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4.1 Introduction

This chapter begins with a description of impacts associated
with the No-Action Alternative (Section 4.1.1). As
described in Section 2.3, under the No-Action Alternative,
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department)
would not select a rail alignment or build a railroad within
the Caliente rail corridor or the Mina rail corridor and
would relinquish public lands withdrawn or segregated from
surface and mineral entry. The description of impacts
associated with the No-Action Alternative applies to both
rail corridors and all rail line alternative segments and
common segments. Section 4.1.2 introduces descriptions of
impacts associated with the Proposed Action.

Sections 4.2 and 4.3 describe potential impacts associated
with construction and operation of the proposed railroad
along the Caliente rail alignment and the Mina rail
alignment under the Proposed Action, including a Shared-
Use Option.

4.1.1 IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE
NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The No-Action Alternative establishes a baseline for
comparison with the Proposed Action to determine potential
impacts of constructing and operating the proposed railroad.

Under the No-Action Alternative, DOE would not
implement the Proposed Action within the Caliente rail
corridor or the Mina rail corridor and would relinquish public lands withdrawn from surface and mineral
entry (see Section 1.5.1). Under the No-Action Alternative, there would be no impacts to natural, human-
health, social, economic, or cultural resources from construction and operation of a railroad in Nevada for
shipments of spent nuclear fuel, high-level radioactive waste, and other materials from an existing
railroad to a geologic repository at Yucca Mountain.

Under the No-Action Alternative, DOE would not cause changes in current public land uses such as
grazing and recreation; uses of public land would remain subject to Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
administration under applicable resource management plans. The BLM would continue to manage
resources, such as biological and cultural resources and scenic values. Under the No-Action Alternative,
DOE would not cause changes to existing conditions on the Walker River Paiute Reservation or at the
Hawthorne Army Depot.

The location and extent of new mining claims and the associated development of mineral commodities,
although not known with any certainty, would no longer be limited by the Public Land Orders described
in Section 1.5.1.
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4.1.2 IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROPOSED ACTION

Chapter 3 describes the affected environment for 16 environmental resource areas that could be affected
if DOE were to construct and operate the proposed railroad along the Caliente rail alignment or the Mina
rail alignment under the Proposed Action.

The description of potential environmental impacts focuses on environmental resources within and
adjacent to the Caliente rail alignment (Section 4.2) and the Mina rail alignment (Section 4.3), and the
locations of railroad construction and operations support facilities outside the nominal width of the rail
line construction right-of-way.

This chapter describes potential impacts by environmental resource
area and identifies potential impacts as either direct or indirect, and
either short-term or long-term.

The chapter is organized as follows:

e Physical setting (Sections 4.2.1 and 4.3.1)

e Land use and ownership (Sections 4.2.2 and 4.3.2)
e Aesthetic resources (Sections 4.2.3 and 4.3.3)

e Air quality and climate (Sections 4.2.4 and 4.3.4)
e Surface-water resources (Sections 4.2.5 and 4.3.5)
e Groundwater resources (Sections 4.2.6 and 4.3.6)
¢ Biological resources (Sections 4.2.7 and 4.3.7)

e Noise and vibration (Sections 4.2.8 and 4.3.8)

e Socioeconomics (Sections 4.2.9 and 4.3.9)

e Occupational and public health and safety (Sections 4.2.10 and
4.3.10)

e Utilities, energy, and materials (Sections 4.2.11 and 4.3.11)
e Hazardous materials and waste (Sections 4.2.12 and 4.3.12)
e Cultural resources (Sections 4.2.13 and 4.3.13)

e Paleontological resources (Sections 4.2.14 and 4.3.14)

e Environmental justice (Sections 4.2.15 and 4.3.15)

During the engineering and site evaluation and planning phase for
the proposed railroad, DOE considered many factors to avoid or minimize potential environmental
impacts (see Chapter 2), and would continue to consider these factors during the final design phase. As
part of the Proposed Action, DOE would meet all applicable regulatory requirements during construction
and operation of the proposed railroad (see Chapter 6), and would implement best management practices
to ensure compliance with requirements (see Chapter 7). DOE could also implement measures to mitigate
(see Chapter 7) any impacts remaining after final design and compliance with regulatory requirements
and implementation of best management practices. The impacts analyses in this chapter considered the
foregoing to arrive at predictions of potential impacts, as illustrated in the following graphic. Each phase
shown in the graphic reduces impacts. Ultimately, there could be unavoidable impacts (see Chapter 8).
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Where possible, DOE has quantified potential impacts. For example, for the air quality analysis DOE
used emissions inventories to determine existing air quality at the county level, and performed air quality
simulations to determine potential changes in air-pollutant concentrations at specific receptor locations.
Thus, the Department is able to provide a numerical assessment of potential impacts.

In other cases (such as the analysis of impacts to aesthetic resources), it is not possible to quantify impacts
and DOE provides a qualitative assessment of potential impacts. The Department has used the following
descriptors to qualitatively characterize impacts where quantification of impacts was not practical:

e Small - For the issue, environmental effects would not be detectable or would be so minor that they
would neither destabilize nor noticeably alter any important attribute of the resource.

e Moderate - For the issue, environmental effects would be sufficient to alter noticeably, but not to
destabilize, important attributes of the resource.

e Large - For the issue, environmental effects would be clearly noticeable and would be sufficient to
destabilize important attributes of the resource.

Analyses used throughout this Rail Alignment EIS are designed to provide conservative estimates of the
impacts that may occur. Where appropriate, cautious but reasonable assumptions are employed; thus, the
analyses have a tendency to overestimate impacts. Unless otherwise noted, potential impacts described in
this and other chapters would be adverse.

Each environmental resource section in this chapter describes the methodology DOE used to assess
potential impacts for that resource. Each section provides a quantitative or qualitative description of
potential impacts, and, where appropriate, tables summarize and
compare the identified impacts for alternative segments, common
segments, and construction and operations support facilities for
each rail alignment.

4.1.3 PERCEIVED RISK AND STIGMA

In the Final Environmental Impact Statement for a Geologic
Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level
Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada
(Yucca Mountain FEIS; DIRS 155970-DOE 2002, Section 2.5.4),
DOE evaluated perceived risk and stigma associated with
construction and operation of a repository at Yucca Mountain and
from the transportation of spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste. As stated in the Yucca Mountain FEIS, DOE
recognizes that nuclear facilities can be perceived to be either
positive or negative, depending on the underlying value systems
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of the individual forming the perception. Thus, perception-based impacts would not necessarily depend
on the actual physical impacts or risk of repository operations, including transportation. A further
complication is that people do not consistently act in accordance with negative perceptions; thus, the
connection between public perception of risk and future behavior would be uncertain or speculative at
best.

DOE concluded that, although public perception regarding the proposed geologic repository and
transportation of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste could be measured, there is no valid
method to translate these perceptions into quantifiable economic impacts. Researchers in the social
sciences have not found a way to reliably forecast linkages between perceptions or attitudes reported in
surveys and actual future behavior. At best, only a qualitative assessment is possible about what broad
outcomes seem most likely. The Yucca Mountain FEIS did identify some studies that report, at least
temporarily, a small relative decline in residential property values might result from the designation of
transportation corridors in urban areas.

The Yucca Mountain FEIS presents the following conclusions regarding perceived risk and stigma:

¢ While in some instances risk perceptions could result in adverse impacts on portions of a local
economy, there are no reliable methods whereby such impacts could be quantified with any degree of
certainty.

e Much of the uncertainty is irreducible.

e Based on a qualitative analysis, adverse impacts from perceptions of risk would be unlikely or
relatively small.

The more detailed discussion of perceived risk and stigma related to the Yucca Mountain FEIS Proposed
Action is incorporated into this Rail Alignment Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) by reference
(DIRS 155970-DOE 2002, pp. 2-95 and 2-96).

An independent economic impact study (DIRS 172307-Riddel, Boyett, and Schwer 2003, all) conducted
since DOE completed the Yucca Mountain FEIS examined, among other things, the social costs of
perceived risk to Nevada households living near transportation routes. The study developed such an
estimate in terms of households having a willingness to accept compensation for different levels of
perceived risk and a willingness to pay to avoid risk. The results of the study indicated that during the
first year of transport, net job losses (and associated drop in residential real estate demand and decreases
in gross state product) in relation to the baseline would occur in response to people moving to protect
themselves from transport risk. However, the initial impact would be offset rapidly, as the population
shifted to a more risk-tolerant base. The results of this study are similar to the studies identified in the
Yucca Mountain FEIS.

Other conclusions of this study are that the public and DOE have widely divergent risk beliefs and that
the public is very uncertain about the risks they face. At the same time, more than 40 percent of the
respondents in a public survey conducted as part of this study felt that DOE information is reliable or very
reliable, while another 40 percent felt that DOE information is somewhat reliable. These results suggest
social costs could be mitigated by reducing the risk people perceive from transport through information
and education programs that are well researched and effectively presented.

While stigmatization of southern Nevada can be envisioned under some scenarios, it is not inevitable or
numerically predictable. Any such stigmatization would likely be an aftereffect of unpredictable future
events, such as serious accidents, which might not occur. Therefore, DOE did not attempt to quantify any
potential for impacts from risk perceptions or stigma in this Rail Alignment EIS.
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4.1.4 CONSISTENCY WITH BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT PLANS

During the preparation of this Rail Alignment EIS, DOE and BLM reviewed resource management plans
for lands that would be affected by the Caliente and Mina rail alignments to identify potential
inconsistencies with the plans. An inconsistency is defined as a component of the Proposed Action or
alternatives that would not be allowed by the BLM without preparation and approval of an amendment to
the resource management plan.

