAGAT 74 Q 1000 €7 0 1812 & 6 M s W10 oury ] a0 1.2 21208 22 0 .
210 1 0 cgvore 710 119.0 923  2iee 7 2 " ad20 0187 3 ? o0 0.0 27s @ 02 .
309 2.0 MEADOM V  30.0 104.0 77 0 131301 2 %a%2.1 1100 0 164 0 " se3 § 1729 ) 17302 0 0 3
206 1.0 KANME SPR 44 O 92.0 4.0 . 3 1414 2 124 0 0138 0 ¢ 12 0 3210 & 33a % 3
221 1.0 TwE DES 50.0 76.0 43.0 1 7 22932 0 134 0 0 166 0 . o 2.4 6118 ) 1004 2 4.
q 223 2.0 VIRGINR 320 1080 700 .0 s 10276.4 120 O 0 1% 0 0 3339 1197 3 18342 7 Seus °
219 1.0 MUDDY R 10.0 112.0 &3 0 2 3 3020 3 166 O 0 172.0 2 o0 01 14044 & 101 3 .
. 3ts 2.0 QARNET 116.0 136 0 13% 0 E 0 2440 0 102.0 0192 0 ) 32 332 % 4THO 7 Q934 ¢ 3
217 2.0 HIDDEN v N 114 0 120.0 121 O . e 3803 3 102 0 01870 s 3333 4ney e 33171 [
218 2.0 CALIF WASM 104.0 132.0 118 O .2 1 4092.0 176.0 0 190.0 2 30394 303 2 3088 4 .
L4 213 2.0 BLACK WTNS 109.0 144 O 124.0 K 7 8367 0 1900 0 200.0 e 1941 7 2338 4 Q 9387 s
232 3.0 QOLD SUTTE %6 O 132.0 114.0 1 ¢ 9397 7 186.0 0 202 0 * 1462 4 2234 7 .0 %330 3 .
1 212 1.0 LAS VEGAS 122.0 164.0 142 0 39.0 3 401000 0 198.0 ] 0.0 o0 9 o3 °
A 211 1.0 TMREE LAX 1220 140 O 141.0 ™o s 31 170 0 1900 1 0.0 o0 o o3 31
1698 1.0 TIMASOO 8 100.0 120 0 1100 2040 3 1314 1380 0 130 . 0.0 o .9 73 1321
1ol 1.0 INDIAN SPR 134 O 166 O 1430 .. 3 3.21%0 0 180.0 M 0.0 oo H o2 32
220 1.0 LOMER MO 04 0 116.0 1000 9311 § 3060 166 0 0 180.0 F] 0.0 0.0 .3 av s ass o
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EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERANATIVES ON DESERT TORTOISE MAQITAT

. ALTERNATIVE NO .
BASE A: BERYL LONG TERM POP 14942 O
BASE 8: COYOTE LONG TERN POP. 121990
LOCATION RILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO D EFFECT INDEX OF 8ASKE O COMRINGED EFFECTS
NO. APPL,  NAME N r A MAX AlN AVE N AVE mAX nIN AVE RAX niN A
'
: 20% 1.0 PANRANAGAT 74.0 1000 ©7.0 -] 771.4 22.0 .0 44.Qr 100009 2040.7 9333.9 11821.9 2046 7 4204 ¢
N 210 1.0 COvOTE 71.0 114.0 92 9 . a 913. 6 [- -] o 139 O 0230.2 110959 14399 7 9323 4 11971. 9
209 3.0 MEADOW V 30.0 106.0 77.0 .2 31 [ -] 0 3.0 3.6 0029 1 10684 4 25240 7 13648 2 199365
f 206 1.0 WNANE SR 44.0 22.0 718 0 .3 1414.2 160 .0 3.0 1 4761 @ 8029 1 14168.7 2297 1 944d.3
! 22t 1.0 TWE DES 300 74.0 #3.0 .7 3392.0 24 0 O 43%.0 9 23390.7 9306 1 137150 4994 3 8a0% 1§
l QW2 2.0 VIRGINN 3201080 7200 .4 10276. 4 20.0 .0 33.0 4 67642 9294 5 J6519. 4 11917 3 19330 ¢
2t 1.0 muoDy R 18 0 112.0 3.0 2 2020.3 a0 .0 1290 & L093%.1 11498 9 36724 8 11006.J0 14519 2
i 216 2.0 GARNET 116.0 134 0 12%. 0 .8 440.0 16.0 0 2.0 L6 10684 4 11382 2 16172.7 1329 2 14822 1
! 317 2.0 HIDDEN V N 1140 128.0 121.0 & 38023 160 o 220 .6 11237.4 11607 3 16379 O 14441.0 19410.7
{ 218 2.0 CALIF waSH t04 0 132.0 110.0 .1 4092.0 14 0 .9 27.0 9 10338.0 11320. 8 17972.7 13221. 1 1%412. @
) 213 2.0 BLACK MTNS 108 0 144.0 136.0 .7 6247.0 6.0 .0 48.0 9 103%9.0 10903 1 21481.0 1697).7 19222 1
223 3.0 GOLD SUTTE 94.0 132.0 114.0 .9 R197.7 40.0 .0 340 .4 9886.0 106d4 4 22496. 3 17379 ¢ 20082 i
212 1.0 LAS VEGAS 122 .0 1464.0 143.0 0.9 40 200 .0 40.0 0 2005.7 &346.9 10397.0 2803.9 42% ¢
211 1.0 THREE LAK 132.0 140.0 141.0 .S 5.1 200 .0 40.0 .0 28093.7 6346 9 10397.0 2R06. 1 352 O
1498 1.0 TIRABOO § 1100.0 120.0 110.0 .3 121. 4 80 .0 2% 0 & 9939.9 9449 | 12166.6 9987 4 9970 9
160 1.0 INDIAN SPR 124 0 166.0 143.0 .2 3.2 2%8.0 .0 %2.0 2 2060.7 4044 3 6796.0 2041.0 4047 7
220 1.0 LOWER mO 84 0 116.0 100.0 .8 2W\s.0 20.0 .0 29 0 .0 6764.2 8631 7 11309.1 6833. 9 99377
L)
'
i
i
!
¢ .
i
|
EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON DESERT TORTOISE HABITAT
1
ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASE A: MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 17221.0
BASE §: ELY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
LOCATION RILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 EFFECT INDEX OF OASE 0 COMDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME ~ 4 AVE HA MIN AVE N L4 ave MAX nIN ave naAX BTt avE
K 1 0 PAMRANAGAT 108 0 .0 123.0 147. 4 72 33.8 97.0 139.0 1172. 3 308. 2 4.0 51.2 4%%. & 13.3 87.0
210 1.0 covare 123. 0 o 151.3 3.8 9.0 1.9 192.0 343.0 187 9 1.7 ) oo a7 3 0.0 19
209 2.0 PMEAOOW Vv [ LX) .0 114.0 7914 1 2330.6 4372 1 110.0 1760 0 144.0 41719 %358 1729 1 11988 O 2096. 4 6301 ¢
08 1.0 WANE SPR 102.0Q .0 119.0 246. 9 a3 77.9 124 0 132.0 138.0 27.0 1.2 60 2739 2.6 9 0
2t 1.0 TWE 0ES 88.0 .0 100.0 730 0 1029 290.7 134.0 136.0 144.0 94 Q.9 24 7394 1038 2931
232 2.0 VIRGINR 8 0 .0 103.0 10743 4 2200.0 9390 8 120.0 192.0 1%.0 3300.8 333 % 1197 3 14048 2 23328 o766 ¢
219 1.0 mUDDY R 136.0 .0 143. 0 9.1 1.9 4.1 166.0 178.0 172.0 0.2 00 01t s 3 1.8 42
216 2.0 GanNET 192.0 .0 t61.0 1630 0 902.2 1222. @ 182.0 202 0 192.0 488 5 2231 3239 21123 112% & 13%.3
217 2.0 WIDDEN Vv N 132.0 .0 1398.0 1630 0 1107 0 1349.2 182.0 192.0 187.0 488.3 3333 404 7 211G. 9 1440.3 1792.9
218 2.0 CALIF WaSH 140 O .0 193 0 2330.6 10349 1380 0 176.0 204.0 190. 0 408 2 03 o 3460.9 2938 8 1240.2 1940. 4
219 2.0 BLACK MTNS 142 O 0 lel. O 45901.0 J962.0 9331%5.2 190.0 210.0 200.0 23790.9 1941 7 2338.4 9691.8 95903 & 786337
223 2.0 GOLD BUTTE 13680 0 145.0 @191.39 %083 3 4349 7 18560 218.0 202. 0 29687.9 1662 4 2234 7 11179 3 a747.7 8804 4
212 1.0 LAS VEGAS 150 0 .0 180.0 0.9 Q.0 0.0 180.0 216.0 198.0 0.0 o0 (L] oS g.0 00
211 1.0 THREE LAK 140 O .0 179 0 0.9 ‘0.0 0.0 174.0 206.0 190. 0 91 0.0 Q0.0 a6 0.0 Q.0
1499 1.0 TINADOO § 136.0 .0 148.0 72 0.6 2.2 136 0 1760 1%. 0 76 o0 0.7 148 0.7 N
160 1.0 INDIAM SPR 140 O Q 182 0 9 0.0 0 0 134 0 206.0 180.0 09 [ ] 0.0 1 4 0.0 0.0
220 1.0 (OWER MO 132 0 .0 137 0 9.6 1.4 6.1 1464.0 194.0 180.0 0.2 c.0 0.0 L} 1.6 6.1
EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON OESERT TORTOISE WADBITAT
M_TERNATIVE NO. [
DASE A. MILFORD LONO TERM POP 17221.0
0ASE 3: CAYOTE LONG TERM POP 12199 0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 8 COMOINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NANE N F AVE nA MIN AVE N F AVE mMAX HEN avE nAX "IN AVE
209 1.0 PANRANAGAT 108 O 12@ 0 t23.0 147 4 72 3%.8 22.0 O 44 0 10008. ¢ 2040.7 9332 9 101%. 3 2048.0 9%% )
210 1.0 <avoTE 133 0 180.0 191 8 Js. 0 00 1.9 0.0 0 159 12193 0 8228 2 110959 13230.0 6238. 2 11037 4
209 2.0 MEADOW V 88.0 140.0 114 0 76141 2330.4 4372.2 0.0 O J36.0 12113 8 80291 10484 4 19929 7 10039 7 192%6 &
206 1.0 WANE SPR 102 O 128 0 1130 2409 1.9 779 160 0 320 10983 1 4761.8 6029 1 11231. & 47622 8107 O
22t 1.0 TWE DES 98 0 112.0 100 O 730 © 102. 9 290.7 J4 0 0 430 76C7.9 3390 7 5336 ! Q3I7 9 24914 Se2s 9
222 2.0 VIRGIN R 48 0 142 0 109 0 107434 22003 93%0.8 28 0 0 %20 11237 4 &764.2 9234 3 22000 @ 894 4 14943 3
219 1.0 MDY R 136 0 190 0 143 0 91 L8 41 80 O 120 118580 6 10999 1 114989 11889 & 10984. 0 °
31a 2.0 OARNET 192 0 170.0 161.0 1430.0 %03.3 12224 180 0 2600 11890. 5 10684 ¢ 11362.2 13910. 6 11388 & .
217 20 WIDDEN V N 1320 3484 0 199 0  1630.0 11070 1348.2 16 O 0 22.0 11860 & 11297 4 11607 J 13910. 6 12364 & ..
218 2.0 CALLF WwASH 140 0 166.0 t93 0 2330.6 10349 1330.0 140 0o 27 0 9 1033980 11J30. 9 14384 1 11392 ¢ [ ]
319 3.0 BLACK MTNS 142 0 180 O 3410 4901.0 J942.0 9321%.2 6.0 0 448.0 ® 10296 .0 10903 1 183999 14320. 0 3
223 2.0 GOLD GUTTE 138.0 144 0 1460 8191.3 50833 %49 7 40.0 o 340 4 9808.0 10484 & 19332. 9 14973, 3 1
212 1.0 LAS vEGAS 140.0 200.0 180 © [- 3] 0.0 0.0 20.0 0 0.0 0 2903.7 #34s 9 10230.9 200%. 7 9
211 1.0 THREE LA 1860.0 190.0 179 O [ 3% ] 0.0 0.0 300 0 40.0 0 087 6346.9 107%30. 3 2803 7 9
1499 1.0 TIKAJOO S 13I8 0 198.0 148 O 72 0.6 23 0890 o 2330 6 359339 %440 | 116887.0 IV e .
141 1.0 INDIAN SPR 140.0 304 O 182. 0 Q.3 0.0 00 280 0 %o 2 2060.7 4044 3 4764 7 We0 7 3
220 1.0 LOWEN MO 122.0 192.0 137.0 s 1.4 a1 2090 0 3.0 0 6764.2 8631.7 10397 &4 6763. 9% .9
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COMIINED AVERAGE EFFECT INDEXES OF BASING ALTEANATIVES ON DESERT TORTOINE WADITAT

.

LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX OV ALTERNATIVE
N APPEAL ] 1 a 3 4 .
09 PAMRANAGAT 1.0 7373 783%. 4 734%. 3 a22. 6 204. 9 .0 3569.2
20 cavorg 1.0 14476. 7 164864. | 1447%. & 313. 6 1IN 1.9 11097 ¢
203 MEADOM v 20 17439.3  20097. 4 14409. ¢ 10901.2 19935. 9 4201. ¢ 192%. &
acs KANE 8PR 1.0 10971.7 11583.¢ 103129 1420. 3 9442. 3 4.0 107. 0
b TAE D&s t.0 7307. 3 ”326. 4 ov8e. 7 3393. & 8609 3 293. 1 3826. 9
22 VIRGIN R 3.0 164360. 3 19901.2 12018. 4 11474.0  19320. ¢ 4700. 4 14949.2
219 mDoY A 1.0 150%8. 7 17243, 4 13093. 6 020.4 14319.2 L ] 11903. 0
s QARNET a0 19820.8  179%00. 9 14991. & 3779.9 148224 19%.J 12604. ¢
ay HIDOEN V N 20 142209 180703 132929 4200.0 1%410.7 1793. ¢ 12999.
a8 CALLIF wAShH 30 16031.6 17922 0 14890. 3 4433. 6 13412. 8 1940. & 13900. 8
213 SLACK MINS 30 18M2.1 .8 13430.9 10583. % 19332. 1 763). 7 14300. 2
23 GOLD BUTTE 3.0 18960. 4 21107.7 19394. 3 116932. 4 20082.1 . 4 17234. 2
2312 LAS VEGAS 1.0 310 1 1 8210. 0 4.0 6330. 9 0.0 4340. @
sl THREE LAM 1.0 €210. 1 ). 9 8210. 0 3.1 4333.0 0.0 6des. 9
1070 TInAB0O 9 1.0 133733 124820 La371. 0 1aa. 1 9370. 9 3.0 9433 4
1ol INDIAN SPR .0 9299. 93 9297. ¢ 3293. 3 2.2 4047. 7 0.0 4044. 3
220 LONER MO 1O 11332.% 113444 113278 206.0 "37.? 81 %30 9

DESERT TORTOISE MABITAT RANAED IN ORDER OF MEAN RFFECT INDREX OAEATER THANIO00O

art o 1 AT 2 AT 2 ~aT 4 ar 3 art s
AESOURCE INDEX RESOUACE INDEX AESOURCE fNOER Agsounce INDEX NESOURCE TNORX [AIOURCE 1082
QOLO UTTE 211077 SLACK NYNE 19430. 9 OOLD BUTTE 1143Z2. 8 OOLD SUTTE 20082. 1 90LD BVYTE 17234
BLACR NTNS 20997. 4 GOLD OUTTE 13394. 3 VIRQIN R 11474. 0 MEADOMW V 19936. 3 BLACK NTNS 14200.
AEADOW V 20639 HIDDEN V N 1323]. ¥ MEADON V 10901. 3 VIROIN B 199%0. ¢ v 133%
viRgln n 19901. @ MUDDY R 15093. & BLACK NMTNS 10383. 9 SLACK NTNE 192331 VIRUIN & 16843
#iDDEN V N 18078 GARNET 14931. 6 CALIF uaSK 13412. 6 HMIDDEN v N 13933
CALIF uABM 17922. 0 CALIF WASM 14890.2 NIDDEN V N 19810.7 CALIF MASH 12900
cARNET 17308. 3 COvoTk 18473. & CARNET 14822. 1 SARNKT 12600
MUO0Y A 17343. & MEADOW V 14409. ¢ MODY R 149319.3 oDy R 11903
cavore 14846. 1 VIRCIN R 4 covore 11971. 9 covott 13097
TInAROD 8 12463. 8 TINABOOD &

LOMER MO 149 LOWER MO .
RANE SPR 11544. & KANE SPR 10932. 9
I1-39
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Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect
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index, standard deviation and standard error for
desert tortoise habitat.
nggx ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
MEAN | NO- PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX' ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING
Milford
1 5 Ely 2,075 3,143 762 1
2 3 | Beryl 3.922 4,428 1,074 2
Ely . » 4,
Milford
3 6 Coyote 10,518 4,127 1,001 3
Coyote
4 2 Doy ta 11,932 3,493 847 4
Beryl
5 4 Covote 12,366 5,392 1,308 6
Coyote
6 ) Milford 12,911 4,392 1,065 5
Coyote
7 1 Beryl 14,308 5,277 1,280 7
3954

!Computed from columns of table.

?Using mean, standard deviation and standard error.
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EFFECT INDEX OF DASINO ALTERNATIVES DN PRONGHORN WEY HABITAT

ALTERNATIVE NO. ]

BABE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP 13947 O ]
SASE §: MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 13075.0
LOCAYIOM MILES TO A CFFECT INDEX OF BASE A nILES TO O FFECT INDEX A ) )
NO. . N 4 ave nax NIN AVE N F AVE ¢ En:xl ok n?: . s‘.{',g J‘f“““‘f;i”“’iv;
L3 3.0 SNAnE 132.0 229.0 176.9  7243.% 14074 3764.2 43.0 112 77.
E] 1.0 PING 108.0 152.0 120.0 136 7 (] 16,1 9.0 sx.g :n.: :g?;;'s :;g? f :;:; g 10264 6 4322 &4 T2a6 ;
. 2.0 wilTe 190.0 214.0 186.0 1330.0 149.2 447.8 40.0 102.0 71.3 111021 4427 3 7738 ( 12392 1 4376 7 8223 9
? 1.0 FISH SPR 190.0 243.0 .9 0.0 0.0 0.0 82.0 129.0 103. 3 qe0. 2 16 7 139 1 940 2 167 29
9 1 0 DUCWAY 220 0 232.0 . 0 00 0.0 0.0 96.0 132.0 11%.0 299 3 107 $9 2 2%9 2 10 7 lsv ;
° 2.0 COVF CRM  201.0 243 0 [ 489 3.7 1.6 1020 182.0 123.0 4427 3 (8222 2791 & 4476 5 1633 9 W23 2
4 3.0 S&v oEs 171.0 243. 0 O 43393 4932 1967.0 23.0 129.0 B82.0 12264.6 4143 4 9639 3 16604 O 6338 6 11522 &
46A 10 SEV LAME  134.0 193.0 174. 3 10 00 C.1 23.0 770 30.0 10332 4 1182 3 4711 & 10930 & 1182 3 4711 8
30 1.0 mILFOAD 117.0 199.0 . 0 " 0.9 4.7 0.0 0.0 10.0 13071.0 11102 1 i3%46 2 13130 8 11102 6 12999 O
93 2.0 DBERYL-ENT .0 119.0 .0 13302.4 8400.6 10329.1 23.0 90.0 31.3 12741.1 9778 1 11349 7 24963 & 18178 7 21918 &
%4 1.0 WAN WAN 0 143.0 . 0 0.3 0.3 2.8 9.0 490 29.0 126439 4903 7 9T73 2 12679 | 4906 O °a;7 [
139 1 0 noEEM 0 22¢.0 .9 0.0 0.0 0.0 179.0 213.0 1%. 8 Q.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 o0
140 2.0 MONITOR 0 203.0 .0 1938.9  200.2  33.9 104.0 209.0 197. % 383 0 1913 244 2 1941 7 @9 B 897 1
181 1.0 RALSTON 0 148.0 . 9 0.2 0.2 2.0 194.0 222, 0 208.0 Q0.0 o0 o0 33 2 22 20
149 1. 0 STONE CDN 01330 . 3 " 0.9 11,3 177.0 206.0 193. 9 0.0 oo oo 93 3 o9 541
151 1.0 ANTELOPE 0 i97.0 . 0 0.1 0.0 0.0 172.0 194. 0 183.0 Q1 0.0 00 o2 0.0 00
139 1.0 LITTLE MO 0 188. 0 . 0 94.3 0.0 .1 148.0 175.0 161. % 1.7 9.0 03 %6 o 01 1.4
134 2.0 HOT CAM 0 163.0 .0 9183.7 1061.3 2999 .6 1460.0 186.0 172. 0 939 0  383.0 616 6 6142 7 1444 2 7D 1
170 2.0 PENOYER o 90 .0 10373.0 4397.0 9310.0 134.0 168.0 151.0 20921 7337 1274 0 12667 1t IC9L O 9586
173 1.0 RAILROAD 0 t71.0 .0 9.5 0.1 22.1 118.0 178.0 146.0 44 3 a0 17 1004 0 01 3a
179 2.0 STEPTOE 0 243.0 .3 2498.1 30.6 4410 92.0 1751.0 131.9 93910 9 6614 2278 7 68309 O 700 O 2680 3
180 2.0 LAg 0 138.0 -0 3793.3 23W7.0 I764.2 62.0 920 77 3 @718 1 9%0 9 7081 7 14472 1 7797 9 (C84Y 9
B4 2.0 SPRING 0 218.0 .0 4439.4 1251 9923 2.0 142.0 102.0 6830.0 1670 0 452: 1 13269 4 17931 9313 8
9% 2.0 HAMLIN O 145.0 .0 AE30.7 1848.3 3834.3 37.0 73.0 % O 113549 7362 & 9491 3 18223 & 9231 1 13247 @
202 2.0 PATTERSON 0 103.0 -0 §993.9 3408.3 7113.4 2.0 630 73.9 88300 62393 6 7331 9 17823 B 1les2. 1 14647 3
1378 2.0 G1Q SMOMY 0 232.0 ] a7s. 9 3.8  3220.% 212.0 236.0 223. 0 133.2 4 & 46 8101 et 3032
150 1.0 LIT FISH L 0 182.0 . 0 1.0 0.0 0.2 180.0 19.0 188 O 00 ] o0 10 00 02
32 L0 PINEIN) 0 278. 0 .0 0.0 Q0 0.0 200.0 334.0 218. 0 Q.0 20 0.0 00 0.0 o0
S6 1.0 CARSCENY 0 260 0 ] 9.0 0.0 0.0 239.0 234.0 232.0 Q.0 oo g0 00 0.0 e o
176 3.0 ANUAY 0 2880 . 0 1640. ¢ J71.3 @17.4 176 0 214.0 196. 0 207 @ 1979 4 2209 1 484D 3 1946. % 2106 3
186 1.0 ANTELOPE 0 262.0 [] 9.0 0.0 0.0 142.0 172.0 157 0 3.9 o1 -3 3 01 0.6
I87 1.0 COSWUTE 0 ase. 0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 142.0 204 0 182.0 0.3 0o 60 03 ) 00
3 2.0 DEEP CAM 0 244.0 ] 177. 4 %.7 €2.1 118.0 130.0 124.0 31%.9 13139 2092 1 3234 0 1332 & o179 2
49 2.0 PARDUAN 0 te0. 0 O 3046.7 896.3 1637 3 24.0 44 0 24 0 12324 9 10737 9 1lb6le & 15171 2 11624 2 13272.8
n 1.0 CEDban CITY 0 150.0 X ] 163.7 1.6 1999 160 9.0 23.0 11774 1 4711 4 6390 3 11936 9 4713 1 B400 4
32 1.0 LUND DIST Q9 140 0 o .2 9.4 36.7 12.0 48.0 300 12324 9 3102 8 S0%2 & 12318 | 3169 2 5089 2
189 1.0 TIPPEYT 03320 ° 0.0 0.0 0.0 120.0 144 0 132. 0 38 .6 2.8 107 38 o 28 107
EFFECT INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON PRONGHOAN MEY MADITAT
ALTERNATIVE NQ. 3
DABE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP 13947 O
BASE 0: BERVL LONG TERM POP  13034.0
LOCATION nILES TO A CFPECT INDEX OF BASE A nILES TO B EFFECT INOEX OF BASE 8 COMDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  HAME L] F nAK "IN AV N F AVE MAX MIN AVE mAax "IN AVE
4 2.0 SNane 102.0 229.0 170.9  7343.1 1407. 4 784 L0137 0 94 0 11406.0 9478.9 9396 18531 1 7086 2 12360 9
) 1.0 PINE 100.0 192.0 130.0 138. 7 1. 1e. .0 a2 11244 2 2672.8 6479 3 11380 ¥ T674 1 0893 s
& 2.0 waTe 150.0 214.0 106.0 1290.0 149 2 447, . O 136, 6 29390 4913 9 9736 4 TE? O 3IM 4
7 1.0 FISH SPR  198.0 249.0 231.9 0.0 0.0 o. .0 154, [} 0.0 11.7 109 8@ o8 1
[} 1.0 OUGHAY 30 0 2352.0 2. 0 - X Q0.0 0. . O 182, 7 0.3 2.7 19 7 o3 27
’ 2.0 GOVT CAW 231 O 203.0 247 © 0. v 13.7 an. .0 17a. 3 9862 11224 3067 3 398 1 1139 O
s 2.0 SEvV OGS 171.0 363.0 217.0 43239.3  493.2 :087. .0 2 J678.1 6792 2 14384 3 3371 3 8839 2
40A 1.0 SEV LAXE 194 0 193.0 174.3 1.0 0.0 0. .0 e 1426 9738 3904 & 1425 9728
S0 1.0 mhEORD 117 0 199.0 138. 0 [ 0.9 .. .0 4 16390 4720 9 9379 2 1840.0 4727 »
23 3.0 MMAYL-ENT 77 0 119.0 ¥9.0 .4 §400. & 10329 . 0 0 12003.3 12773 9 23036 4 2003 9 23103 ¢
24 1.0 WAM WAM 123.0 143.0 143.0 2 0.2 3. . 0 4 1439 8 49103 9772 & 1640 1 917 3
139 1.0 RQOEM 1809.0 326.0 207. % 0.0 0.0 0. .0 1 o0 oo 0 1 00 0.0
140 2.0 MONETOR 191.0 203.0 177.0 .0 238.2 X .0 3 9.0 4619 23200 032 (114 @
140 1.0 RACSTON 132 0 168.0 1433 . 2 0.2 a .0 1 0.0 00 33.2 oa HE
149 1.0 STONE CEN  $32.0 199.0 130. 9 . 4 0.9 . .0 s 0.1 03 96. 9 [ 11 4
191 1.0 ANTELOPE 147 O 197 O 182.0 Y 0.0 . . 0 ) 0.0 o1 9 e 00 9
199 1.0 LITTLE SMO 118 O 180.0 132.0 .3 0.0 . .0 s 0.2 1.3 a1.9 02 2.4
13 2.0 MNOT CRAR 109.0 1632.0 134.0 .7 1061.32 2993 .0 @ 1037 6 14150 7074 3 2098 8 21970 3
170 2.0 PENOYER 3.0 930 9.0 .0 4337.3 €310 . Q 2 2168.7 3174 9 14Q14 2 BI26 0 11484 9
173 1.0 RAILAQAD 92.0 171.0 137.0 . 9 Q.1 N . 1.9 W4 114 2 18 7 3
179 2.0 SYEPTOR 132 0 242.0 197 9 L1 20 6 . 0 1 437.0 1088 4 %047 3  47% 6 1330 2
183 2.0 Lag 100.0 138.0 119.0 . 2387.0 .0 1 43943 B844% U 16193 4 Bo4l 4 13210 9
184 2.0 SPRING 132. 0 218.0 31895.0 . & 13%. 1 . Q Q 13929 46268 0 14483 7 137B 0 Y818 S
196 2.0 WAMIN 9.0 143 0 0 7 10689 .0 S 7339 1 10627 3 19333 ) 9097 & 14483 o
303 2.0 PATTEASON 73.0 102.0 8% 0 ® 9408.9 ] 0 8088, 4 10194 7 20219 8 14398.9 17310 |
1378 2.0 010 SMORY 174.0 222.0 204.0 76. % 0.0 . 3 84.0 162. 0 973 2 149 8 390 9
190 1.0 LIT PISM L 194 O 183.0 1a0.0 1.9 %0 . 4 0. Q1 () 0.1 03
9 1.0 PINEINY 334 0 370.0 391.0 0.0 %9 . 0 00 00 090 00 o0
34 1.0 CRESCENT 250 O 300.0 849.0 0.0 0.0 . 0 Q0 0.0 o0 o0 0.0
174 2.0 AUBY 334.0 300.0 234.0 1640.4 J71.2 .6 13148 2016.9 47901 1389 ¥ 2834 )
186 1.0 ANTELOPE 234 0 2432.0 248.0 0.0 0.0 .0 Q.0 Qi 1.0 Q0 ot
187 1.0 GOSWTE 262.0 200.0 383.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 Q.0 Q.0 0.1 Qo0 [ X}
2 2.0 OREP CRR  210.0 244.0 237.0 \77. 4 2.7 268 7 623.0 1373.0 46 1 #6(.7 4861
49 2.0 PARQUAN 120 0 108.0 149.0  3046.0 0%.2 10719. 9 7341.9 9212.4 133662 9430 3 10849 7
$1 1.0 CEUDAR Cilv 106 0 130.0 120.0  16d.7 [ F319.4 42364 £479.3 9483 | 4230.0 ee99 4
93 1.0 LUND DISY 104 0 140.0 132. 0 193.2 3.4 12903. 1 6479 9 10163.2 12096. 3 4604 0 10161 ¢
193 1.0 TiEPETY 304.0 232.0 2180.0 6.9 6.0 10.9 0.3 2.4 109 I8 ] .4
]t
- N - — — [N
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EFFECT [INDEX OF DASING ALTERNATIVES ON PRONGMORN KEY HMAQITAT