The resource management plans address the types of land uses the BLM considers to be allowable so that
various resources (such as soils, wildlife, and recreation) are protected and multiple-use land-management
objectives would be achieved. The following plans were reviewed: Proposed Ely Resource Management
Plan, Tonopah Resource Management Plan, Las Vegas Resource Management Plan, and Carson City
Consolidated Resource Management Plan. These plans are referenced in many sections of Chapters 3 and
4 for resource areas managed by the BLM. Additional information about the plans are included in
sections 3.2.2.4.1,3.3.2.4.1,4.2.2.2.3.1,4.3.2.2.3.1,5.2.1.2.3, and 5.3.1.2.3. DOE and BLM did not
identify any inconsistencies with the resource management plans as a result of the review.
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4.2 Caliente Rail Alignment

4.2.1 PHYSICAL SETTING

This section describes potential impacts to physical setting from constructing and operating the proposed
railroad along the Caliente rail alignment. Section 4.2.1.1 describes the methodology DOE used to assess
potential impacts to physical setting; Section 4.2.1.2 describes potential impacts of constructing the
railroad; Section 4.2.1.3 describes potential impacts of operating the railroad; Section 4.2.1.4 describes
potential impacts under the Shared-Use Option; and Section 4.2.1.5 summarizes potential impacts to
physical setting.

As described in Section 3.2.1, physical setting includes physiography, geology, and soils. Section 3.2.1.1
describes the region of influence for physical setting along the Caliente rail alignment.

4.2.1.1 Impact Assessment Methodology

To assess potential impacts to physical setting along the Caliente rail alignment, DOE considered whether
railroad construction and operations would:

e Result in soil erosion or loss of topsoil
e Result in the direct conversion of prime farmland to nonagricultural uses

e Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region or
residents of Nevada

e Generate unstable slope conditions that could result in an on-site or off-site landslide or collapse

e Expose construction workers, DOE personnel, and structures to amplified or unique adverse effects
from seismic activity

Where possible, DOE quantified impacts using data from Nevada soils surveys, geological maps,
earthquake fault maps and records, and the total area of disturbance that would result from constructing
and operating the proposed railroad.

The total area of disturbance would be the sum of disturbed areas within the nominal width of the rail line
construction right-of-way and areas outside the nominal width of the construction right-of-way (railroad
operations support facilities, quarry sites, some water-well sites, and access roads). The nominal width of
the construction right-of-way would encompass the rail line, alignment access roads, some wells,
construction camps, and cuts and fills required to attain an appropriate grade. While the nominal width
of the construction right-of-way would be 300 meters (1,000 feet) across BLM lands, the width could
vary in certain locations along the rail alignment. For example, it could be wider to accommodate
additional earthwork, or narrower to avoid a sensitive environmental resource. Section 4.2.1.2.3
describes potential impacts from constructing the railroad operations support facilities; the number and
size of those facilities would not vary among alternative segments.

Some potential impacts to physical setting along the Caliente alignment are more specifically addressed
under other environmental resource areas. Section 4.2.2, Land Use and Ownership, describes potential
impacts to mining districts and mineral and energy resources; Section 4.2.4, Air Quality and Climate,
describes soil loss from fugitive dust emissions; Section 4.2.5, Surface-Water Resources, describes
potential erosion due to surface-water flow; and Section 4.2.10, Occupational and Public Health and
Safety, describes impacts to worker safety from geologic hazards.
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4.2.1.2 Construction Impacts

Direct impacts to physical setting along the Caliente rail alignment would occur primarily during the
construction phase. Section 4.2.1.2.1 describes potential construction impacts common to the entire rail
alignment. Section 4.2.1.2.2 describes impacts specific to alternative segments and common segments.
Tables in Section 4.2.1.2.2 list the key information DOE used to analyze potential impacts to physical
setting for the common and alternative segments.

4.2.1.2.1 Construction Impacts Common to the Entire Caliente Rail Alignment

4.2.1.2.1.1 Physiography. To the extent practicable, the Caliente alignment would avoid uneven
topography and rugged terrain by following valleys and skirting mountain ranges, as described in Section
3.2.1.2.1 and illustrated in Figure 3-1. Where it is necessary to cross mountain ranges, the rail line would
be located in gaps and passes. The rugged natural terrain surrounding the mountain ranges would,
however, contribute to the potential for impacts to topography and soils. The ruggedness of an area is
represented by the “rise and fall” calculation, which is the absolute elevation change measured at a fixed
distance along the alignment. The rise and fall calculation provides a context for determining the amount
of disturbance that would be required to establish the appropriate grades.

Depending on the combination of alternative segments and common segments along the Caliente rail
alignment, the total area that would be disturbed during the construction phase would range from
approximately 55 to 61 square kilometers (14,000 to 15,000 acres) (DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners
2007, p. B-3). Construction impacts to physical setting would be centered along the rail alignment and
would decrease with distance from the alignment.

Cuts and fills would be required to level steep slopes and provide a suitable grade for the rail roadbed.
The estimated volume of cuts along the Caliente rail alignment is 22.7 to 26.3 million cubic meters (29.7
to 34.4 million cubic yards), and the estimated volume of fill is 16.5 to 20.8 million cubic meters (21.6 to
27.2 million cubic yards) (DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E). Cut and fill activities
would occur within the construction right-of-way. DOE would use the material excavated from the cuts
to supply the required fill. Any excess cut material not used as fill would be used to smooth topography
disturbed by construction and in reclamation efforts. Most of the earthwork would be along Caliente
common segment 1 (see Section 4.2.1.2.2.2) and the selected Goldfield alternative segment (see Section
4.2.1.2.2.7). There would also be major cut, fill, and other earthwork processes around Bennett Pass, the
Goldfield Hills, Beatty, and Yucca Mountain.

DOE would build up to 12 construction camps along the rail alignment. Each camp would include
housing, support facilities, office space, utilities, contractor work areas, roadways, and parking, and
would disturb approximately 0.10 square kilometer (25 acres) inside the nominal width of the
construction right-of-way (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. 4-1).

There are six potential quarry sites along the Caliente rail alignment, and DOE would develop up to four
of these sites. Each site would be expected to disturb an area from 1.3 to 3.8 square kilometers (320 to
930 acres) outside the nominal width of the construction right-of-way (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail
Partners 2007, pp. 3-1 and 3-2).

Construction of the Interchange Yard along the Caliente alternative segment could disturb 0.061 square
kilometer (15 acres); the Interchange Yard along the Eccles alternative segment would disturb 0.12 square
kilometer (30 acres). Construction of the Staging Yard would disturb 0.2 square kilometer (50 acres).
Construction of the Maintenance-of-Way Trackside and Headquarters Facility would disturb 0.061 square
kilometer (15 acres) and the Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard would disturb the largest area (0.41
square kilometer [100 acres]) (DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. A-5).
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Construction activities that would disturb topsoil include, but are not limited to, cut excavation; quarry-pit
excavation and borrow-pit stockpiles; placement of compacted fill, ballast, and subballast; road
development and grading; and building facility foundations. During the construction phase, the soil
column would be disturbed and topsoil would be removed. The areas with disturbed soils would have an
increased potential for erosion by wind and water. DOE would implement best management practices
(see Chapter 7) to control erosion, minimize soil loss, and conserve topsoil for grading after construction
was completed. After construction was completed, disturbed areas away from the rail line would be
leveled to a grade that would blend with the terrain, covered with reserved topsoil, and to the extent
practicable, revegetated.

4.2.1.2.1.2 Geology.

Faulting and Seismic Activity Seismic-related hazards in the project area include ground shaking,
rock falls and landslides, soil liquefaction, and fault displacement. The potential for humans or structures
to be exposed to seismic hazards is generally uniform across the entire rail alignment and consistent with
the rest of southern Nevada, as shown on Figure 3-4. Construction activities would not induce
earthquakes or reactivate any faults. The general east-west configuration of the Caliente rail alignment
would minimize the contact between the rail alignment and the linear range-bounding faults, which have
the greatest potential for reactivation. At a minimum, DOE would design and operate the proposed
railroad to be consistent with American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association
seismic guidelines (DIRS 162040-AREMA 2001, Chapter 9) and could decide to implement additional,
more stringent standards.

During the construction and operations phases, DOE would monitor earthquake activity using U.S.
Department of the Interior, Geological Survey, and Yucca Mountain seismic networks. The response
level of the maintenance-of-way authority would depend on the earthquake magnitude and distance to the
rail line (see Table 4-1). DOE would develop an inspection protocol that would outline the procedures
that would be used to inspect the track, rail roadbed, bridges, and other structures along the rail line. If
required after a seismic event, construction would halt, trains would run at reduced speeds, and qualified
inspectors would verify the safety of the track.

The rail line and transportation casks would be constructed to be consistent with the American Railway
Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association seismic guidelines. The inspection protocol and
acceptance of the seismic guidelines would ensure that the risks associated with operating in a seismically
active area would be minimized. Section 4.2.10, Occupational and Public Health and Safety, describes
potential impacts to transportation safety and worker and public health and safety from seismic hazards.

Rock-Slope Hazards Several sections of the Caliente rail alignment would pass through steep and
rugged terrain where unstable rock slopes would be a hazard (DIRS 183639-Shannon & Wilson 2007,
pp. 42 to 44). Rock-slope failures typically occur where rock discontinuities (such as joints, bedding,
foliation, and faults) are adversely oriented in relation to natural or constructed slope faces. Slope
stability could be further reduced by natural weathering processes, which contribute to the mechanical
breakdown of the rock mass within the rock matrix and along the discontinuities (DIRS 183639-Shannon
& Wilson 2007, p. 41).

Rail line construction activities such as blasting and other cut procedures would have the potential to
induce rock falls and landslides. Blasting could be required to excavate bedrock and would occur in strict
compliance with existing regulations. Impacts resulting from construction and construction-related
blasting are expected to be small, due to safety measures DOE would employ during blasting activities.

Debris Flows Debris flows are rapidly moving mixtures of water, soil, rock, and organic material. A
debris flow can begin during or after heavy precipitation, and is especially dangerous if the debris dams a
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Table 4-1. American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association seismic guidelines.”