JASE A COvOoTE

ALTEANATIVE 0.

2

LONG TERM POP  :3767 O
BASE §° DELTA LONG TERM POP 12679 0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TO 3 EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 8 COMDINED EFFECTS
0 APPL NARE N L4 MAX MIN A ~N F avE AR "IN AVE max MIN AvE
3.0 SNAKE 132.0 229.0 178. 9 7243 1 31807 4 3764 2 I3 0 TT O e O 12939 8 10433 9 6 20184.8 13061 3 19429 7
1.0 PINE 109. 0 192.0 130. 0 136 7 1.3 16t 600 91.0 993 3341.2 4637 7 9477.9 447.0 19208
2.0 &HlTE 19 0 214.0 184 0 1230 0 1492 467 3 2.0 44.0 2350 13019.8 10813 1 .7 142699 10962, 3 12539 5
1.0 FISH SPR 199 0 249.0 221. 9 [ X] oo 00 329 630 423 1132 Y 2707.1 .4 113226 @ t 384 &
t O JUGWAY 320 0 292.0 236 O 00 00 Q0 320 6O 490 9004 1 29113 .9 900&. 1 3 N3 9
2.0 GOVF CARK 331 0 263 0 2479 58 9 127 31.8 330 770 3% O 12071.7 746780 .0 12160 & 3 9% s
3.0 SEv DES 171 0 2601.0 217 Q 42390 932 397 0 00 &b 0 33.0 1326790 L1226 9 9 17919. 3 1 149069
10 SEV LAKE 194 0 [93.0 174 3 1.0 0.0 0.1 20 48.0 250 138%.7 33412 .0 13697 7 2 10999
1.0 MILFORD 117 0 139.0 138. 0 I 8 0.9 6.7 3301290 820 a2% 7 19. 4 .3 @3%.3 9 980
3.0 BEAYL-ENT 77 0 119.0 98.0 12202 4 6400. 4 10229 | 72.0 164.0 119.0 108131 3920.3 .9 2301%. 5 9 17326.0
1.0 WAH WAM 122 0 143.0 143 © 332 0.3 28 350 740 943 Q297 (4614 3 83200 7 4073.3
1.0 KOBEW 189 0 226 0 207 % 0.0 0.0 0.0 168.0 209.0 186. 3 0.1 0.0 .0 0.1 [ 0.0
2.0 MONITOR 191.0 203.0 177 0 1333.6 238 2 492.9 183.0 217 0 200.0 440.7 112.0 9 2007.9% 2 e s
1 0 RALSTON 133 0 t6d O 143 Y 232 0.2 2.9 200 0 246 0 227 O 0.0 0.0 . 0 2.2 2 2.9
1.0 STOME CON 112.0 199.0 133.3 93. 4 0.9 12,1 194.0 232.0 219 © 0.0 0.0 .0 9% 4 . tt
1 O ANTELOPE 1% O 197 O 183.0 o1 Q0.0 0.0 1632.0 1846 0 174 9 0.3 0.0 .1 0.4 ] o1
1.0 LITTLE SMO 118.0 188.0 193.0 94,3 0.0 1.1 148.0 180 0 164 O 1.8 0.0 2 %6 1 . 0 1.4
2.0 HOT CR® 109.0 163 0 124 0  9183. 7 1061.2 3999 6 169 O 206. 0 197 3 741.9  180.1 .3 3929 & .3 29341
2.0 PENOVER 530 930 B80.0 10373.0 $337 3 8310 O 166 0 209.0 189 3 822.0 187 @ 4 111972 1 9718.9
1.0 RAILROAD 33 0 171.0 127 O 939 9 01 22t 126 0 209 O 187 S 2t.0 0.0 L1 980. % : 2.2
2.0 STEPTCE 132 0 243 0 187 % 2698 I 6 441.8 060 1260 106.0 431 2 27071 .3 9129 4 4 o798
20 LAKE 100 0 139 0 t19 0 9799 3 2297 0 3744 2 92.0 111 O t101. 9 3747 2 3090. 8 . @ 11922, 3 8 8343 0
2.0 SPRING 112.0 219 0 163 0 3439 4 1231 9323 630 96.0 ©1.% 0808.3 3133 9 .4 133279 0 7937 9
2.0 HAMLIN 91.0 1430 118. 0  46898.7 1848 3 J\36 I 46 0 109 0 633 B770.3 44e0 9 8 13629 1 4 10364 |
2.0 PATTERSEN 73.0 102.0 89 0 989939 %408.9 711% 4 102 0 136 0 114 0 473L. 4 2707.1 .8 1372% 3 6 10747 2
2.0 910 SMCKY 1746 O 232.0 204 O a’6 9 3.8 228 % 218 0 2% 0 237 O 107 1 17 1 3 71840 e 2729
L0 LIT FISH L 136 0 182 0 163 O ) 00 0.2 194 0 216 0 205 O 0.0 00 .0 1.0 [} Q.2
10 PINE(N) 226 0 278.0 291.0 30 .0 0.0 186 0 216 O 201.0 0.0 90 [ 0.0 [} Q.0
1.0 CRESCENT 330 0 280 O 243 0 20 9.0 00 208 02360221 0 Q.0 0.0 . 0 0.0 -] Q.0
3 0 suDy 324 03208 0 296 0 15640.4 371.2 917 4 146 0 170 0 159 0 %202 6 e68 & 3 sBe3 0 & 228 7
1.0 ANTELOPE 234 O 262 0 268 © 20 oo 0.0 9 0 124 0 110.0 26 o 2.7 9 3180 7 % 0
10 GOIMUTE 242 0 289.0 263 O 2.0 9.0 0.0 118 0 1392.0 13%. 0 4% 3 1.t -] % S 1 a0
2.0 OEEP CAK  J10.0 344 0 227 O 177 3 3 7 83 1 7401000 670 7823 1 4930 & 7 9000 % 3 se01.0
2.0 PARCWAN 130.0 163 0 149 0 23463 3960 1637 2 820 116 0 29 0 4887 7 23465 2 L7 9738 5 oadd 9
1.0 CEDAR CITY 106.0 1%30.0 139 0 182.7 1.6 19 9 850 138 0 107 O 068 3 17.1 9 831 7 14727
1.0 LUND OIST 104 O 140.0 132 O 193 2 9. e 367 %4 0 120.0 108 O 767 9 17t 4 9e1.0 ¢ 1741
t 0 TIPPETT 204 0 2320 2t 0 79 ) 20 6401080 940 767 9 16359 3I71.3 67 9 s 71 3
EFFECT INDEX OF OASING ALTERNATIVES ON PRONGHORN KEY HABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO
BASE A: DERVL LONG TERM POP 16743 O
JASE 9: ELv LONG TERM PCP 14247 O
LOCATICN MILES 10 A CEFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TG B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 3 COMDINED EFFECTS
g APRL  ARE “ F AVE AX N AVE N F AVE mAX NIN v HAX nIN A
3.0 SMARE $1.0 137 0 940 19057.8 7232.0 11349 0 250 @9 0 97.0 11944.0 10017 I 12301. 4 29007 8 17250 3 23730 3
10 PINE 180 62.0 400 14884 2 3 §B1B.0 200 940 760 38343 WY O (339.0 19479.7 3718 0 10174 O
30 wMITE 8.0 126 0 97 0 103700 O 6486.7 60.0 @30 72.3 99340 6864 O 2391.2 20306 I 10217 O 56877 9
1.0 FISH SPR 108.0 154 0 131. 0 14%. 0 1 194 630 1080 9463 794.7 122. 8 320 7 .- 7 123 9 s 0
1.0 DUGWAY 126 O 142.0 148 0 26.0 L) 3.6 100 @ 122.0 111.0 as2.2 3.0 €39 26 2 33 ¢ 97 3
2.0 SOVT SRR 139 O 178 0 13¢ 3 2238 & 4 1483.1 114 0 142.0 1200 3809 2 (832 % 2693 8 b64a’ 5 2806 3 4178 ?
2.0 SEV DE3 T2.0 186 0 119 0 13293 3 7 8914. 1 892.0 195.0 118 9 103761 4323 8 7389 O 279a? 4 9431 9 16303 1
1.0 SEV LAKE 34 0 105.0 2.9 3133 4 2 12684 2 73.0 103.0 69.0 1444 3 180.9 335 8 397 7 277 1 1830 2
1.0 MILFORD 200 71.0 493 12303 1 7 6232.3 1.0 169 0 120.0 408. 5 Q.1 14 3 12791 & 2164 9 5245 @
30 SERYL-ENT 0.0 00 100 167430 4 14866.3 93,0 180.0 131.3 10497.3 3300 9 6349 0 27440.3 19939 2 23413 3
1.0 WAW WAR 2.0 71.0 49.3% 12037 & 7 @484.7 69201000 @4 3 3055.0 242.2 778.1 14912 6 34069 TRe4 3
1.0 KOBEM 169 Q@ 212.0 190.% 0.1 Q 0.0 72.0 109.0 905 1729 1 1124 306 9 1729.3 1124 %084 9
2.0 MONITCR 186 0 199.0 1603 10192 9 4098 030 1180 101.9 8440 3443.0 9014 3 7882 2 3014 9 %24 1
1.0 RALSTCN 171.0 194 O 182. 9 0.1 [ 0.0 112.0 197 0 134 9 o 7 . & 99 . @ 0.6 [ 1)
1.0 STCNE C3N 149 0 174.0 1818 2.0 1 0.4 9.0 143.0 121. 9% ane. 7 2.7 ? .. a8 b1 I
1.0 ANTELOPE 198.0 182.0 170.0 Q.6 (] 0.1 3.0 89.0 79.% 2172.2 %3. 8 ) 9 %38 11802
1.0 LITTLE $MO 139 0 143.0 1%0 0 10.0 3 1.7 490 68.0 40.9 32846 400.2 .9 6 #00. 4 211% 2
2.0 HOT CAM 137 0 197.G 187 0 2493 9 % 1868.0 71.0120.0 993 0577.4 3300.9 1 .3 4470.9% 733 O
2.0 PENOYER 102 0 132.0 117 0 3940 4 1 4191.3 60.0 129 0 100 9 #3510 0 2636 O . e 4 3499 1 8307 2
1.0 RAILRQAD 99.0 149 0 123 9 33s. 2 . 8 22.% 290 126.0 77 % 101799 z o 2 Y 260 1260 7
2.0 STEPTOE 129 0 182.0 153 3 2101.2 9 14269 0.0 83.0 42.9 142470 o8es O Y 2 7440 9 13289 O
20 \LARE 4390 B2 0 &40 13780.1 B 11199 1 330 0.0 469 13460 & 8920 3 . ® 17329 3 22808 O
2.0 3PRING 49 0 151.2 100.0 13261.4 1834 0 4107 & 90 64 0 349 143289 sy @ L3 .3 11100 9 19430 &
2.5 HAMLIN 110 79.0 430 167391 %9434 16029 8 4 0 930 A4 9 12790 & 2.3 2 .7 19299 9 23413 ©
20 PATTEASON 35 0 80.0 47 9 14932 1 11736 3 124%3.7 98.0 1.0 74 3 101703 4142 9 .2 6 17997 & 21801 3
20 83 SmOKYy (92 0 322 0 207 0 393 9 110 ® 2138 108.0 142.0 1290 42 ¢ 18731} L 4 ® 1944.0 It2s 8
1.0 LIT FISM L 140.0 176.0 140.0 LR} 0.1 02 8001060 92.0 10326 1736 ] 1t t7a e M3
L0 PINE'N) 196.0 220.0 217 O 2.0 0.0 0.0 €4.0 128.0 100.0 08 2 17 e . 8 .2 Te @23
10 SRESCEMT 224.0 248.0 336.0 00 0.0 0.0 116.0 142.0 129 0 9 1 30 .1 1 e te 1
3.0 wmuav 176 0 220.0 202 0 4190 1 1403 7 20027 440 124 0 93.0 117731 7183 & 1 2 9787 1 12190 8
t 0 MNTELCPE 152.0 198.0 170 o 1.8 LX) 0.1 #8.01000C 840 21722 342.2 4 S 2422 @08
L3 3SEHUTE 174 0 208.0 19t O 91 30 00 79.0 120.0 103.0 1197 3 17 e L4 [ (79 1889
29 CEEP 7AW 172 0 144 0 168 0 2662 1 108% | 1812. 6 800 %0.0 730 3 aar . e 66. 3 %e O
2.9 PARCUAN 220 720 70 141320 9992 ¢ 12162.1 136.0 194 0 1400 1732 19T 3 . 2 11190 % t379y 9
1.0 CEDAR CITY 29 0 92.0 40 0 12303 1| 319 2 88:10.0 120.0 19.0 142.0 17 9 0.7 .8 0 %Sei® ? 8821 9
T 0 LunD OLST L0 40.9 24.0 163061 8410 0 133933 %4 0 t80 0 117 0 209 3 N ] ? & 9022 @ 13847 0
10 TIPPETT 132 0 198 0 143 9 e o 2 0 70 #0.0 0B 8 13349 .7 192% % 2300 @
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+ EFFECY INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON PRONGHORN REY HABITAT