Earthquake
magnitude  Response
(Richter radii Response
scale) (miles)” level® Response protocol
0.0-4.9 d I Resume maximum operating speed. The need for the continuation of
inspections will be determined by the proper maintenance-of-way authority.
5.0-5.9 100 II All trains and engines will run at restricted speed within a specified radius of
the epicenter until inspections have been made and appropriate speeds
established by proper authority.
6.0-6.9 200 11 All trains and engines within the specified radius of the epicenter must stop
and may not proceed until inspections have been performed and appropriate
speed restrictions established by proper authority.

300 II All trains and engines will run at restricted speed within a specified radius of
the epicenter until inspections have been made and appropriate speeds
established by proper authority.

7.0 or As directed, III All trains and engines within the specified radius of the epicenter must stop

greater but not less and may not proceed until inspections have been performed and appropriate
than for 6.0 speed restrictions established by proper authority. The radius shall not be less
t0 6.9 than that specified for earthquakes between magnitudes 6.0 and 6.9.

I All trains and engines will run at restricted speed within a specified radius of
the epicenter until inspections have been made and appropriate speeds
established by proper authority. The radius shall not be less than that
specified for earthquakes between magnitudes 6.0 and 6.9.

a. Source: DIRS 162040-AREMA 2001, Table 9-1.1 and p. 9-1.5.

b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

c. Response level as defined by the American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association.
d. Radii not applicable.

stream channel. If the dam fails, the saturated debris can travel downslope for several miles in a confined
channel. Debris flows lose their energy and begin to deposit material when the stream gradient flattens or
when the channel widens (DIRS 183639-Shannon & Wilson 2007, pp. 45 and 46).

There would be a potential for debris flows along portions of the rail alignment during the construction
and operations phases. Such flows would be most common in areas where there is evidence of prior
activity (DIRS 183639-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 45). Debris flows could bury the rail line in
sediment, destroy portions of the line, or weaken bridge pylons as a result of excessive erosion. It would
not be possible to completely avoid debris flows in the area around the rail alignment.

Mineral and Energy Resources The rail line could cross surface or subsurface mineral or energy
resources not part of identified mining districts or mineral leases. During construction, previously
unknown resources could be identified in areas with large cuts. In 2005, the BLM generated a Mineral
Potential Report for the Caliente rail corridor, using degrees to estimate areas with geologic favorability
for particular mineral and energy resources (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, all). The report
graded each Caliente rail alignment alternative segment and common segment on the potential for
metallic and nonmetallic minerals, geothermal resources, and oil and gas resources in the area
surrounding the rail alignment. The report rated each segment with high, medium, low, or no potential
for each mineral resource type. However, a rating of high potential is only used as a guide in this impact
analysis, and does not indicate the actual locations of commercial minerals.

During the construction phase, some minerals could be rendered inaccessible because they would be
within the construction right-of-way. However, the operations right-of-way would be smaller than the
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construction right-of-way, so these restricted areas would become available during the operations phase.
The Caliente rail alignment would not cross any known mineral deposits unique to the region. Therefore,
any impacts related to restricted access to local mineral resources would be temporary and limited to the
construction phase. Sections 4.2.1.2.2.1 through 4.2.1.2.2.12 provide more segment-specific information
on the potential impacts to individual mineral and energy resources along alternative segments and
common segments. Section 4.2.2, Land Use and Ownership, describes potential impacts to local mining
districts.

Local Sources of Construction Materials Construction of a rail line along the Caliente rail
alignment would require from 3.12 to 3.19 million metric tons (3.44 to 3.52 million tons) of crushed-rock
ballast and from 2.72 to 2.81 million metric tons (3 to 3.1 million tons) of subballast for rail roadbed
construction (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. 3-1). Soil and rock excavated from
construction cuts would not be suitable for ballast; DOE would use this material for subballast and
embankment fill (DIRS 183643-Shannon & Wilson 2007, pp. 15, 19, and 20). All of the subballast
requirements would be met using excavated materials from construction cuts supplemented with bedrock
extracted from the ballast quarries and if needed, alluvial borrow sites.

DOE has identified six potential sites for ballast quarries along the Caliente rail alignment in the Caliente,
Reveille Valley, and Goldfield areas (DIRS 183641-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 52). Of these potential
locations, DOE would develop up to four sites to supply rock for ballast and subballast during the
construction phase. Each quarry pit would be approximately 24 meters (80 feet) deep, with an anticipated
Sfootprint of approximately 0.04 square kilometer (10 acres). However, depending on the number of open
quarries and the quality of the mineral materials, a quarry pit footprint could be as large as 2.1 square
kilometers (530 acres). A waste-rock pile at each quarry site would disturb approximately 0.06 square
kilometer (14 acres). Overburden material and rock not suitable for ballast or subballast gravel would be
stored at this location until the end of quarry operations. A railroad siding to accommodate the ballast
cars would be included in the total quarry disturbance area (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007,

pp. 3-1 and 3-2). When adding all of the maximum areas of the quarry site that could be disturbed during
the construction phase (quarry pit, production plant, ballast storage, and waste pile), and including a
temporary construction buffer area, a quarry site could disturb between 1.3 and 3.8 square kilometers
(320 to 930 acres). These quarry-site values are considered to be maximum calculations, in the event of
irregular topography and poor-quality excavated mineral materials. Section 4.2.1.2.4 describes potential
impacts from the quarry facilities in more detail.

The quarries would remain open through the construction phase. Afterward, DOE would reclaim
disturbed areas in accordance with the post-construction and maintenance best management practices
described in Chapter 7. Such practices would include grading the disturbed area, reshaping quarry-pit
walls to stabilized slopes, replacing reserved topsoil, and revegetating.

DOE could use other local materials for rail line construction. Subballast would be generated from
excavated cuts, crushed quarry rock, and if needed, borrow sites on certain alluvial fans. Blasted bedrock
from slope excavations and excess ballast rock would also be suitable for use to protect rail roadbed
embankments from erosion. Some natural sand and gravel excavated from cuts and crushed rock from
the quarries could be used to make concrete aggregate (DIRS 183643-Shannon & Wilson 2007, pp. 24 to
26). DOE would determine the prime sand and gravel deposits to be used before beginning construction.

Using local materials for ballast, subballast, embankment fill, and concrete aggregate would result in the
consumption of construction resources (such as rock, sand, and gravel) often used for other construction
projects in the area. However, alluvial deposits are plentiful in the region, and their use to construct the

rail line would not substantially reduce the area supply of these resources. Because the potential impact
to sand and gravel resources would be small along the entire alignment, this resource is not discussed
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further in Sections 4.2.1.2.2.1 through 4.2.1.2.2.12. Section 4.2.11, Utilities, Energy, and Materials,
describes impacts to regional supply chains for other construction materials.

4.2.1.2.1.3 Soils. This section describes potential impacts to soils, including the removal of prime
farmland from productive use. Rock excavation and land clearing would cause soil loss, surface erosion,
and disruption of soil structure on previously undisturbed land.

During the construction phase, most soils would be excavated using conventional earthmoving equipment
such as bulldozers, scrapers, rubber-tired backhoes, and track-mounted excavators. Solid rock
encountered along the rail alignment would require drilling and blasting (DIRS 183639-Shannon &
Wilson 2007, p. 47).

Soil Loss and Erosion There would be soil loss and erosion at all places where construction activities
disturbed the ground surface. The severity of soil loss would depend on the extent of the disturbance, the
erodibility of the soil, and the steepness of the terrain.

Land disturbed along the rail alignment would be most susceptible to soil loss and erosion during heavy
rains and high winds. Areas where fine-textured soil and sand (such as on alluvial fans, lake-bed terraces,
valleys, and flats) and where soils exhibited the erodes easily or blowing soil characteristics would be
most susceptible to erosion. The Caliente rail alignment would be in an area with an arid climate that
does not normally experience prolonged rainfall. Rainfall is typically brief, but can be very intense and
form washouts in low-lying areas. Elevated water velocities during heavy rainfalls would increase
erosion and scouring in areas where there is no vegetation, in areas dominated by sandy soils on steep
slopes, along channel banks, and at bridge crossings (DIRS 183639-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 50).
Construction of the proposed railroad would result in the loss of some topsoil and soil erosion. During
and after construction, DOE would implement best management practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the
potential for additional soil loss due to erosion. In areas of temporary surface disturbance, the topsoil
would be reserved and replaced, where practicable.

Disturbed soils would also be susceptible to wind erosion, because wind speeds greater than 19
kilometers (12 miles) per hour are sufficient to move sand grains (DIRS 183639-Shannon & Wilson
2007, p. 52). Disturbed soils with the blowing soil characteristic tend to generate sand dunes, increase
fugitive dust in the air, and contribute to the loss of topsoil. Wind and water erosion could also impact air
quality, surface-water quality, and biological resources, as discussed in Sections 4.2.4, 4.2.5, and 4.2.7,
respectively.

Prime Farmland The Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 United States Code [U.S.C.] 4201 ef seq.)
seeks to minimize the extent to which federal programs contribute to the unnecessary and irreversible
conversion of farmlands to nonagricultural uses. As discussed in Section 3.2.1.2.3, 3 percent of soils
along the Caliente rail alignment are classified as prime farmlands. The Caliente and Eccles alternative
segments, Caliente common segment 1, and Garden Valley alternative segments 1, 2, and 8 would cross
prime farmland soils (see Figures 3-6 and 3-8). DOE calculated the amount of potentially disturbed
prime farmland soils by multiplying the total area of disturbance by the calculated percentage of prime
farmland that would be within the rail line construction right-of-way. In Lincoln County, there is 0.16
square kilometer (40 acres) of prime farmland soils along the Caliente alternative segment and

0.1 square kilometer (24 acres) of prime farmland along the Eccles alternative segment.

Along these alternative segments, DOE would limit disturbance within the construction right-of-way to
minimize potential impacts to private lands and thus minimize impacts to farmland. The 1.13 square
kilometer (280 acres) of prime farmland soils along Caliente common segment 1 is in relatively isolated
areas in Lincoln and Nye Counties (see DIRS 182843-DOE 2007, all, plates 55 to 60, 79, and 107 to
109), and at present is not being used for agricultural production. The Garden Valley alternative
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segments would disturb between 0 square kilometers (0 acres) along Garden Valley alternative segment 3
up to 0.4 square kilometer (99 acres) along Garden Valley alternative segment 2. Construction of the
proposed railroad along the Caliente rail alignment would result in the loss of a total of 1.8 square
kilometers (440 acres) of prime farmland soils. Lincoln and Nye Counties contain approximately 2,200
square kilometers (540,000 acres) of prime farmland soils; thus, the proposed railroad would remove less
than 0.1 percent of the prime farmland soils from productive use. Esmeralda County does not contain
prime farmland soils.

In addition to using the Nevada soil survey database classification, DOE also requested assistance from
the Nevada Natural Resources Conservation Service office to identify prime, unique statewide, or locally
important farmland along the Caliente rail alignment (DIRS 181388-Arcaya 2007, all). The Conservation
Service office identified two segments that would potentially cross farmland, centered around the junction
between the end of the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments and the beginning of Caliente common
segment 1. About 2 to 2.4 kilometers (1.2 to 1.5 miles) of the northern portion of the Eccles alternative
segment would cross private land with the potential to be farmed. There are historical traces of irrigation
north of the origin of Caliente common segment 1 (DIRS 181388-Arcaya 2007, all).

Soil Stability Excavation and grading activities would disturb the natural structure of the soil by
breaking plant roots and natural mineral cements that bind soils. Soils disturbed along cut slopes would
have a higher risk of becoming unstable and creating mudflows or landslides in steep topography because
water-bearing properties would have changed, and the soil structure would have been altered. However,
DOE would revegetate or otherwise stabilize these areas and would reclaim them to the extent
practicable, which would reduce the potential for increased erosion (see Chapter 7).

DOE would erect up to 12 construction camps along the rail alignment to house workers. Although the
camps would be temporary and used only during the construction phase, soil could become compacted at
these sites. After construction was complete, DOE would grade the terrain and revegetate these areas
with native plant species (see Chapter 7), which would minimize the effects of soil compaction.

Studies have shown that, if left to natural seil recovery, the return of soil to pre-disturbed conditions and
natural succession of vegetation in the Yucca Mountain area could take decades or more, creating an
increased potential for erosion, landslides, and mudslides (DIRS 104837-DOE 1989, p. 17). Impacts due
to soil disruption would be large within the construction right-of-way and immediate region of influence
until new vegetation was established and the natural succession was reestablished. DOE would reduce
the impacts related to the increased potential for erosion, landslides, and mudslides through the
implementation of best management practices, such as revegetating disturbed sites, establishing proper
roadbed grades, and using stormwater erosion control measures (see Chapter 7).

4.2.1.2.2 Construction Impacts along Alternative Segments and Common Segments

4.2.1.2.2.1 Alternative Segments at the Interface with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline.
The Caliente and Eccles alternative segments would gradually increase in elevation as they traveled
northward. The Caliente alternative segment would have a total rise and fall of approximately 87 meters
(290 feet) over 18 kilometers (11 miles). The Eccles alternative segment would have a rise of 190 meters
(630 feet) over 19 kilometers (12 miles) (DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E).

Table 4-2 summarizes the key information DOE considered to assess construction impacts to physical
setting along the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments.

The Caliente and Eccles alternative segments would result in the disturbance of approximately 3.1 square
kilometers (770 acres) and 1.9 square kilometers (480 acres), respectively. More extensive cuts and fills
would be required for the Eccles alternative segment, which would result in more permanent changes to
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Table 4-2. Summary of key information for assessing impacts from constructing the Caliente or Eccles

alternative segment.

Attribute Caliente alternative segment  Eccles alternative segment
Length (miles)™® 11 12

Rise and fall (feet)™* 290 630

Earthwork cut quantities (cubic yards)™ 0.63 million 2.39 million

Earthwork fill quantities (cubic yards)* 0.22 million 1.29 million

Construction® Cuts up to 80 feet and fillsup  Cuts up to 80 feet and fills up
to 30 feet. to 50 feet high.

Number of construction camps’ 1 (no. 1) 1 (no. 1)

Number of well sites outside nominal width of 1 (no. 3) 3 (nos. 1, 2, 3)

construction right-of-way"

Disturbed area (acres)®

e Rail alignment" 370 470

e Quarries’ 400 (CA-8B) Not applicable

e  Well sites outside nominal width of 1.4 4.2

construction right-of-way’

e Access roads to construction camps/well
sites/quarries’

1.8 (to well site 3)

3.7 (to well sites 1, 2, and 3)

Total disturbed area (acres)"

770

480

Percent soil characteristics’

Soil characteristic area
(acres)®

74 erodes easily

0 blowing soils

5.2 prime farmland
570 erodes easily
0 blowing soils

40 prime farmland

71 erodes easily

0 blowing soils

4.8 prime farmland
340 erodes easily
0 blowing soils

23 prime farmland

To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.
To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.

For PR e as o

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.

Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.

Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.
To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.

Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.

Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all.
Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.

the topography than for the Caliente alternative segment. Soil disturbance from construction activities

along either alternative segment would result in localized impacts from the loss of topsoil and an increase
in the potential for erosion. However, these impacts would be temporary and would be reduced through a
combination of erosion control measures (see Chapter 7).

There is a high probability for perlite (a volcanic glass commercially mined south of the City of Caliente)
deposits in the area around the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments. When heated very quickly, the
grains of perlite expand into cellular particles, which can be incorporated into insulation, light-weight
concrete, and acoustical tiles. There would be no depletion or removal of perlite; however, excavation
could preclude mining of the deposits within the construction right-of-way. Because of the width of the
rail line construction right-of-way in relation to the presence of this mineral resource, impacts to the
perlite deposits would be small. There are some hot heat-flow wells in use around the City of Caliente;
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construction activities would not affect these geothermal resources because the rail alignment would not
come close to the wells.

Approximately 0.16 square kilometer (40 acres) and 0.091 square kilometer (23 acres) of prime farmland
would be disturbed along the Caliente or Eccles alternative segment, respectively (see Table 4-2).
Disturbance of these soils, particularly if fill were added, would change their prime farmland soil
classification and remove them from agricultural use. Along the Caliente alternative segment, a portion
of the prime farmland soils are within the Caliente city limits, primarily on private land. A review of the
prime, unique statewide, or locally important farmland by the Natural Resources Conservation Service
identified land that is currently idle, but with a potential to produce alfalfa as a crop (DIRS 181388-
Arcaya 2007, p. 1). Along the alternative segments, DOE would limit the area of disturbance within the
construction right-of-way to minimize potential impacts to private lands. Because the Caliente alternative
segment would primarily travel along the berm of an abandoned rail line, the Natural Resources
Conservation Service did not identify any prime or unique farmland along that portion of the alternative
segment.

More than 70 percent of soils along both the Caliente and the Eccles alternative segments have the erodes
easily characteristic. Disturbance from construction along the rail alignment would disrupt the soil
structure and increase the potential for erosion. DOE would implement best management practices (such
as stockpiling topsoil and revegetating the area) to reduce the potential for additional soil loss due to
erosion (see Chapter 7).

4.2.1.2.2.2 Caliente Common Segment 1 (Dry Lake Valley Area). Caliente common segment 1
would cross four major mountain ranges and three valleys. To maintain a rail grade of less than 2 percent,
DOE would excavate and level high points along the alignment and, to the extent practicable, use this
material to raise the low points. Table 4-3 lists the anticipated cut and fill requirements and other
important information used in the impact analysis for Caliente common segment 1. The grading
procedures would be greatest through Bennett Pass and around the North Pahroc Mountains. A total of
11 square kilometers (2,800 acres) of land would be disturbed during construction of the rail line (rail
roadbed, alignment access roads, and a construction camp, water wells, and their access roads). These
activities would cause topsoil loss and local erosion. Caliente common segment 1 would also travel
through badland topography, erodible land created by excessive erosion. Sections of the rail alignment
requiring large cuts could also increase the potential for rock falls or landslides. DOE would use erosion
control measures (see Chapter 7) to control excessive loss of topsoil and local erosion along the segment,
particularly in these areas. Sections of the rail alignment requiring large cuts could also increase the
potential for rock falls or landslides. To minimize the chance of landslides, DOE would vary cut slope
dimensions, depending on the strength and stability of the bedrock.

Limestone bedrock occurs widely along Caliente common segment 1 (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson
2005, Figure E2). Limestone is found in the Burnt Springs, Highland, and North Pahroc Ranges, and
might extend under the rail alignment in those areas. Rail line construction would have a small impact on
the availability of limestone because this resource is widely available in mountain ranges throughout the
region. There is one warm spring in the vicinity of Bennett Pass, approximately 1.6 kilometers (1 mile)
from the construction right-of-way. Construction activities would not affect this spring. There is also a
high potential for additional geothermal resources around the eastern portion of Caliente common
segment 1. Rail line construction would not affect these potential resources because DOE would not use
or otherwise disturb the subsurface geothermal resource.

Construction of Caliente common segment 1 would disturb approximately 1.1 square kilometer (280
acres) of prime farmland soils, which would be removed from agricultural use (see Table 4-3). These
soils are on public lands and are not being used for agricultural production at present. A review of the
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Table 4-3. Summary of key information for assessing potential impacts from constructing the proposed railroad along Caliente rail alignment
common segments (page 1 of 2).