ALTENNATIVE NO. .
SASE A: BERYL LONG TERM POP  14942.0
BASE B: COYOTE LONG TERM POP  12199. 0
LOCATION NILES YO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 EPPECY INDEX _OF BASE 9 COMBINGD EFFECTS
NO  APPL  NAME ~ r AVE mAX "IN AVE N 4 AVE nAx Min A nax "N A
) 3.0 SNake 31.0 137 0 94.0 13097 @ 7233.0 11249.0 132.0 229.0 176.9 3373, 9 1337.7 2874 ¢ 3 8460 7 142239
9 1.0 PINE 18.0 62 0 40.0 14844 2 I3528.3 9a:8.0 108.0 152.0 {30. 0 104. 4 1.0 12.3 .6 2329 9 @020 3
- 2.0 WMITE 8.0 126.0 97.0 10970 0 3333.0 4486.7 199.0 214.0 184.0 954.7 113.¢ 237 2 7 66 9 o844 O
’ 1.0 PFISH SPR 108.0 194.0 131.0 143. 0 1.1 19. 4 .0 203.0 221.9 0.0 0.0 co .0 t s 19 e
[} 1 0 DUGWAY 126.0 162.0 144.0 2.0 . ENY .0 292.0 236.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0 0 4 36
9 2.0 GOVY CAW  133.0 174.0 1549  2630. 4 4 1 .0 263.0 247.0 92 7 10.3 21 L0 T Y 1507 2
4 J 0 SEV 0ES 72 0 166.0 119 0 13393 3 7 1 0R263.0217.0 32370 2339 3 1441 2 L1 3383 1 1029% )
4A 1.0 SEV Lane 94 0 105.0 79 % 9133 4 2 .2 .0 199.0 174. 3 .0 00 0.0 .3 188.2 13843
%0 1 0 MILFOAD 20.0 71.0 493 123031 7 . 3 .0 199.0 130.0 437 0. e 3.1 .8 2183.2 6337 3
$3 3 0 GERYL-ENT 0.0 20.0 10.0 14942.0 . a L0 119.0 99.0 92190 44161 7889 O # 22034 3 2479% 2
33 1 0 WAW WAM 260 71.0 48.9 12097 & 7 .7 .0 1463.0 143.0 39. 4 0.2 2. L0 2163.0 ad8Y &
139 1 0 ROBEM 169 0 212 0 190.9 0.1 [ . 0 . 0 © 207.9 © 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
140 2.0 MONITOR 166.0 199.0 180. % 1018.2 L3 .8 .0 L0 177.0  1190.9 182.0 498.7 L7 81 e .
141 1 O RALSTON 171.0 194.0 182. 9 0.1 [} 0.0 [) .0 149. 3 29 4 0.1 22 .3 0.1 2.2
149 1 O STONE CIN 149 0 174.0 161.9 20 1 0.4 . 0 .0 133. % 72.9 0.7 e .8 o7 .
191 t O ANTELOPE 150.0 182.0 170.0 0.6 ] 0.1 ] .0 103.0 0.1 00 0.0 .7 0.0 1
1939 1.0 LITTLE SMO 1330 143.0 130.0 10.0 3 1.7 .0 .0 193.0 4.9 0.0 oe .9 0.3 .
1% 2.0 WOT CAR 137.0 157.0 147.0 24999 € 1860.0 .0 .0 136.0 2J9%9.1  BI0.9 1991 @ .0 2180 3 .8
170 2.0 PENOYER 102 0 132.0 117.0 3660 4 L1 4391.3 .0 .0 90.0 7924.1 409335 424 s 7710 & ]
173 1.0 RALLROAD 90.0 149 0 123.9 236. 2 2.0 32. 9 .0 .0 127.0 792. ¢ 0.1 te. @ ° 2.0 .
179 2.0 STEPTOR 129.0 1682.0 133. 3 3101.2 9376.9 1436. ¢ .0 .0 167.3 30407 298 2374 .0 #0823 .3
183 2.0 LAKE 45,0 82.0 440 13780.1 9380.6 111931 . 0 L0 119.0 4393.7 1744.8 23074 9 .7 10839 9 []
184 2 0 SPRING 49 0 181.0 100.0 13261 ¢ 1434 0 $107. ¢ . 0 .0 145.0 23390.7 3.5 7% 0 L0 1749 & .3
19 2.0 mAMLIN * 11 0 73.0 42.0 167331 93424 14029.8 ] L0 118.0 3230.9 1427 1 29432 3 10970.7 L8
202 2.0 PATTERSON 35.0 &0 0 479 14932.1 11734.3 104%0.7 .0 0O 09.0 @69 2 41308 94343 .3 13069 0 .2
1378 2.0 910 SMOKY 192.0 222.0 207 © 393.9 1109 120 ] .0 304.0 s17.0 30.2 174 % N RTINS X
150 1.0 LIT FISM L 160 0 176.0 168.0 0.9 Q.1 0.2 .0 .0 148.0 o8 0.0 o1 .3 01 3
83 1.0 PINE(NY 194 0 238.0 217 © Q.0 0.0 0.0 .0 .0 291.0 0.0 0.0 Q0 0 o0 . 6
84 1.0 CRESCENT 234 O 240.0 236.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0 .0 209.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
176 3 0 Ruay 176 0 228.0 202.0  4158.1 18037 2462.7 ° .0 296.0 12%2. 9 2039 324D .0 1887 2 o
ie 1.0 ANTELGRE 132 0 i88.& i70.0 5.8 s 0.1 [} .0 249.0 LN} 0.0 L] 4 o0 0
107 1.0 GOSHUTE 174 0 208.0 191.0 0.1 9.0 0.0 . 0 .0 265.0 9.0 Q0.9 00 ' 0.0 00
3 2.0 DEEP CRW 132.0 144 0 148.0 28631 1089 i 1812. 6 .0 .0 227.0 129. 9 an. 0 33 S 11172 @761
39 2.0 PAROWAN 42.0 72.0 S7.0 14132.0 9902.9 12162 t . Q .0 149 0 21729 W84 & 1345.7 .9 10067 3 12427 @
91 1.0 CEDAR CITY 2800 32.0 400 123031 95619.2 8818.0 . 0 .0 120.0 124.2 1.3 19 2 12427. 4 %20 4 68833 2
92 1.0 LUND DIST 8.0 40.0 26.0 14304 1 06818.0 13393.2 ] .0 122.0 147 3 41 28.0 16693 7 6622 1 13431.20
189 1.0 TIPPETT 132 0 198.0 149 0 13.9 a. 6 3.2 .Q .0 219.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 198 0. & 3.2
EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON PRONGHORN KEY HAOITAT
ALTEANATIVE NO. 3
DASE A: MILFORD LONG TERM POP 17321.0
BASE B: &LY LONG TERM POP. 14347.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 GFFECT INDEX OF DASE 8 COMBINED GFFECTS
NO. APPL  NANE ~ £ AVE HAX LI 3 N F AVE nAX niN AVE nax " a
4 3.0 SNAKE 4.0 112.0 77 9 130398 9749 7 12114.7 23.0 89.0 © 13946 0 10017.3 4 29781 9 19767 0 .1
] 1.0 PINE 290 51.0 8.0 113439 39%. & €331.9 %9.0 94.0 .0 26343 J8% 3 0 t1a979.0 4345 O v
» 2.0 WNITE 400 1030 71.9 14625 9 9833.3 10221.3 0.0 €9.0 .9 9926.3 eed O 2 4% F] s
£ 1.0 FlSk SPR 82 0 129.0 1099 1107.0 193 1632 930 108.0 . 9 7%1.7 132.8 -7 1 .
8 1.0 DuGHAY 94 0 132.0 115.0 361.7 14 0 77.9 100.0 132.0 .0 242 2 330 L ] [}
v 20 GQVT CRW  103.0 143.0 123.0 3833.3 137 2 3677 9 114.0 142.0 .0 2809 2 1833 [] a e
s 30 Sev DES 330 129.0 62.0 16290 4 0096 3 12896.7 62.0 19%.0 .8 10978 1 4025 8 [] E ]
4en 1.0 SRV LAKE 220 770 30.0 130767 13313 0?7 3 79.0 102.0 L0 1e4d 3 188 Y [ .2 1
S0 1.0 MILFORD 3.0 20.0 10.0 17221, 9 3 1.0 189.0 . 0 <08 3 0.1 s i 7
2.0 BEAYL-ENT 330 80.0 3.3 14M2. 3 83.0 180.0 .9 10497 3 3300.% ] . ]
1.0 WAM WAM 90 49.0 9.0 14&bl. .2 4 49.0 100.0 . % 20950 242.2 1 .
1.0 KOQBEH 176.0 219.0 19. 3 0.0 0.0 0 72.0 109.0 .8 17291 124 [ .
2.0 MONITOR 186 0 209.0 197.9 046 1997 7 89.0 118.0 .9 864 0 34450 3 ?
1.0 RALSTON 194 0 222.0 208 0 0.0 0.0 .0 112.0 137.0 .9 7 0. & .9 .
1.0 STONE CON 177.0 204.0 191.° 0.0 0.0 O 98.0 145.0 .3 a0 ? 27 ? ?
10 ANTELOPE 172 0 194.0 102.0 0.1 0.0 O 8.0 89.0 70.3 2172.2 %38 .9 []
1.0 LITTLE SMO 140 O {73.0 141. 9 2.3 Q.1 4 49.0 #8.0 3 33944  000.2 . 9 2
2.0 HOY CAM 140 O 184.0 172.0  1263.9 304 & .3 71.0 120.© .S 8377.4 3300.@ 1 .3 .
2.0 PRENOYER 134.0 168.0 131.0  37%.3  94.7 .2 88.0 129.0 .3 #3100 2636.0 [ .7 °
1.0 MAILROAD 110.0 178.0 148.0 ... 0.0 .3 29.0 13e. 0 .8 10176. 3 2.0 2 .0 .
2.0 SYEPTOE 92 0 L0 131.9  73260.6 871.4 .4 0.0 630 .9 14347 0 4844 O 1 . .9
2.0 LAWE 83.0 0 77.% 11686.0 7240. 4 .1 29.0 &80 .9 13660. 6 §9%0.9 . 9 s
2.0 SARING 2.0 .0 102.0 11432.9 23200.3 .6 90 4.0 3 14228 9449 . 9 . 2 N
2.0 NAMLIN o .0 %6.0 14979.9 9700.2 .0 340 930 .8 137%0.46 7M2.2 .2 2.3 2
3.0 PATTERSON 42.0 0 73.% 116339 02290 .2 39.0 ".0 .3 10170.9 &142. 9 .2 N = ]
2.0 010 SMOMY 212 0 .0 229. 0 179.9 93 .2 .3 100.0 142.0 L0 4263.6 18321 . 9 ] .2
£.0 AT FISHM L 180.0 .0 1800 0 0.0 0.0 0 80.0 104.0 0 10%2.4 1730 E) . . 3
1.0 PINEINY 200.0 .0 210.0 0.0 0.0 .0 88.0 129.0 .0 o080 2 17 e N .9 N1
1.0 CRESCENT 328 O .0 332. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 116.0 142.0 -] 9.1 20 1 329 a1
2.0 myey 176. 0 O 1960 4324.0 20798 . % &6.0 124.0 .0 11779.1 718l 6 1 [l °
1.0 ANTELOPE 142. 0 .G 137.0 4.6 -} 0.7 4801000 0 21732 a2 L] .2 808 )
1.0 T 162. 0 .0 102. 0 0.8 0.0 0.0 78.0 128.0 .0 1197 3 17 9 ° * 1908
3.0 ORGP CAx  1i8. 0 .0 136.0 4159 2 17324 3 40.0 90.0 .0 9938 2 &277.7 L3 .4 10837 ?
2.0 PAROWAN a0 0 340 18238.0 14120 ¢ ? 126.0 156.0 .0 a173.2 1197 % [} 3 16938 »
1.0 CEDAR CITY 14.0 .0 33.0 19312.4 4307.2 3 126.0 1%.0 . 0 17.9 [- 2% 4 N ] 0 1104%.1
1.Q LUND DIST 12.0 .0 30.0 18238.0 4724 2 7 9 0 1400 ] L] 40 .7 1 11900. 3
1.0 TisPETY 120.0 0132.0 0 2 Y .0 46.0 780 $0.0 404 8 13349 [ ] N
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COMIINED AVERAGE EFFECT INDEXES OF