Caliente common Caliente common Caliente common Caliente common
Key information segment | segment 2 segment 3 segment 4 Common segment 5 Common segment 6
Length (miles)™” 71 31 70 7 25 32
Rise and fall (feet)** 4,300 1,400 2,400 60 560 1,400
Earthwork cut 12.2 million 1.56 million 3.05 million 0.3 million 0.59 million 7.69 million
quantities
(cubic yards)™?
Earthwork fill 7.7 million 0.68 million 2.53 million 0.26 million 1.32 million 3.85 million
quantities
(cubic yards)®
Construction® Generally, cuts and  Cuts up to 40 feet Cuts up to 50 feet Cuts up to 15 feet Cuts up to 50 feet; Cuts up to 140 feet
fills ranging 40 to 70 and fills up to 80 feet. and fills up to 30 feet. and fills up to 35 feet. fills generally up to  and fills up to 110
feet high; cut in rock 10 feet. feet.
to 70 feet high at
Bennett Pass; 40-foot
cuts and 65-foot-high
fill at the crossing of
Black Canyon; fills
up to 30 feet and cuts
in rock to 100 feet
high along White
River.
Number of 2 (nos. 2, 3) 1 (no. 5) 3 (nos. 6, 7, 8) 1 (no. 9) 1 (no. 10) 1 (no. 12)
construction camps’
Number of well sites 4 (nos. 4, 5, 6, 7) 2 (nos. 8, 9) 0 0 0 2 (nos. 14, 15)

outside nominal
width of construction
right-of-way"
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Table 4-3. Summary of key information for assessing potential impacts from constructing the proposed railroad along Caliente rail alignment

common segments (page 2 of 2).

Caliente common Caliente common Caliente common

Caliente common

Key information segment 1 segment 2 segment 3 segment 4 Common segment 5 Common segment 6

Disturbed area
(acres)®
e Rail alignment" 2,700 1,000 2,400 250 770 1,300
e Quarries’ Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
o  Wellsites 5.6 2.8 Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable 2.8

outside nominal

width of

construction

right-of-way’
e Accessroadsto 114 (to construction Not applicable 130 (to construction 21 (to construction 5 (to construction 46 (to construction

construction camps 2, 3) camps 6, 7, 8) camp 9) camp 10) camp 12)
camps/well . 87 (towellsites4, 5, 8.4 (to wellsites 8, 9) 11 (to well sites 14,
sites/quarries 6,7) 15)

Total disturbed area 2,800 1,000 2,500 270 780 1,400

(acres)'

Percent soil
characteristics’

18 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
10 prime farmland

16 erodes easily
10 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

17 erodes easily
32 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

Soil characteristic
area (acres)

500 erodes easily 160 erodes easily
0 blowing soils 100 blowing soils
280 prime farmland 0 prime farmland

430 erodes easily
800 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

41 erodes easily
1.4 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

110 erodes easily
3.8 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
2.6 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
20 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.
To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.
Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.

To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.

Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.

Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all.

Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.

ForER e ae o

Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.

ANIWNOITY TIVY FLNIITVD — SLOVAN] TVLNINNOHIANT



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS — CALIENTE RAIL ALIGNMENT

prime, unique statewide, or locally important farmland by the Natural Resources Conservation Service
identified evidence of past irrigation north of the beginning of Caliente common segment 1. This land has
been out of production for more than 10 years (DIRS 181388-Arcaya 2007, p. 1). Although the Natural
Resources Conservation Service office does not consider the current land as farmland, if it were to
become irrigated again, it would be considered farmland of statewide importance. Caliente common
segment 1 would disturb approximately 0.064 square kilometer (16 acres) of this land. DOE would limit
the area of disturbance within the construction right-of-way to minimize impacts to private lands.

4.2.1.2.2.3 Garden Valley Alternative Segments. The Garden Valley alternative segments would
generally cross moderately hilly terrain, and most of the cuts and fills would occur in gaps of the Golden
Gate Range. Table 4-4 summarizes the key information DOE used to assess impacts to physical setting
from construction of any of the Garden Valley alternative segments.

Garden Valley 3 would be the longest of the Garden Valley alternative segments, but would require the
least total amount of cut and fill. Garden Valley 1 would be the shortest of the Garden Valley alternative
segments and would require the least amount of cuts, but would require more fill to obtain the appropriate
grade. Garden Valley alternative segments 3 and 8 would disturb a total of 3.6 square kilometers (890
acres) and 3.7 square kilometers (910 acres), respectively, and Garden Valley 1 would disturb a total of
3.4 square kilometers (830 acres). Garden Valley alternative segment 2 would disturb 3.6 square
kilometers (880 acres) (see Table 4-4). Surface disturbance during construction would remove topsoil
and increase the potential for erosion around the rail alignment. These impacts would be temporary and
reduced by erosion control measures (see Chapter 7).

All of the Garden Valley alternative segments would cross the Golden Gate fault. However, the few
earthquakes that have occurred in the area were low magnitude and not associated with the faults that the
Garden Valley alternative segments would cross (see Figure 3-3).

Limestone is present in the bedrock of the Golden Gate Range where Garden Valley alternative segments
1 and 3 would cross (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, Figure E2). However, rail line construction
would not adversely impact the limestone resources because limestone is abundant in the mountains
around the Golden Gate Range.

Garden Valley alternative segments 1, 2, and 8 would cross between 0.29 and 0.4 square kilometer

(70 and 97 acres) of prime farmland soils. The prime farmland soils are in the southern section of Garden
Valley, in isolated areas where there are no irrigation or farming practices (see DIRS 182843-DOE 2007,
all, plates 144 to 147, 155 to 163, and 501 to 503). Garden Valley alternative segment 2 would have a
larger percentage of soils with the erodes easily characteristic than Garden Valley alternative segments 1,
3, and 8 (see Table 4-4). When disturbed by construction, these soils would have a higher potential for
erosion than other soil types. During and after construction, DOE would implement best management
practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the potential for additional soil loss due to erosion.

4.2.1.2.2.4 Caliente Common Segment 2 (Quinn Canyon Range Area). Caliente common
segment 2 would cross several valleys and one pass. Table 4-3 summarizes the key information DOE
considered to assess impacts to physical setting from the construction of Caliente common segment 2.
Excess excavation material not needed for fill purposes would be graded and revegetated with native
species, or reused as fill along other parts of the rail alignment. In total, construction along Caliente
common segment 2 would disturb 4.1 square kilometers (1,000 acres). The disturbed areas would lose
topsoil and have an increased potential for erosion. In addition, 0.66 square kilometer (160 acres) of
common segment 2 would contain soils with the erodes easily characteristic, which would locally
increase the potential for soil erosion. DOE would implement best management practices (see Chapter 7)
to reduce these impacts.
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Table 4-4. Summary of key information for assessing impacts from constructing Garden Valley
alternative segment 1, 2, 3, or 8.

Attribute Garden Valley 1 Garden Valley 2 Garden Valley 3 Garden Valley 8
Length (miles)*® 22 22 23 23
Rise and fall (feet)™® 1,200 860 1,200 990
Earthwork cut quantities 0.36 million 0.94 million 0.65 million 1.16 million
(cubic yards)™
Earthwork fill quantities 1.1 million 0.69 million 0.69 million 0.84 million
(cubic yards)®
Construction® Low embankment Shallow cuts and Cuts to 30 feet and  Shallow cuts and

fills less than 10 feet

deep; cuts and fills

fills.

fills up to 35 feet.

fills.

up to 40 feet high.

Number of construction 1 (no. 4b) 1 (no. 4c) 1 (no. 4a) 1 (no. 4¢)

camps’

Number of well sites 0 0 0 0

outside nominal width of

construction right-of-way"

Disturbed area (acres)®

e Rail alignmen‘[h 720 770 780 800

o Quarries’ Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable

e Well sites outside Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
nominal width of
construction right-of-way’

e Access roads to 110 110 110 110
construction camps/well (to construction (to construction (to construction (to construction
sites/quarries’ camp 4b) camp 4c) camp 4a) camp 4c)

Total disturbed area 830 880 890 910

(acres)'

Percent soil characteristics'

Soil characteristic area
(acres)®

13 erodes easily
5.7 blowing soils

8.4 prime farmland

100 erodes easily
47 blowing soils
70 prime farmland

22 erodes easily
6.1 blowing soils
11 prime farmland

190 erodes easily
54 blowing soils
97 prime farmland

12 erodes easily
2.1 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

100 erodes easily
19 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

14 erodes easily
6 blowing soils
9.8 prime farmland

130 erodes easily
55 blowing soils
89 prime farmland
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Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.
To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.
To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.
Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.
Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.
To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.
Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.
Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all.

Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.

Caliente common segment 2 would not cross known Quaternary faults. There have been some
earthquakes in the area of Caliente common segment 2, but they had magnitudes of 4.0 or lower.
Potential hazards to people and structures from earthquakes of this magnitude would be very small.
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A low to medium potential exists for undiscovered mineral, oil, and geothermal resources along Caliente
common segment 2 (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, all). Potential impacts to any undiscovered
resources along this segment would be very small because the narrow footprint of the rail line would
allow the extraction of most types of mineral and energy deposits.

4.21.2.2.5 South Reveille Alternative Segments. South Reveille alternative segments 2 and 3
would cross a relatively uniform valley with a rise and fall of 150 meters (490 feet) and 190 meters (630
feet), respectively, over 19 kilometers (12 miles) (DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix
E). Although there would be more cuts along South Reveille 3, it would require less earthwork to attain
an appropriate grade. Table 4-5 summarizes the key information DOE considered to assess impacts to
physical setting from construction of either South Reveille alternative segment.

Table 4-5. Summary of key information for assessing impacts from constructing South Reveille

alternative segment 2 or 3.

Attribute South Reveille 2 South Reveille 3
Length (miles)*’ 12 12
Rise and fall (feet)™ 490 630
Earthwork cut quantities 0.66 million 0.43 million
(cubic yards)™?
Earthwork fill quantities 0.29 million 0.19 million
(cubic yards)®
Construction® Cuts up to 30 feet and Cuts up to 50 feet and

fills up to 40 feet. fills up to 80 feet.
Number of construction camps’ 0 0
Number of well sites outside nominal width of 0 0
construction right-of-way’
Disturbed area (acres)®
e Rail alignment" 360 420
e Quarries™ 820 (NN-9A and NN-9B) 820 (NN-9A and NN-9B)
e  Well sites outside nominal width of Not applicable Not applicable
construction right-of-way"
e Access roads to construction camps/well Not applicable Not applicable
sites/quarries’
Total disturbed area (acres)f’j 1,200 1,200

. .-k
Percent soil characteristics

Soil characteristic area
(acrcs)l

19 erodes easily
6.3 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

230 erodes easily
76 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

15 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

180 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.
To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.

Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.

Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.

To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.

Assuming that both NN-9A and NN-9B would be developed.

Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.

Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all.

Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.
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Construction of the rail roadbed, quarries, and access roads would disturb an area of approximately

4.8 square kilometers (1,200 acres) along South Reveille alternative segment 2; South Reveille 3 would
disturb slightly more surface area (5 square kilometers [1,200 acres]). In addition, a larger percentage of |
soils along South Reveille alternative segment 2 have the erodes easily characteristic (see Table 4-5).
Surface disturbance would result in topsoil loss and a potential increase in erosion. However, DOE would
implement best management practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the potential for additional soil loss due

to erosion. Overall, potential impacts from either South Reveille 2 or South Reveille 3 would be similar
except that South Reveille 3 would result in more land disturbance than South Reveille 2.

Neither South Reveille 2 nor South Reveille 3 would cross known faults. North of the alternative
segments, Quaternary faults are identified on the east and west sides of the Reveille Range. However,
these faults do not extend into the southern edge of Reveille Valley. Therefore, the potential hazards to
people and structures from seismic activity would be very small.

There would be no impacts to mineral resources along South Reveille alternative segments 2 and 3
because there is a low potential for metallic and nonmetallic minerals, gas, or geothermal resources within
the construction right-of-way. In addition, the bedrock is covered by more than 91 meters (300 feet) of
recent alluvial deposits (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 53).

4.2.1.2.2.6 Caliente Common Segment 3 (Stone Cabin Valley Area). Caliente common

segment 3 would cross the Kawich Range, Cow Canyon, and part of Reveille and Hot Creek Valleys.
Bridges might be required in the areas of Cow Canyon and Warm Springs Summit, where the rail line
would pass through steep and rugged terrain. Cuts up to 15 meters (50 feet) and fills to 9 meters (30 feet) |
would also be required through the pass through the Kawich Range. The rugged topography and bridge
construction would require total earthwork to include 2.33 million cubic meters (3.05 million cubic yards)
in cuts and 1.93 million cubic meters (2.53 million cubic yards) in fills. Table 4-3 summarizes the key
information DOE considered to assess impacts to physical setting from construction of Caliente common
segment 3.

East of Warm Springs, the rail line would cross the northern portion of the Kawich-Hot Creek Fault zone.
While this fault zone was active at least 130,000 years ago, its slip rate is consistent with other large faults
in the region (DIRS 174194-USGS 2005, all). In areas with high topographic relief, construction of the
rail line would result in an increased potential for rock-slope failure and landslides along Caliente
common segment 3, which could also be induced by earthquakes (DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson
2006, Table 6). DOE would incorporate appropriate engineering features (see Chapter 2) during
construction to stabilize these areas and prevent rock-slope failure and landslides. There is a high
potential for some metallic and nonmetallic minerals in the bedrock below sections of Caliente common
segment 3. The Warm Springs Summit area in the Kawich Range has a high potential for barite and
metallic minerals such as gold and silver. Barite is found in small deposits in the Kawich range, and the
rail alignment would cross a portion of the Clifford Mining District, which extracts metallic minerals
(DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 83). However, barite is not mined within the rail line
construction right-of-way, and generally the bedrock is too deep for construction activities to affect the
metallic minerals. There is also a high potential for traces of silver and gold east of the Kawich Range.
Due to the size and location of the construction right-of-way, the impact to these mineral resources would
be small. Section 4.2.2, Land Use and Ownership, provides more information about potential impacts to
local mining districts.

The Warm Springs Summit area is also a well-known location for warm springs and other geothermal
resources (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 23). The rail line would not cross any known warm
springs; therefore, there would be no impacts to geothermal resources in the area.
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Rail line construction along Caliente common segment 3 would disturb approximately 10 square
kilometers (2,500 acres). There would be a loss of topsoil and an increased potential for erosion in the
disturbed areas. In addition, terrain along Caliente common segment 3 consists of alluvial and playa
deposits that are susceptible to water and wind erosion. Approximately 1.7 square kilometers (430 acres)
of soils along Caliente common segment 3 have the easily eroded characteristic, and 3.2 square
kilometers (800 acres) are considered to be blowing soils (see Table 4-3). The impacts from increased
erosion would be small along most of the rail alignment, and moderate in Stone Cabin Valley and Cactus
Flat, where there is a concentration of blowing soils (see Figure 3-5).

4.2.1.2.2.7 Goldfield Alternative Segments. Passing through the Goldfield Hills, the three
Goldfield alternative segments would have similar rises and falls. To obtain the appropriate grade,
Goldfield alternative segment 3 would require the most cuts and fills. Table 4-6 lists these values and the
key information DOE considered to assess impacts to physical setting from construction of the Goldfield
alternative segments.

Rail line construction would disturb from 6.5 square kilometers (1,600 acres) along Goldfield alternative
segment 4 to 10.1 square kilometers (2,500 acres) along Goldfield alternative segment 3. Cuts and fills
associated with construction of any of the Goldfield alternative segments would result in the loss of
topsoil, and an increased potential for erosion. DOE would implement best management practices (see
Chapter 7) to reduce the effects of these impacts.

Less than 10 percent of soils along each of the Goldfield alternative segments are considered to be
blowing soils, which have a potential to be displaced easily by wind (see Table 4-6). DOE would
implement best management practices to reduce the potential for additional soil loss due to wind erosion.

Section 4.2.4, Air Quality and Climate, includes more discussion of impacts related to blowing soils and
fugitive dust emissions.

The southern sections of the Goldfield alternative segments would cross the Stonewall Flat fault
sequences; however, the area surrounding the alternative segments has felt few earthquakes compared to
other sections of the Caliente rail alignment. As shown in Figure 3-3, events in the magnitude 4.0 to 5.9
range have occurred around Ralston, Stonewall Mountain, and Tonopah. Where the selected Goldfield
alternative segment would pass through rugged areas, DOE would employ stabilization measures (such as
surface bolting and applying shotcrete) to ensure slope stability (see Chapter 7).

There is a high potential for metallic resources below all of the Goldfield alternative segments, each of
which would cross the Goldfield Mining District, which has produced gold, silver, lead, and copper.
Extraction of metallic minerals occurs in subsurface mines; therefore, there would be no impact to these
mineral resources from construction of any of the Goldfield alternative segments.

There is also a high potential for the mineral zeolite to occur around the Goldfield alternative segments.
Zeolite can be used as an antimicrobial agent and forms when saline groundwater reacts with certain
volcanic deposits. Construction of the rail line could uncover zeolite deposits. Construction would be
confined to the nominal width of the construction right-of-way, which would reduce the potential for
additional disturbance. Therefore, potential impacts to local mineral resources would be small. Section
4.2.2, Land Use and Ownership, also addresses impacts to the Goldfield Mining District.

4.2.1.2.2.8 Caliente Common Segment 4 (Stonewall Flat Area). Crossing the Stonewall Flat
area, Caliente common segment 4 would have a relatively low rise and fall amount and low cut and fill
requirements (see Table 4-3). Caliente common segment 4 would cross the eastern portion of the

Stonewall Flat fault zone, northwest of Ralston. However, there have been few earthquakes in the area.
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Table 4-6. Summary of key information for assessing impacts from constructing Goldfield alternative

segment 1, 3, or 4.

Attribute Goldfield 1 Goldfield 3 Goldfield 4
Length (miles)™® 29 31 33
Rise and fall (feet)™* 2,000 2,200 2,200
Earthwork cut quantities 4.01 million 3 million 2.45 million
(cubic yards)™®
Earthwork fill quantities 2.54 million 5.9 million 4.36 million
(cubic yards)®
Construction® Cuts up to 120 feet Generally, cuts and Generally, cuts and

and fills up to 50
feet.

fills up to 50 feet;
local cuts and fills
up to 110 feet.

fills up to 50 feet;
6,000-foot-long,
100-foot-high cut.

Number of construction camps’ 0 0 0
Number of well sites outside 1 (no. 12) 1 (no. 12) 3 (nos. 10, 11, 13)
nominal width of construction
right-of-way"
Disturbed area (acres)®
e Rail alignment" 1,100 1,200 1,200
e Quarries" 1,300 (NS-3A, 1,300 (NS-3A, 360 (ES-7)
NS-3B) NS-3B)
e  Well sites outside nominal width 1.4 1.4 4.2
of construction right-of-way"
e  Access roads to construction 2.9 2.9 14

camps/well sites/quarries’

(to well site 12)

(to well site 12)

(to well sites 10, 11, 13)

Total disturbed area (acres)™

2,400

2,500

1,600

Percent soil characteristics®

Soil characteristic area
(acres)!

0 erodes easily
8.8 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
210 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
9.5 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
240 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
7.7 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
120 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.
To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.
Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.
Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.
To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.
Assuming that both NS-3A and NS-3B would be developed.
Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.

Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all.
Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.
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In the southern portion of the Goldfield Hills, one earthquake of magnitude 4.0 has been recorded within
the past 150 years.

There is a high potential for metallic minerals along the central portion of Caliente common segment 4.
Gold and silver deposits have been mined from the Stonewall and Cuprite Mining Districts (DIRS
183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, pp. 56 to 59). However, impacts to these areas would be small because
the minerals have not been found within the rail line construction right-of-way. Section 4.2.2, Land Use
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and Ownership, further describes impacts related to access to and use of such minerals and energy
resources. There are also warm heat-flow wells near Caliente common segment 4. DOE would avoid
these wells during rail line construction; therefore, impacts would be small.