BAGING ALTERNATIVES ON PRONGHORN REY MABITAT

AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX BY ALTERNATIVE
t 2 ] .

L} aPPEAL Q9
4 20 1IN0 8 1%ae 7 .4 162239 394% 1 13909.7
3 (] 726b. 3 1930. 9 .0 0030. 3 10909 ¢ 9%4. 2
. 20 Qa3 ¢ 3001 & 13329 3 9 8440 10612. 9 10978. &
b4 1.Q 139 17 8348 & . 0 19. 4 30).9 183. 3
[ 10 9 2 a7 3133 ¢ Ll 36 e .9
. 20 3.2 119%. 0 "es o . 1907. 2 «373. 0 3703 t
L) 30 11933 ¢ 8629 2 14904 0 3 10333 3 20383 ® 1413%. ¢
10 4711 3 72 8 10999 . O 1204 ] €773, 1 «207.2
10 139%3% 0 4727 » . Q s B 6337. 9 led4s 7 160927 &
30 aavne. 3 23103 17926 O 3 287%3. 2 21418 2 23198. 2
1.0 %277 O 917 3 4072. 3 [ ] B & 12973 & 13220. 9
10 0.0 90 0.0 9 0.0 30s. 9 . 0
2.0 .7 4 1114 8 [ N ] 1 1109. & [ 820. ¢
10 ae X ] as . ¥ a [ B4 a2
10 11 1. 6 11.1 .1 e .7 e
1.0 0.0 6.1 0.1 . O 0.1 * 00
1.0 1.4 EN) 14 . @ 26 . 9 .3
a0 Nr2 70 9 anae. (-] e e .4 2764 2
20 9304 1 11404 9 10 9 . a 10338 . 2 -] L1
(-] a3 o3 22.2 ? 30. 4 . 1% 1
39 2 . 9 1920 2 o788 1 -] 17743 -9 2386 9
a9 10043 . ¢ 12212 ¢ 8343 0 9 14030. © . 3 1330% ¢
a9 9513 & 3818 9 7937 ¢ .4 4049 1| . @ 67168 &
a0 13347 ¢ 16481. & 102448 . 9 149731 2 1543%0.2
a0 14047 3 1?N0. 1 19747 2 . 1089, 2 . 8 19337 7
a0 302 2 3 2739 . @ 380 6 .2 ara. ¢
1.0 9.2 9.3 0.3 . 8 a3 . 3 [- 3]
.9 Q.0 Q.0 0.0 . @ 0.0 [ ] o
L0 00 00 0.0 1 0.0 . b . 0
30 2108. 9 awIe ) %2387 . 8 J287.0 ] 3640. 2
19 [ ) 91 °w 0 ] 0.1 . 3 0.7
1.0 9.0 %0 [ X} L] 00 * 9
3 ao 2179. 2 149%. 1 a0t 0 ] 1076. 1 ? 2019 ¢
49 20 13273 ¢ 10069 7 [ B .9 12427 @ . 16970. 9
n 1.0 0400 & %9 & 147.7 [ 2832. 2 1 11099
% 1.0 °0e® 2 10101 ¢ 176. ¢ -] 13431.2 . 9 11934 0
199 10 107 t ) 37123 . @ 32 [ ] [

HABITAT RANKED [N ORDER OF mEAN EFFECT INORKT OREATER THANIOOOO

N v

LS} At 2 AT 2 . AT S “
INDE X RESOURCE InDEX AABOURCE INDRX INDES AESOURCE INDEX InNDEX

N e SERYL-ENY 17926 O 33730 ¢ 24733 3 seang 2349 | 23198 2
14047 3 sNang 15639 7 SEAVL<ENT 330193 2 10093 2 nam. IN 2108 2 16370 9
13710 o 16908 8 MAMLIN 23012 ¢ 14979 1 BERVL-ENT 21010 2 14337 &
12247 12929 5 vant anest 9 14233 ¢ LAng 0 3 13099 ?
122372 @ 10747 2 PATTERSON 31401. 9 14020. 0 sV o8 20383 ¢ 13430 )
] 10399 | PRING 106 & 13427 @ Wil 18012 9 19032 ?
1036e | S8V DS 18303 | 12421 3 SPRING 104080 O 14139 9
10049. 9 wiirg 14077 @ 109528 2 PATYEAGON 180ee. 3 13330 23
L4 10339 2 10938 & 13309 ©
) RILEFORD 18%40. 7 119%¢ @
) averToR 14881 9 110% 9
AN AN 13999 & 12970 »

. @ fudy 1R944 0

LUND DIST 11900 9

CRDAR CITY 11043 §

L3 10909 ¢

o88F CAn 10037 7

P i o e
'N 2

v N

g
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Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect

index, standard deviation and standard error for

pronghorn key habitat.

"g“ ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION | STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
uEAn | NO- PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX' ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING?
1 1 | Covote 4,546 5,864 964 2
Beryl ! ’
Coyote .
2 2 | Soyer 4,704 5,255 864 1
Coyote
3 o | B¥see, 5,116 5,825 958 3
Beryl
4 4 ey e 5,293 6,598 1,085 3
Milford
5 6 | Copore 6,036 6,740 1,108 5
Beryl
6 3 | 21y 8,142 8,007 1,316 6
7 5 | Milford 8,885 8,124 1,336 7
Ely
3958

!Computed from columns of table.

zUsing mean, standard deviation and standard error.
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EFFECT 1Lk GF

UASING ALTERNATIVES UN DlunUNN KEY HADITAT

.

ALTERNATIVE 1O

Q

i BASE A COYOTE LONG TERM POP 13947 O
BASE B° MILFORD LONG YERM POP. 113071.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO 8 EFFECT INDEX OF DBASE B COmBINED EFFECTS
NO  APPL  NAME N F ave nAX niN AVE N F MAX niN AVE Y] nin AVE
4 3 0 SNARE 132 0 225 0 1780 9 7343 1 1807 4 274 2 430 1120 7?9 12019 & 7400 T 9934 ) 19264 7 9007 e 13718 4
1374 2 0 901G SMORY 149 0 194 0 171 9 1657 2 J43 0 764 O 21t O %8 0 224 9 139 1 14 7 47 8 1790 %7 7 M 8
173 1 O RAILROAD 63 0 171 0 127 O 99 3 o1 22.3 118 0 1768 0 149.0 43 00 t 7 1004 0 K] 22
184 2 0 SPRING 112 0 218 0 1620 4439 4 1231 992 9 (2 0 142 0 102.0 98300 1670 O 4521 1 1326% 4 1799 1 MM
L0% 1.0 FAMRANAGAT 200 0 60 O 44 0 13104 7 3490t 7243 1 100 0 126 0 123 0 111 9 29 27 2 12216 6 2703 & 7372 3
S10 1 0 COYOTE 00 31 0 199 15987 O 107Be 3 1447% & 133 0 100 0 131 3 27 2 00 t 1 19994.2 107ke I 14476 7
05 2 0 MEADOW v B0 64 0 360 1%63 1 10512 9 13969 1 58 O 140 0 114 0  3931.0 1769 O 3470 4 21794 1 12281 3 174293
T06 1 O WANE SPR 160 46 O 32 0 14302 B 6U34 & J0%12 9 102 0 120 0 119 0 187 1 16.3 99 2 14369 9 2% ® 10371 7
221 1.0 TULE DES 03 0 L0 45 0 9951 1 4439 4 o98s & 68 0 112 0 100 0 934 1 78 1 @20 6 10513 2 4517 3 7207 2
222 20 VIRGIN R 2B 0 7680 920 14739 4 88% 4 12117 0 68 O 142 0 1050 Q134 4 1470 O 4133 % 22692.0 105ze 4 16360 3
219 1 0 mUDDY R B0 160 120 159295 J 1436l & 135053 & 136 0 130 O 143 0O .9 1.3 3 1 19%62.2 14384 2 130% 7
216 3 0 CARNET 16 0 26 0 26 0 13533 3 12969 1 14%02. 7 132.0 170 0 161 0 1237.2 484 8 926 1 16792. 9 14672 ¥ 13830 &
217 20 MIBLENV N 16 0 28 0 2 0 19595 3 14739 4 19197 6 132 0 164 0 138 0 1237 2 640 2 1023 3 16792. 5 13979 & 16220 ¢
218 2.0 CALIF WASH 14 O 40 O 27 0 15070 8 135951 © 14822 4 140 0 166 0 133 0 1769 0 789 9 1169 3 17419 @ 14247 I 18021. 0
219 20 BLACK MTNS 3¢ O &40 O 48 O 15035 & 13%a1 © 14282 @ 142.0 180 0 141 O 3237 9 3007 2 4034 3 20293.3 16349 O 18417 3
233 30 GOLD BUTTE 40 O &B O 34 O 14849 & 12945 4 139689 1 128 O 164.0 14560 617 4 JB39 B 4971 I 210646 % 16806 2 18960 4
212 1.0 LAS VEGAS 20 0 60 0 40 ¢ 13%1 8 2673 % 9310 0 160 0 200 O 180.0 -3 00 00 13%2 2 373 % €310.%
211 1 0 THREE LAW 20 0 80 O 40 0 13%1 8 3673 3 8310 0 160 0 196 0 179 O 04 oo 00 13%2.2 3673.% 83101
1499 1 O TIkaDOoQ S 80 420 290 19598 3 7772 0 12371 @ 126 0 1%9 O 148 0 L) [ 28 1 7 19%0. 8 7772 % 132370. ¢
18l 1 O INDIAN SPR JB O 46 O 32 0 B86% & 2698 1 3293 3 160 0 204 0 182 0 04 oo 00 88%. 7 2698 1 3295 3
1378 2 O BIC SMORY 178 0 232 0 204 O 676 9 65 8 228 5 212.0 230.0 225 0 133 2 40 & 748 B101 106! 3032
Se 2.0 UPPER REES 199 0 2% 0 223 O J43 0 19 9 91 1 232.0 2% 0 243.0 2.8 18 ! N e % 9 <N} 132.7
EFFECT INDEZ OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON RIGHORN MEY MABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. 1
BASE A: COYQTE LONG TERM POP  13987.0
BASE B: DERYL LONG TERM POP 13824 O
LDCATION AILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A mMILES TO B EFFECT INODEX OF DASE B CONDINED EFFECTS
NO  APPL  NAME N F AVE HAX nIN AVE N 4 AVE MAX HIN avE mAX NN ave
4 3.0 SnAnE 132.0 229 0 176 3 7243.1 1807 4 3764 2 31.0 137.0 %4 O O 5478 9 93% & 18631 ] 70Us 2 12360 8
3374 2 0 DIG SMOMY 149 0 194 0 171 9 1437 2 143 0 794 O 192.0 229 0 210 % 3 0.9 139 3 19333 402 9 933 °:
173 1.0 WAILADAD 83 017101270 939 3 02 2235 98.0 149 0 123 3 s 1.9 2% 4 114 2 1 47 3
186 2 0 SPRING 112 0 218 0 163 0 4439 &4 1291  992.35 49 0 131 0 100.0 2 12329 4626 0 14484 7 1370 0 %elb O
S0 1 O PAMRANAGAT 22 0 48 0 44 0 12104 7 2898 | YMA3 1 Y4 0 1000 B? O O 2166 584 1 14477 7 2914 A 7829 o
210 1 0 covoTE 00 310 159 13987 0 10796 I 144736 71 0 114 0 92.9% 8 63 B 390 & 17606 @ 1LA%0 1 14B8es 1
X% 2.0 MEADOW v 80 530 23560 196631 10312 % 13989 1 30.0 104 0 77.0 3 42% 4 7008 3 J3607 I 14768 9 10997 4
iia 1 O RANE SER 16 0 48 0 30 0 14382 8 6234 & 109125 64 0 920 780 3 403 5 1071 3 10794 3 o640 1 11963 &
221 1 0 TULE DES 340 %% 0 450 Y981 | 44394 s%B6. b 0.0 T4 0 &3 0 0 1214 8B 2u39 6 14567 1 3854 2 93%e 4
222 2.0 VIRGIN ® 280 760 320 14739 4 BEB%. 4 12117 0 2.0 1060 70.0 7 3903 6 7784 T 26300 1 127%9 @ 19901 2
219 1.6 muCDY R BO 180 120 19999 3 14302.0 1303%. 6 18 0 112.0 430 2 76.7 22B7 § 26799 3 14439 3 17345 &
216 2.0 GARNET 16.0 38 0 260 19353 3 13989 1 14902.7 116.0 134 O 123. 0 2 2034 | Q260% 7 19908 5 14042.2 17%0% 9
217 20 HWILWEN VN 180 280 220 19399 3 14739 4 13197 4 114 0 120 O 121.0 5 2411 9 2880 ® 10962 © 17130 9 1807y o
218 20 CALIF WASH 14 0 40 0 27 O 1%%0 8 13561.8 14823.4 104 0 132.0 118.0 4 2148 .7 2099 & 19907 T 13730 5 17932 ©
219 0 BLACK MINS 380 40 O 48 0 13099 & 13541.8 14382 B 108.0 144.0 126. 0 ® 5013 3 6247 0 22617 4 189731 0629 &
aQ 30 GOLD BUTTE 40 O 48 O 954 O 14949 4 12944. 4 103969. 1 96.0 132.0 114.0 8 9389229 71168 6 23299.2 1876%. 9 21107 ~
212 1.0 LAS VECAS 300 500 40 0O 12361.8 38739 ©310.0 122 0 184.0 143.0 s 0.2 30133913 2737 1
25 10 THREE LAx 20 0 0.0 40.0 13361. @ 36733 @210.0 132.0 180.0 141.0 s [ 38 .3 3738 %
1698 1 O TIKADOO S 90 420 290 1%393.3 7772.0 12371.8 100.0 120.0 110.0 [ 3.0 9.9 * 7907 ¢ 2.6
1al 1.0 INDIAN SPR J8 O 66 O %2.0 885 4 2698.1 95293 9 124.0 166.0 145.0 i 02 2 S 2698.3 L
1378 2.0 010 SMORY 176 O 232 O 204 © 576. % 3. @ 228 9 1932.0 222.0 207 © 3 84 0 162.0 L& 1ev e s
Se 2.0 UPPER HEES :94 0 2% 0 223 0 3432.0 19 @ ®L.1 212.0 244 0 230.0 ] 2% 3 08 . * 4% & L]
EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON BIGHORN WEY WADITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASE A° COVOTE LONG TERM POP. 15947.0
BASE B: DELTA LONG TERM POP. 13679.0
LOCATION MILES 10 A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILES TO O EFFECT INDEX OF BASE D CONDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N F AVE MAX LI AVE N F AVE MAX nt AVE A "IN A
4 3 0 SNAnE 133 02230 176 9 7243 1 1607 4 764.2 33.0 77.0 94 O 12939 8 10433 9 11063 & 201684 @ 12061. 3 13420. 7
1374 2 0 U1 SMORY 149 0 194 0 171 5 1637 3 2343 0 7940 222 0 270 0 230 O LI [ .2 17467 Je8.2 @17.2
173 1 0 RAILRQaD 83.0 171 0 127 O 939 3 01 221 126.0 209.0 167. 5 1.0 00 Q.1 9 0.1 W
188 2 0 SPAING 112 0 218.0 183 0 4439 & 1291 792.3 #2.0 99.0 @819 9888. 3 9133 % 49434 8 3239.0 7937 @
209 1 O PAMRANAGAT 22 0 86 0 440 131047 2699.1 7248 1 131 0 189 0 §70 O (93 (X} 01 [ .@ 7248 2
210 1 O COYOTE 00 310 133 19967 0 10784 3 14473. 8 171,0 263 0 217 © 0.1 0.0 0.0 1 J 16479 o
20% 2 0 rEAIUN v 80 440 380 19043 1 10%12 9 12989 1 13 0 214 0 183 0 1141. 8 127. % 416 2 v 3 14409 &
208 1.U nANE SPR 164 0 48 0 32 0 14382 8 o234 & 10%12.9 172 ©0 200.0 184.0 C.1 0.0 00 .® & 10312 %
2 1.0 Twk CES 40 S0 0 4950 9951 1 4439 4 4906. 6 1620 194.0 174.0 023 00 0.1 4 4 09887
S22 20 vINGIN R 28.0 P4 0 32 0 147394 883 4 123170 140 0 220 O [ 3 960 301 4 ? .4 12818 &
219 1.0 muODY R 80 16.0 12.0 15995 3 143828 150%%. 6 208 O 324 O N ) 0.0 o0 3 .@ 1509 &
216 2 0 oamnET 16 0 36.0 26 0 13533 2 13909 1 14902.7 224 0 244. 0 [] .. Nn s 4.0 L4 . 18931. 6
217 230 WIDEEN VN 1640 200 T2 0 13399 2 14739 & 19197 6 226 O 238.0 . 0 [ 42.3 8.3 v & 15232 ¢
210 2.0 CALIF waSH 14 0 40.0 27 0 1550 9 13%1 @ 148322 ¢ R14.0 242.0 .0 ] 8 ? 8.0 [ & 1889%0. 2
219 20 NMACR NTNS 026.0 40 O 48 O 1509% & 12%1.0 14382 B 220 O 2%.0 ] 3 700 3 1048.3 1 19420. 9
223 2.0 GOLD BUTTE 40 D 48 O 34 0 14849 & 12945 4 12989. 1 204.0 242.0 ] 4 9407 1409 & 1 13394, 8
212 10 LASVEGAS 200 00 40 0 13%) @ 2673 % 0310 0 232.0 a72. ¢ .0 [} 0.9 0.0 S 8310.0
213 1.0 TWREE LAk 200 60 O 40 0 33%1.8 3673 3 0310 0 230.0 29.0 .0 [ [ X) 0.0 3 810.0
1699 1.0 TInAZCO 8 B0 420 290 15939 3 7772 0 13371 8 204 O 220 O .Q o 0.0 0.0 0 12371. 0
tel 1.Q InDIAN SPR D0 O o6 O 32 O 6836 4 24v8 1 3299 2 224 0 2720 . 0 -] 0.0 o0 1 93298 8
13780 2 0 091G SMOnY 176 0 332.0 204 O 676 @ [N ] 228 5 210.0 2%. 0 ] 1 17.4 4.2 [ ] ara e
e 20 UPPER NEES 194 O 2% 0 223 0 342 0 19.9 ?1.1 232.0 206.0 .0 3 10.0 4.9 ’ 1% ¢
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EFFECT INGEX OF UASING ALTEKNATIVES GN DIGHORN KEY WADITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASE A: DERYL  LONG TERM POP. 14942 O
0ASE 8. ELY LONG TERM POP  14347.0
LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INOEX OF DASE A MILES TO D EFFECT INDEX OF BASE B COMBINED EFFECTS
ND. APPL, NaMg N L4 AVE MAX "IN A N 14 AVE nax nin AavE MAR L] AVE
¢ 20 snamg 91.01370 940 12057 8 72330 11349 0 29.0 89 O 37 O 13944 O 10017.3 12361. 4 29003. 8 §7250 3 23730 4
1374 20 816 SMOKY 192 0 229 0 2105 3939 904 184 2 123 0 183 0 1920 2084 1 470 & 13164 I438.0 351.0 1300 &
173 10 0149 0123 3 336 2 20 223 2901260 775 101783 QD3O 1236 2 10914 6 T4 0 1269 7
) ise 20 © 151 01000 13261 4 1454 0 107 1 90 64 0 36.9 14220 9 9443 9 12322 4 27490 3 11100 O 18630 4
j 00 10 01000 870 1812 6 2860 771 4 970 138 0 117.3 308 3 40 3512 21208 292 0 822 »
y 310 10 © 1140 923 21687 B84 2 313 e 133 0 742 O 187. 3 17 00 00 2176 6 842 315 e
09 20 01040 770 13123 1 919 2 93321 1100 178 0 144 O 4172.9 343 6 1729 1 17302 0 61682 0 10981 3
208 1.0 © %20 780 31834 3333 1414 2 134 0 132.0 138.0 27.0 12 60 32104 338 5 16203
@ 10 O 760 430 1071 1433 7 3333 0 134 O 138 O 146.0 94 X 24 alieS 1504 2 3338 &
322 20 01080 700 13262 0 %153 4 10276 4 120 0 192 0 1% O 23300 8 3325 1197 3 19%2 7 34B8e. 9 11478 ©
Y 1.0 01120 430 14644 2 101.3 2020 3 166 O 170.0 172.0 0.2 00 01 14844 &4 101.3 3020 4
216 20 01260 1250 4292 2 2711 @ D40 0 182.0 2020 192.0 4823 293 1 333 3 4780 7 2934 ¢ 3773 ¢
217 2.0 MIDDEN V N 134 0 120.0 121 O 4458 4 31@3. a4 3603 3 102.0 192.0 1B7.0 488 5 333 3 404 7 4986 9 1317 | 4208 O