Construction along Caliente common segment 4 would disturb approximately 1.1 square kilometers (270
acres). The surface area disruption would result in a loss of topsoil and the potential for increased
erosion. The rail alignment would disturb 0.45 square kilometer (110 acres) of soils along Caliente
common segment 4 with the erodes easily characteristic, soils that would be especially susceptible to
erosion during construction, particularly from wind and water (see Table 4-3). DOE would implement
best management practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the potential for loss of topsoil and additional soil
loss due to erosion.

There are also soils characterized as soft soils in playa deposits present along Caliente common

segment 4. The saline conditions of these soils limit the chemical and physical potentials of the soil and
could have negative effects on the vegetation-bearing capacity of the soil. Reclamation of these soils
following construction would be more difficult than on non-saline soils, and would require more
maintenance and care than on more productive soils. These soils would have a higher potential for
erosion until revegetation was complete. DOE might need to implement additional reclamation measures
and erosion control measures until the vegetation could be established (DIRS 174296-Shannon & Wilson
2005, pp. 13 and 14).

4.2.1.2.2.9 Bonnie Claire Alternative Segments. The two Bonnie Claire alternative segments
would pass through Lida Valley and Sarcobatus Flat. The alternative segments would require similar
amounts of fill, but Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2 would require excavation of twice as much cut
material as Bonnie Claire alternative segment 3. Table 4-7 summarizes the key information DOE
considered to assess impacts to physical setting from construction of either of the Bonnie Claire
alternative segments.

Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2 would result in a total land disturbance of 1.9 square kilometers (470
acres) and Bonnie Claire alternative segment 3 would result in a total land disturbance of 1.9 square
kilometers (460 acres) (see Table 4-7). Areas disturbed during construction would result in a loss of
topsoil and increase the potential for erosion. However, these impacts would be temporary and would be
reduced through the implementation of best management practices (see Chapter 7).

Although the alternative segments would pass through areas that have experienced recent low-level
seismicity (magnitude 3.0 to 3.9) events, neither Bonnie Claire 2 nor Bonnie Claire 3 would cross known
Quaternary fault traces. The primary seismic activity within the past 150 years occurred in 1999, when a
magnitude 5.3 earthquake triggered many aftershocks over a series of days. Since then, earthquakes in
the immediate vicinity of the Bonnie Claire alternative segments have been below magnitude 3.0 (DIRS
183639-Shannon & Wilson 2007, Plate 4). Seismic hazards in the area are considered consistent with the
rest of southern Nevada. There is a potential for metallic mineral deposits along both Bonnie Claire
alternative segments. Each segment would travel around the Wagner Mining District, which has
produced low-tonnage mixed oxide and sulfide copper ore (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007,

p- 54). DOE would position the rail alignment to avoid the mining district and to reduce the potential
forimpacts to mineral deposits. Section 4.2.2, Land Use and Ownership, addresses potential impacts to
the Wagner Mining District. The rail alignment would travel along the low sections of Stonewall Flat;
therefore, impacts to metallic mineral deposits would be small.

About 0.48 to 0.51 square kilometer (120 to 130 acres) of the soils along Bonnie Claire alternative
segment 3 and Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2, respectively, have soils with the erodes easily
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Table 4-7. Summary of key information for assessing impacts from constructing Bonnie Claire
alternative segment 2 or 3.

Attribute Bonnie Claire 2 Bonnie Claire 3
Length (miles)*® 13 12
Rise and fall (feet)™* 540 570
Earthwork cut quantities 0.6 million 0.31 million
(cubic yards)™®
Earthwork fill quantities 1.24 million 0.92 million
(cubic yards)®
Construction® Cuts to 100 feet high in fuff; Cuts to 50 feet high in tuff;
cuts and fills to 45 feet deep in ~ cuts and fills to 20 feet deep in
alluvium. alluvium; low strength rock;
broken rock expected because
of faults visible in outcrop.
Number of construction camps’ 0 0
Number of well sites outside nominal width of0 0

construction right-of-way’

Disturbed area (acres)®

e Rail alignment” 470 460

e Quarries’ Not applicable Not applicable

e  Well sites outside nominal width of Not applicable Not applicable
construction right-of-way"

e  Access roads to construction Not applicable Not applicable
camps/well sites/quarries’

Total disturbed area (acres)" 470 460

Percent soil characteristics’ 27 erodes easily 25 erodes easily

0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

Soil characteristic area (acres)* 130 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

120 erodes easily
0 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.

To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.

Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.

Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.
To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.

Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.

Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all.

Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.
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characteristic (see Table 4-7). Thus, there would be a high potential for erosion along these alternative
segments. DOE would implement best management practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the potential for
additional soil loss due to erosion. Overall, the potential impacts from constructing a rail line along either
Bonnie Claire 2 or Bonnie Claire 3 would be similar.

4.2.1.2.2.10 Common Segment 5 (Sarcobatus Flat Area). Passing through Sarcobatus Flat,
common segment 5 would have a low rise and fall. Table 4-3 summarizes the key information DOE
considered to assess impacts to physical setting from construction of common segment 5.

DOE/EIS-0369 4-25



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS — CALIENTE RAIL ALIGNMENT

The potential to expose people or structures to seismic hazards would be small because common segment
5 would not cross any known Quaternary fault traces, and would travel over relatively level terrain.

There is a high potential for metallic mineral resources where common segment 5 would pass near the
Clarkdale Mining District. Small gold and silver deposits have been mined in Clarkdale, and are
hypothesized to extend below portions of common segment 5 (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007,
Table 1). However, construction activities would not uncover the bedrock and disturb the mineral
resources. The area of common segment 5 also has a generally high potential for geothermal resources;
there are several thermal springs near U.S. Highway 95 that would be parallel to the rail line (DIRS
183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 23). However, because DOE would avoid these resources during rail
line construction, the potential for impacts would be small.

Construction of this common segment would disturb a total of 3.1 square kilometers (780 acres) of land.
Surface disturbance related to construction activities would remove topsoil and increase the potential for
erosion along the rail alignment. These impacts would be temporary and would be reduced through the
use of best management practices (see Chapter 7).

Approximately 0.081 square kilometer (20 acres) of common segment 5 has the blowing soils
characteristic, which would increase the potential for soil loss from wind. DOE would implement best
management practices to minimize any additional soil loss from erosion. Section 4.2.4, Air Quality and
Climate, addresses impacts related to construction-generated fugitive dust emissions.

4.2.1.2.2.11 Oasis Valley Alternative Segments. Oasis Valley alternative segments 1 and 3
would have a similar profile throughout the valley. Table 4-8 summarizes the key information DOE
considered to assess impacts to physical setting from construction of either Oasis Valley alternative

segment.

The Oasis Valley alternative segments would not cross known fault traces. Within the past 150 years of
seismic records, there has been generally low earthquake activity in the area, so the potential seismic-
related impacts to humans and structures would be small.

There is a low potential for commercial metallic, nonmetallic, and oil resources in the area of the Oasis
Valley alternative segments (DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, Appendix E). The minerals present
in the area around the alternative segments are found in small veins in the surrounding hills. There would
be small impacts to such resources because the rail alignment would remain in the valley, away from
mineral-bearing outcrops. There is a high potential for geothermal deposits in the area; however, neither
Oasis Valley alternative segment would approach any known hot springs or wells.

Oasis Valley alternative segment 3 would require more earthwork than Oasis Valley alternative segment 1
to obtain the appropriate grade (see Table 4-8) and would disturb 0.3 square kilometer (80 acres) more land
area than Oasis Valley alternative segment 1. Construction activities would remove topsoil in the area and
increase the potential for erosion along the rail alignment. Oasis Valley alternative segment 1 also

contains about twice as much blowing soils as Oasis Valley alternative segment 3. DOE would implement
best management practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the potential for additional soil loss due to erosion.

Overall, potential impacts along either Oasis Valley alternative segment would be small. Oasis Valley
alternative segment 3 would be longer and would require more land disturbance than Oasis Valley
alternative segment 1, and Oasis Valley alternative segment 1 would contain more soils with a high
potential for erosion.
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Table 4-8. Summary of key information for assessing impacts from constructing Oasis Valley alternative

segment 1 or 3.

Attribute Oasis Valley 1 Oasis Valley 3

Length (miles)™® 6 9

Rise and fall (feet)™* 230 220

Earthwork cut quantities 0.066 million 0.16 million

(cubic yards)™®

Earthwork fill quantities 0.72 million 1.34 million

(cubic yards)®

Construction® Cuts up to 20 feet Cuts up to 50 feet
and fills up to 30 and fills up to 40
feet. feet.

Number of construction camps’ 1 (no. 11) 1 (no. 11)

Number of well sites outside nominal width of 0 0

construction right-of-way’

Disturbed area (acres)®

e Rail alignment" 240 320

e Quarries’ Not applicable Not applicable

e  Well sites outside nominal width of Not applicable Not applicable

construction right-of-way"
e Access roads to construction camps/well 10 (to 10 (to construction
sites/quarries’ construction camp 11)

camp 11)

Total disturbed area (acres)f’i 250 330

Percent soil characteristics'

Soil characteristic area
(acrcs)k

0 erodes easily
13 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
33 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
4.8 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

0 erodes easily
16 blowing soils
0 prime farmland

To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.
To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

Source: DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix E.

To convert cubic yards to cubic meters, multiply by 0.76456.

Source: DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 5.

Source: DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 3-2 to 3-4 and 4-11, Table 4-7, and Appendices G and H.

To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Source: DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. B-3.

Totals might not equal sums of values due to rounding.

Source: DIRS 184079-Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007, all. |
Soil area calculated by multiplying total disturbed area by the percent soil characteristic.
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4.21.2.2.12 Common Segment 6 (Yucca Mountain Approach). Approaching Yucca Mountain,
common segment 6 would pass through rugged terrain and along fault blocks. To achieve an appropriate
grade, cuts up to 43 meters (140 feet) and fills up to 34 meters (110 feet) would be required (see Table 4-3). |
Some of the fill would be required to build the bridge over Beatty Wash.