' 218 20 CALIF wASM 104 0 132 0 118 0 3619 2 28e3 1 4092 O 176 0 204 0 190 O 608 2 203 & 260 5 6227 1 084 & 4432 &
} 219 30 DLACK MTNS 108 O 144 0 136 O 9762 ¢ 46157 @347 0 190 O 210 O 200.0 27909 1941 7 2330.4 12773 3 8537 4 10383 3
223 30 GOLD BUTTE 96 O 132G 114 0 11135 1 74@7. 9 9397 7 186 0 218.0 202 O 2987 9 1ae2 & 2058 7 14143 0 9350 3 11632 4
212 10 LAS VECAS 122 O 144 0 143 0 39 0 03 40180 0 216.0 198 0 a0 00 60 290 % a0
311 10 THREE LAK 123 O 140 O 141 O 39 0 03 31 174 0 20s.0 190.0 ot oo °ce o0 03 s
1898 1.0 TIKABOO § 100 O 130.0 1100 206 O 47 3  121.4 136.0 174 0 1% 0 78 00 07 2933 473 1221
1ol 1.0 INDIAN SPR 126 O 144 O 145 O 319 0z 322 134 0 206 0 180 0 o9 00 oo a2 02 22
1370 2.0 810 SMOKY 192 0222 0 207 0 393 9 1109 2108 1080 0 142.0 125 0 43628 1833 1 912 9 4737 ¢ 1944 0 I12s &
% 20 UPPER REES 212 0 244 0 228.0 1727 290 66 2 126.0 1%2.0 139 C 2839 3 1388.0 1997 7 3011 9 139& ¢ 2081.9
EFFECT INDEX OF BABING ALTEWNATIVES ON UIGHOAN KEY WadlTAT
) ALTERNATIVE NO. 4
BABE A: BERYL LONG TERM POP. 14943.0
‘ BAGE §: COYGTE LONG TERM PGP 121930
)
{ LOCATION NILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF BAGE A MILES TQ 8 EFFECY INDEX OF DASE 6 COPDINED EFFECTS
. NAME N L AVE MAX nIN AVE N f AVE AKX Min AVE max MIN AVE
i 4 2.0 SNAKE 01370 960 13057 @ 7233.0 11349 0 132.0 233.0 176,39 33325 1227 7 2874 9 20391 3 @460 7 14227
! 5374 2.0 10 SMORY .0 22902103 3939 0.4 194 2 149 0 194.0 171 3 1263 7 2820 606 4 14293 24z & 79
| 173 1.0 RAILAOAD 0149 0 122.% 3382 20 333 810171.01270 7329 01 169 1069 0 20 %0 .
. 184 2.0 SPRING 0 191.0 100 O 13X61. 4 1454.0 107 | 112.0 218.0 1630 33907 933 730 0 166352.0 1749 6 e8ed 1
R 209 3.0 PAHRANAGAT 0100.0 87 0 1812 ¢ O 7714 220 6.0 440 10008.% 2040 7 3933 5 11621 3 234e 7 304 9
{ 210 1.0 COYOYE .0 1140 %29 164 7 K LI%- Ay Q0 310 198 1219%.0 8238 2 131099 @ 14339 7 8222 & 11971 &
{ 209 2.0 MEADOM V L0104 0 770 13120 1 2 92%2.1 B O 4.0 36 0 i2119.4 8029 ) 10694 4 23203 7 13646 2 19938 5
206 10 wANE SPR 0 %20 7m0 el s .2 1414 2 160 480 32.0 10983 1 4751.8 ©029 1 14169 7 3297 | 9443 3
221 1 0 TUL.E DES 0 760 830 81071 .? D383 0 24 0 %60 4% 5 7607.9 33907 $23e.1 137150 4994 I §e6Y 1
\ 222 2.0 viRGIN B 01080 700 13282 0 410276 4 2B.0 760 320 11237 4 o754 3 9234 3 26319.4 11917 3 19330 ¢
! . 219 1.0 muDDY A L0 112.0 430 14844 2 ©2 30803 9.0 160 120 11880 & 10983 | 11490 9 26724 @ 1106e 3 14219 2
LY . 216 2.0 CaRNET 0 124 0 12% 0 4292 2 8 J440 0 140 J6.0 200 11880. 4 10604 4 11362 .2 16172 7 13294 2 14822 1
- 217 20 MIDDEN V N 0178 0 121 0 4498 & .6 3803.3 1.0 20.0 22.0 11860 & 11297 4 11607 3 1379 O 14441 O 15410 7
- 218 2.0 CALIF WASW 104.0 132 0 11R. 0 3619 @ 3 4092.0 140 40.0 27 0 119335 103%8.0 11330 B 17872 7 13221.1 1312 @
219 3.0 BLACK MTNS 108.0 144.0 126.0 9982. 9 ? 82647 0 360 400 48.0 11498 9 10336 0 10963 1 21461 @ 18973 7 19232 1
223 3.0 OGLD BUTTE 01320 114 0 11139 § 09 9397.7 400 &0.0 34 0 11341.4 98B8.0 10684 4 2249 3 17373.9 20087 1
212 1.0 LAS VEGAS .0 144 0 143 0 30 -2 40 200 600 400 101%8.0 32003 7 6346 9 10397.0 2008 9 4250 @
: 211 1.0 THALE LAM .0 160.0 141 0 3¢ 3 31 200 40.0 40 0 10339.0 28057 434e. 9 10397 0 3808 1 6392 O
i 1498 1.0 TIKABOO 8 10 120.0 110.0 288 O 3 1214 80 420 230 11880 4 3933 ¥ 9449 | 12166.6 3983.4 9370 9
) 18 1.0 INDIAN SPR O 164a.0 145 0 a1 e & 3.2 00 660 %20 4768 2 2000 7 40443 #79 0 V61 O 4047 7
| 1378 2.0 B1G SMOMY 022202070 3¥3 9 % 21281760 332.0 204.0 3170 302 174 e 9108 1e1.1 348 4
Sa 2.0 UPPER REES 213.0 244.0 220.0 172 7 0 842 194 0 2%.0 2250 2620 152 e% 6 4347 42 1338
4
' EFFECT INDEX OF DAGING ALTERNATIVES ON DIGMORN KEY HARITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. 8
¢ DASE A: MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 172210
BASE 3: ELY LONG TERM #CP 14347 O
LOCAT 10N nILES 10 A SFFECT INDEX OF GASE A mILES 10 8 €FFECT INOEX OF DASE B
CONBINED EFFECT
NO. APPL  NAME N [ AVE MAX MIN avE N F AVR MAX 3] AVE MAX niN :
« 39 € 43.0 112 0 3 136358 9749 ¥ 13114 7 230 @e. 2
1374 2 0 B10 SMOMY 211 O 398 O s 183.3 19 3 ! .0 123.0 x::.g x:; g ‘:;:: ? w:;; : 'gﬂ : ‘353 : "I‘Z L
172 1.0 RAILAOAD 118 O 178.0 0 38. & oo 3 2901360 773 10178.9 230 123e 2 10337 1 o o 1308
188 20 seRING e2 0 142.0 102.0 118332 3 2200 3 @ %0 440 20.3 142309 9483 9 12523 ¢ 23663 4 11486 2 188
209 1.0 PAMRANAGAT 108 O 138 O 0 147 a 72 s ©138.0 1173 3o 2 0 312 ass e 43330
205 30 mabouv o8 o ioa o i3 L0 00 2132020201873 117 oo oo 45 ‘aa "3
. v 180 0 o 78141 . ) ) )
obofORLy Mmoimonds vmil mmy eniiecINO M Wl all alliged wsdt el
22) 50 TMWEDES SN 0 13201000 7300 102 ¢ b 0 130.0 148.0 .. o 24 7% 7 5
. 2332 20 VINGINA 8.0 142 0 0 10743 & 2200 3 N} 0 192.0 1%.0 8 3335 1197 5 14004 3 2093 s o
219 1.0 MDDY R 134 0 180 0 1430 . 18 4y 0178.0 172.0 02 o0 o v 5 I N
216 2.0 ¢annfT 183 0 170 0 0 16200 w03 3 12228 - - .3 2 LLe a3
t X 0 202.0 192.0 S aa 233 3 2118 % 1109 4 19% 2
217 20 NIOOEN v N 192.0 144 0 138.0 1630.0 1107 0 1348 2 0 192.0 187.0 3 2233 404> 2118 9 1440 3
28 2.0 CALIF wasw 0 106.0 192.0 2330.4 103¢ 9 1380 0 0 204.0 190 0 2 2034 208 2990 5 1240 5 rees o
219 2.0 BLACK MING 0 180.0 181.0 4901.0 29420 9319 2 0 210 0 200 0 ® 19417 22204 %) § Svon & ress. >
223 2.0 &oud BUTTE 0 184.0 1640 81915 3083 3 a34% 7 © 218.0 202 0 9 1ead 4 2334 7 11179 3 4747 7 QRos &
212 1.0 LaS VEGAS 0 200 0 ° os 0.0 60 G 7i6.0 198 O 0 00 o0 Q3 6o
211 1.0 THAEE Lan 0 193 0 ° 0.3 00 0.0 0 206.0 190 0 1 oo c0 o 00 0.9
1698 1.0 TINARGO 8 0 0 0 7.2 o 213 01760 13 0 . ° oY 1@ c? S
160 1.0 INDIAN SRR 0 204.0 ° 09 00 X 0 206.0 180.0 e 0.0 1.4 6o co
1976 3 0 910 SMOMY O MO0 1793 332 3 0 142.0 123 0 1 2912 9 43393 iawe 3 3011 2
2.0 UPPEA fEKS .0 2620 70.¢ 22e aa 0152.0 139 0 O 1997 7 2910 2 1381 8 203v 3
- 3
II-47
M"N ~T e .
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EFFECT INCEX UF LASING ALTERNATIVES ON DIGHORN KEY HABITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO. [
BASE A° MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 17231.0
BASE B. COYOTE LONG TERM POP. 12193.0
LOCATION MILES 10 A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A nILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASK O COMDINED EFFECTS
NO  APPL  NAME ¥ AVE mAX niN AVE N F A MAX AIN AVE nak L1} AVE
4 3 0 SNAKE 43 0 1312.0 77.9 13835 8 7 13114.7 132.0 325.0 178.% 9333.9 1227 7 2074 9 21265 3 10977 4 15989 7
1374 2.0 810 SnOkY 11 O T90.0 234 3 183 2 3 62 0 149.0 194 0 171. 3 7 2620 606 4 1449 0O 201.0 &9 4
173 1.0 RAILROAD 11E O 170 0 148.0 8. & o 2.3 83.0 171.0127.0 14 01 9 4 1 3
184 2.0 SPRING 62 0 1420 102 0 11433 3 .3 99%.6 1120 .0 163.0 7 " .0 1 [ .
209 1 O PAMKANAGAT 108 O 138 0 123 © 147 4 7.2 3.8 22.0 .0 44 0 ® 2060 7 ) 3 ] a
210 1.0 covove 123 0 180 0 1%1.9 e 0.0 1.2 0.0 .0 19.9 o 823 2 * [ 2 ]
208 20 AEALOW v 88 0 140.0 134.0 7€14 1 3330.6 4%72.3 0.0 .0 30 o 802¢ 1 4 ? 7 ..
206 10 KANE SER 102 0 120 O 113.0 246 8 a8 77 9 1.0 .0 32.0 1 4761. 8 ' . 2 [
1 323 1.0 TWE DES 89.0 113 0 100 © 730 0 102.9 290.7 240 0 4%.0 ® 33v0 7 1 [ . &
322 20 VIRGIN R 68 0 142.0 103.0 10743. 4 2200.2 3290.0 0.0 o 320 0764 2 ) [} .3
219 1.0 mMUDDY A 134.0 190.0 143 0 91 1. 41 680 .0 12.0 6 10909 1 . . [ N
216 3 0 GARNEY 122 0 0 161.0 16300 9027 1222.8 14.0 .0 26.0 o 10684 4 2 .. .. 3
217 2 0 NWIDDEN v N 152. 0 019 O 10200 1107.0 1348.2 16.0 .0 32.0 & 11297 ¢ 3 . 4 . :
' 210 2 0 CALIF waSN 140 © 01930 2330 6 1034.9 1300.0 14.0 .0 27.0 9 10398 © [] 1 L4 . 8
] . 219 3 0 BDLACKA MTNS 142.0 O 161.0 490310 293.0 9%31%9.2 2.0 .0 40.0 10338 © 1 9 [] .3
: 232 3.0 GOLD BUTTE 128.0 Q 146.0 9191.9 9085 3 43497 0.0 .0 %4.0 4 9908 0 ] 9 3 1
212 1.0 LAS VEGAS 160 O 0 180 © [ ) 0.0 Q.0 200 .0 40.0 0 2008.7 ) 7 9
4 211 1.0 THREE LAn 160 0 0179 0 0.9 0.0 0.0 20.0 40.0 40.0 0 2003.7 s ? . 9
1490 1.0 TIkABGO § 138 O 0 148.0 72 0.6 2.3 9.0 420 2%3.0 6 3933 @ .8 . .4
16l 1.0 INDIAN SPR 140.0 0 182.0 0.9 0.0 00 3.0 660 %20 2 2060 7 .7 7 .8
1379 2 0 NIG SMOmY 212 0 0 223 0 179 8 3.2 96.3 174.0 232.0 204.0 Q . 2 s ] .9
%6 2.0 UPPER REES 232 © 0 2@ 0 70.9 22.9 45.6 194.0 296.0 22%. 0 . 0 19.2 L] [} .2
3
) ‘ COUMBINED AVERAGE EFFECT INDEXES OF UASING ALTERNATIVES ON DIGHDKN KEY HAUITAT
i LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX BY ALTERNATIVE
. NO. NANE APPEAL ° ' 2 a . 3
' 4 SNARE 3.0 .4 12360.8  15429.7 23730.4 142239 2%4%a. ) .7
i 1A 916 SmOmy 20 [ ] 933.9 817.2 1300. 6 790. 4 13.7°3 .4
. 7 RAILROAD 1.0 . 8 47.9 22 2 1269.7 30. ¢ 1238. 4 i
. 104 SPRING 20 . & 9618 3 7937 9 1830. 4 48631 18480 0 ..
: 20" PAMRANAGAT 1.0 .3 7829 7245.2 822 s 4304. ¢ 87.0 3
"o COYOTE 1.0 7 14066.1 144736 S1%.6¢ 115719 1.9 4
208 MEADOW v a.0 S 20997 4 14403 4  10991.2  1993s. 2 4301. 4 . &
200 KANE SFR 1.0 7 t1%93.8 10912 % 1420.3 9443.3 94,0 .0
22t TWE DES 10 2 9%26. 4 %86. 7 333s. ¢4 9409.1 293.1 .8
a2 VIRGIN R 20 .9 19901.2 12818 & 114740 19320 ¢ .708. ¢ . 2
t ae mUDDY R 1.0 .7 17343 4 13033 @ 3020.4  14%:9.2 2 . 0
oy 2N GARNET 2.0 .8 17508 o 14931. & 37713 % 14822. 1 19% 3 .9
L 7 HIDDEN v N 20 .9 18078 9 15293 @ 4200 0 15410.7 17%2. ¢ 3
.- 210 CALIF wASH 2.0 L& 17922.0 14870.3 4453.0 1540128 1940. 6 . 8
' 219 BLACA MTNS 3.0 L1 20639 @ 154309  10385.% 19232 1 76%3 7 3
223 GOLD BUTTE 20 .4 21107 7 15394 % 11652 4 300821 eR0s & .3
a12 LAR VECAS 1.0 1 8313 3 8210.0 4.0 €330 ¢ 0.0 [
211 THREE LaR 1.0 1 €313 9 90 0 LY #3%2. 0 0.0 L
‘ 1698 TIKAGOO S 1.0 .8 124838 12371. 8 1 9370 9 30 .4
’ el INDIAN SPR 10 . 9 s297. 9 3299. 9 a 4047 7 o0 °
137 810 SMOny 20 .2 290 9 7.9 [ 208 4 2011.2
! Sa UPPER REES 2.0 .7 154.9 i1%. 6 L 192.0 2039.3
v .
¢

DIGHOAM REY HABITAT RANAED IN ORDER OF MEAN EFFECT INDEX GREATEN THANIGOOO

AT O AT 3 AT 2 ALY 2 ALY ¢ ALT 9 AT &
MESOURCE  INDER  RESOURCE INDER  RESOURCE INDEX  AESOURCE INDEX  AEEOURCK INDEX AESOURCE  INDEX  AESOURCE InDEx

SOLD BUTTE 18960

4 GOLD BUTTE 21107 7 SNARE 13629 7 Shang 23730. ¢ OOLD BUTTE 200832. 1 Snank 2349 1 GDLD BUTYE 17

TLACR NTNS 10417 | MEADDN V 20997. 4 BLACR MTNS 195430 @ SPRING 18630. 4 MEADOM V 19926. 3 SARING 18480. 0 BLACK MTNS lhgx.;

ARADOM v 17439 3 BLACK MTNS 20029 @ GOLD BUTTE 13396 9 COLD BUTTE 11432. 8 VIAGIN ® 19320. ¢ BNARE 19989 ?

VIRGIN B 18340. 9 VIRGIN R 19901. 2 HMIDOEN vV N 19230 . 9 VIROIN R 11674. 0 PLACK ATNS 192321 MEADOM v 18 »

WIDDEN v N 14320. 9 MIDOEN V N 18078. 9 MUDDY A 13098 MEADOW Vv 10991. 3 CALIF waSM 13012, 0 vIROIN R ] 9. 3

E CALIP MASH 10021. 6 CALIF WASH 17922 0 CARNEY 14991, 6 PLACK MTNS 10389. 3 HIDOEN V N 19410.7 HIDDEN Vv N 132933 &

SanvgT 13920 ¢ CARNET 17500. 3 CALIF WASH 14890 ) GARNE Y 10022 1 CALIF WASM 12900.8

/ R0V R 13090 7 mMODY R 17342 ¢ covote 1447%. o mDDY R 14319.3 CARNET 12008. 9

<ovore 14474 7 COVOTR 14804 1 MEADOW V 16409 4 snang 16323. 9 00y R 11302 o

. SNang 13718 6 TIRAROO 8§ 12603 8 VIRCIN R 12610 4 covaTe 119719 covove 11097 a
TINABOD 8 12373 3 Shant 123360.0 TINASCO § 12371.8
RANE SPR 10971. 7 RANE SPR 11582 8§ RANE SPR 10012. 9
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Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect
index, standard deviation and standard error for
bighorn key habitat.

nggx ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION |STANDARD ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
MEAN | NO- PAIRS | EFFECT INDEX' ABOUT MEAN ABOUT MEAN RANKING? i
Milford )
1 5 Ely 3,951 6,532 1,393 1
2 3 | Beryl . 5,306 6,488 1,383 2
Ely
Milford
' 3 6 Coyote 8,815 5,649 1,204 3
H Coyote
. 4 2 Delta 9,832 5,642 1,203 4
: Beryl
! 5 4 Coyote 10,170 6,759 1,441 6
i 6 o | goyore. 10,394 6,386 1,362 5
Coyote ’
| 7 1 Beryl 11,418 7,269 1,550 7
“ 3957 ;
‘ !Computed from columns of table. ;
|

]
[
" 2Using mean, standard deviation and standard error.
1
]
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EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON UTAH PRAIRIE DO KEY WABITAT

ALTERNATIVE NO.
BASE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP. 13947.0
BASK B: MILFORD LONOG TERM POP 13071 O

LOCATION MILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF DASE 3 COMDINED EFFECTS
NO. APPL  NAME N , F MAX L} AVE N F AVE mAX MIN AVE nax HIN A
3 1.0 PINE 100.0 13%2.0 130. 0 136.7 16.1 290 91.0 J0.0 10127 9 4%21 1 7230 0 10264 6 43522 & 72862

4% 2.0 PARDUAN 130 0 140.0 149 0 2
1 1.0 CEDAR CITY 104.0 130.0 128.0 182.7

1.3
3 894.2 1437.2 24.0 44 0 24 0 12324 9 10727 9 11616 & 13171 2 11624 2 12272 8
1.6 19.9 16.0 50 0 330 117741 4711 4 BIBO 5 11936 9 4713 1 8400 4

EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON UTAH PRAIRIE DOG KEY HABITAT

ALTERNATIVE NO
BABE A: COYOTE LONG TERm POP. 13947 O
BASE B: RERYL LONG TERM POP. 12034.0

COMDINED EFFECTS

LOCATION NILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TO 9 EFFECT INDEX OF BASE B
NO. APPL  NAME N F AVE nAY MIN AVE N £ AVE MAX MIN AVE MAX niN AVE
s 1.0 PINE 100 0 152.0 130 0 136.7 i3 16.1 18.0 62.0 400 11244 2 2672 8 6679 3 11380 9 2674 1 6493 ¢
3 49 2.0 PARDUHAN 170 0 168 0 149 O 20463 09%.3 1637 2 42.0 720 57 0 10719 9 731 9 9212 6 13%ee I 8438 2 10049 7
i 31 1.0 CEDAR CITY 104.0 130.0 128 O 182.7 LY 19.9 2B.0 32.0 40 0 9319 4 4256 4 6479 3 9482 1 42:8 0 6699 4
i
'
!
1 EFFECT INDEX OF LASING ALTERNATIVES ON UTAM FLALRIE DOGC WEY HADITAT
! ALTERNATIVE NO.
8ASE A: COYOTE LONG TERM POP 13947.0
BASE B: DELTA LONG TERH POP. 12679 O
LOCATION RILES YO A EFFECT INDEX OF BASE A MILEGS TQO O EFFECT INDEX OF BASE B COMDINED EFFECTS
NGO APPL  NAME N F AVE MAX MIN AVE F AV HAX MIN AVE MAX MIN AVE
s 1 0 PINE 108 © t32 0 130 0 138 7 1.3 16.1 48.0 91 0 69 3 3341 2 463 7 1904 7 5477 9 467 0 1920 €
49 2 0 PAROWAN 150 C 168 O i49 0 2848 3 895 3 1697 2 B2.0 114 0 99 0 s887.7 3465 3 3011 7 9734 1 436l & 6088
sJ 1 0 CEDAR CITY 106 O 150 0 128.0 182 7 1.6 19 9 86.0 128.0 107 0 ool 4 17t 1278 8311 187 147 2
l EFFECT INDCX CF UASING ALTERNATIVES ON UTA4 PRAIRIE DOG KEY HABITAT
: ALTERNATIVE NO,
' BASE A: BERYL LONO TERM POP. 16943.0
| BASE B: ELY LCNG TERM POP. 14347.0
{ LOCATION RILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE 0 COMDINED EFFECTS
: NO. APPL NAME N F AVE MAK nIN AVE N F AVE MAK MIN AVE MAX mIN AVE
+ 3 10 PINE 180 62 0 400 14844 2 3I528 S @8149.0 5S4 O 940 740 3434 3 309 5 1255 0 18479 7 3918 0 10176 O
' 49 2 0 PAROWAN 420 720 37.0 14152 0O 9982. 9 12162 4 136.0 1%6.0 146.0 2173 2 1197 5 1629 § 16325 2 11160 3 13791. 9
st 1 0 CEDAR CITY 28.0 32.0 40.0 12303 1 9419.2 8818.0 12W. 0 136 0 142.0 17.9 o7 38 12321 0 %19 ¢ 8621 8
EFFECT INDEX GF DASING ALTEKNATIVES ON UTAM PRAIRIE DOG KEY HABLITAT
i ALTERNATIVE NO. 4
3 BAGE A. DERY.. LONG TERM POP 16943 0
} GASE 9: COYQTE LONG TERM POP 1219%.0
' LOCATION NILES TO A EFFECT INDEX QF DASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF BASE D COMDINED EFFECTS
NO  APPL  NAME N F AVE HAK nIN AVE N 3 AVE mAX MIN AVE nAx MIN AVE
s 1 0 PINE 180 2.0 400 14844 2 1520 3 8818.0 108 0 152.0 130.0 104. 4 1.0 12 2 14948. 64 %29 3 9830 3
49 2 0 PAROWAN 42 0 Y2 0 S7 0 141%2 0 9982 9 12162 | 1200 188 O 149.0 2173 9 484 & 1263 7 14328 9 10667 3 13427 6
31 1 0 CEDAR CITy 8 0 320 0.0 13303 1 %19 2 8818.0 106 0 150.0 128 0 124.3 13 1S 2 12427 & %20 4 £833 2
-
EFFECT INDEX OF BASING ALTERNATIVES ON UlAn PRAIRIE DOGC KEY HAWITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO.
‘ BASE A: MILFORD LONG TERM POP. 17231.0
PASE B: ELY LONG TERM PQP. 14247 0
LOCATION PILES TO A EFFECT INDEX OF DASE A MILES TO B EFFECT INDEX OF DASE D COMBINED EFFECTS
0 AP, warg N " AVE MAX LI AVE N F AVE AKX HIN AVE nAx MIN AVE
L ] L] 10 Ping 290 31.0 390 13342 95 9934 4 9351.9 %9 0 ¥4 0 760 3634 3 8% 3 1338 O 16979.0 4246.0 10909 ¢
4 20 PARGwan 240 44 0 24 0 14239 O 14133 © 15204 7 136 0 196 0 146 0 2173 2 1197 3 1629 0 168411.2 13001 3 16934 &
" ) O CEDAM C:TY 18 O S0 Q 3JJ 0 133512 4 6207.2 11041.3 120.0 1%6.0 182.0 179 67 39 193920.) 4208 O 11043
EFFECT INDE™ W BASING ALTERNATIVES QN U1An FRALRIE DOS KEY maBITAT
ALTERNATIVE NO '
SASE A: mMILFORD LONG TEANM POP 17221 O
BASE B: ~OYOTE LONG TERM POP 12193 ©
et ni L8 T0 A EFFECT INDEX QF BASE A MILES TO O EFFECT INDEX OF BASE & COMBINED EFFRCTS
- o= - - " avg MAX MiN AVE N 13 AVE niN ave nAax MIN AVE
. - 790 %1 0 00 133423 3934 .4 9351 9 100 O 192 0 130 0 104 o 10 12 3 12447 8 93937 & 9364 2
* abanan 8¢ 0 46 0 340 160330 0 14132, 9 13304 9 100 0 148 0 149 0 2°73.9 484 & 1]85 7 10411 9 143168 5 16970 9
soms . o< 300 330 319352 6 6207 3 11041.0 106.0 130 0 128 0 LI 1.3 19 2 1%236 7 8208 3 110% ¢
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LOCATION AVERAGE EFFECT INDEX BY ALTEANATIVE
NO NaME APPEAL ] 1 2 k] L]
s » 10 7206 2 6699 & 1920.8 10178 0 8830 3 ?
2 . 3 ®& i3@TI S o8l 7 8a8C T 137717 2227 ¢ s
81 CEDAR CITY ) 08400 4 6699. 4 147.7 821 @ 8933.2 )
UTan FRAIRIE DOG KEY HALITAT RANWED IN ORDER OF mEAN EFFECT INDEX GREATER THANIO0000
AT o ALT 8 AT 2 AT 3 ALY 4 ' AT S ~
MESOURCE  INDEXI  RESOUACE  INDEX  RESOURCE  INDEX  AEBOURCE  INDEX AESQUACE  INDEX AESOURCE  INDEX  1ESOURCE

COMUinLD Aviract EFFECT INDENES OF UASING ALTERNATIVES ON UTAM PRAIMIEL DUG KEY MABITAY

PARQWAN

1I273. 8 PAROWAN

10869. 7

PAROWAN

PINE

13791 @ PAROWAN
10176. 0

13427 @ PAROWAN

16934 & PARDHAN
CEDAR CITY 11043 ) CEDAR CITY 110% 9
PINE
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Ranking of alternatives by mean combined effect

index, standard deviation and standard error for

Utah prairie dog.

Rggx ALT. | OB BASE | MEAN COMBINED | STANDARD DEVIATION | STANDARL' ERROR | SUBJECTIVE
MEAN NO. PAIRS EFFECT INDEX' ABOUT MEAN ABOUT &EAN RANKING?
. Coyote
1 2 Delts 2,919 3,383 1,853 1
Coyote
2 1 Beryl 8,088 2,409 1,391 2
Coyote
3 0 Milford 9,647 3,192 1,843 3
Beryl
4 4 Coyote 10,364 2,654 1,532 4
Beryl
5 3 Ely 10,930 2,569 1,483 5
Milford
6 6 Coyote 12,397 3,690 2,131 6
7 5 | pilford 12,963 3,440 1,986 7
y
3956

!Computed from columns of table.

‘Using mean, standard deviation and standard error.
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