There is a low potential for ground rupture associated with the eastern and western Yucca Fault systems
(DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 6). In areas with high topographic relief, construction of
this common segment would also result in an increased potential for rock-slope failure and landslides
(DIRS 182854-Shannon & Wilson 2006, Table 6). DOE would incorporate appropriate engineering
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features (see Chapter 2) during construction to stabilize these areas and prevent rock-slope failure and
landslides. Construction activities would not be expected to result in off-site rock falls and landslides.

There is a high potential for the occurrence of some metallic and nonmetallic minerals along common
segment 6. The rail alignment would cross the northeastern portion of the Bare Mountain Mining
District, which has extracted a variety of minerals commodities over its period of operation, including
fluorspar, silica, limestone, and trace amounts of gold and mercury (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson
2007, p. 40). Construction impacts to mineral resources in this area would be small because the width of
the construction right-of-way would allow for the extraction of the mining district’s resources. Section
4.2.2, Land Use and Ownership, further describes impacts to the Bare Mountain Mining District.

There is a potential for geothermal resources in the northern portions of common segment 6. There are
several warm and hot springs around Beatty, some of which are used as warm bathing pools. The rail
alignment would bypass the springs; therefore, there would be no impact to local geothermal resources
(DIRS 182762-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 23).

Construction activities along common segment 6 would disturb an estimated 5.5 square kilometers
(1,400 acres). These activities could cause topsoil loss and increase erosion potential. DOE would
implement best management practices (see Chapter 7) to minimize these impacts. There are no special
soil characteristics along this common segment.

4.2.1.2.3 Facilities

4.2.1.2.3.1 Facilities at the Interface with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline. There would
be two facilities at the Interface with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline: the Staging Yard and the
Interchange Yard. The Staging Yard would be constructed on one of two potential locations along the
Caliente alternative segment (Caliente-Indian Cove or Caliente-Upland) or on the Eccles alternative
segment (Eccles-North).

The Staging Yard would disturb approximately 0.2 square kilometer (50 acres) and consist of a 610-
square-meter (6,600-square-foot) office, a 560-square-meter (6,000-square-foot) Satellite Maintenance-
of-Way Facility, and a paved access road (DIRS 180919-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. 5-1 and 5-2).

The Interchange Yard would disturb 0.061 square kilometer (15 acres) at the Caliente location or 0.12
square kilometer (30 acres) at the Eccles location. The total amount of earthwork required would be
15,000 cubic meters (20,000 cubic yards) for Caliente and 120,000 cubic meters (150,000 cubic yards) for
Eccles (DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. A-5). There would be no buildings in the
Interchange Yard.

Construction of these facilities would result in the removal of topsoil and an increased potential for
erosion within the disturbed areas. DOE would implement best management practices (see Chapter 7) to
minimize potential erosion impacts. There would be a permanent loss of topsoil in the areas under the
buildings and paved roads.

4.2.1.2.3.2 Maintenance-of-Way Facilities. If DOE were to select Goldfield alternative segment 1
or 3, then it would construct a Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters Facility south of Tonopah and a
Maintenance-of-Way Trackside Facility along Caliente common segment 3. If DOE were to select
Goldfield alternative segment 4, then it would construct a single Maintenance-of-Way Facility along
Goldfield alternative segment 4, north of Goldfield.

The Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters and Trackside Facilities options associated with Goldfield
alternative segment 1 or 3 would disturb 0.013 square kilometer (3.2 acres) and 0.061 square kilometer
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(15 acres), respectively (DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix B). The option associated
with Goldfield alternative segment 4 would disturb 0.061 square kilometer (15 acres).

Construction of these facilities would result in topsoil loss and increased erosion potential. DOE would
implement best management practices to minimize potential erosion impacts. During construction, the
topsoil would be sequestered and stabilized to prevent its permanent loss.

4.2.1.2.3.3 Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard. Construction of the Rail Equipment Maintenance
Yard would disturb approximately 0.41 square kilometer (100 acres) (DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners
2007, p. A-5). This area could include the Cask Maintenance Facility, and escort-car and locomotive
light-repair garages. It could also house the Nevada Railroad Control Center and the National
Transportation Operations Center. Construction of these facilities would result in topsoil loss and
increased erosion potential. DOE would implement best management practices to minimize potential
erosion impacts. During construction, the topsoil would be sequestered and regraded to prevent its
permanent loss.

4.2.1.2.3.4 Cask Maintenance Facility. The Cask Maintenance Facility would be used to house the
transportation casks, and would process them during routine inspections, cleaning, and repair. The facility
would disturb 0.081 square kilometer (20 acres), which would include buildings, a rail yard, and track
siding (DIRS 180919-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. 1-3). The facility could be in one of three locations:
collocated with the Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard, along one of the rail alignment segments outside
the Yucca Mountain Site boundary, or at a currently undetermined location outside Nevada.

4.2.1.2.4 Quarries

DOE would develop up to four of six potential quarry sites along the Caliente rail alignment. Each quarry
site would contain an operations plant, quarry and production area, access roads, a railroad siding with
loading facility, and could contain a conveyor belt (see Figure 2-33). The operations plant would include
administrative offices, a parking area, sanitary facilities, and an equipment fueling and service area. The
quarry and production area would include the pit, which would vary in size depending on quarry location,
a waste-rock pile with a rectangular footprint of 0.057 square kilometer (14 acres), a ballast stockpile,
settling ponds, a water well, and emergency generators.

The maximum disturbance area for each quarry was calculated from the areas that would be disturbed
from excavating the quarry pit and building the associated plant facilities, roads, railroad siding, and
conveyor belts. A construction buffer was also included, and would be reclaimed once construction was
completed. The quarry pit would create the largest disturbance area, so if less ballast was needed, or
high-quality minerals were excavated, the total disturbance area for the quarry site would likely be much
smaller. Depending on the topography, the relative positions of the facilities, and quality and amount of
extracted rock, the total area of disturbance from a quarry site would range from 1.3 to 3.8 square
kilometers (320 to 930 acres).

Construction and operation of quarries would modify the physical setting in multiple ways. Construction
of the buildings, access roads, and conveyer belts would disturb topsoil. During quarry operation, rock
extraction would require the removal of the thin soil overburden. The result would be some topsoil loss
during quarry construction and operation. Construction and operation of the quarries would also increase
the potential for erosion. These impacts would be temporary, limited to the area around the quarry
facilities, and DOE would implement best management practices (see Chapter 7) to reduce the impacts.
Where practicable, the topsoil would be reserved for reclamation and revegetation. Excavation of
bedrock from the pit would result in permanent loss of the mineral resources and change the local
topography. However, the quarries would be in areas with abundant mineral resources; therefore, impacts
to the overall availability of minerals suitable for quarrying would be small.
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After construction, DOE would implement reclamation activities to reduce permanent impacts. The
Department would demolish quarry access roads by removing the roadway materials and regrading the
area. Terrain restoration around the quarry facility and pit would include restoring quarry-pit walls to
more stable slopes, grading and replacing topsoil, and revegetating the area (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail
Partners 2007, p. 3-4). Reclamation activities would reduce the direct and indirect topsoil loss and
increased erosion impacts caused by quarry construction and operation.

Sections 4.2.1.2.4.1 through 4.2.1.2.4.6 describe potential impacts related to each potential quarry site
along the Caliente rail alignment.

4.21.2.41 Quarry CA-8B. Potential quarry CA-8B would be in hilly terrain west of the Caliente
alternative segment. The quarry pit (see Figure 2-24) would be mined from the side of a hill with a
vertical relief of 61 meters (200 feet). The ballast produced from this quarry could be a portion of the
2.15 million metric tons (3.47 million tons) required for railroad construction and maintenance. At most,
this quarry pit could occupy an area of 0.093 square kilometer (23 acres) to a depth of 61 meters, which
would produce approximately 14.5 million metric tons (16 million tons) of ballast (DIRS 180922-Nevada
Rail Partners 2007, p. A-2). The actual quarry dimensions would likely be much smaller — approximately
0.04 square kilometer (10 acres) to a depth of 24 meters (80 feet) (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners
2007, p. 3-2). The entire quarry footprint, including roads, conveyer belt, quarry and production area, and
its construction buffer zones would disturb 1.6 square kilometers (400 acres).

Access to quarry CA-8B would be by existing and new roads (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007,
Appendix I). DOE would construct 5.4 kilometers (3.4 miles) of new roadway and would improve

4.3 kilometers (2.7 miles) of existing roadway to access the quarry pit and facilities (DIRS 180922-
Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Table 4-7). Excavated ballast would be trucked to the quarry plant, which
would be on a nearby plateau. Once the ballast was separated, it would be transported to the Caliente
alternative segment by one of two proposed conveyer-belt options. One option would be for the conveyer
belt to travel northeast from the processing plant to a railroad siding that would service the Upland
Staging Yard. Under the other option, it would travel south and service the Indian Cove Staging Yard.
The railroad siding and conveyer belt option would be chosen based on which Staging Yard would be
developed. The conveyer belt and service road would disturb a 15-meter (50-foot)-wide path from the
processing plant to the rail loading facility. Existing roads would be updated by grading and adding a
gravel roadbed.

4.2.1.2.4.2 Quarry NN-9A. Quarry NN-9A is one of two potential quarries along the South Reveille
alternative segments. When operational, this quarry could supply a portion of the 3.15 million metric tons
(3.47 million tons) of ballast required for railroad construction and maintenance (DIRS 180922-Nevada
Rail Partners 2007, p. 3-1). The quarry pit and associated facilities would be east of the junction of South
Reveille alternative segments 2 and 3 shown on Figure 2-25. Two 12-meter (40-foot)-high hills would be
mined for the basalt bedrock. For quarry NN-9A, DOE would construct 7.1 kilometers (4.4 miles) of
new roadway and would update 15 kilometers (9.5 miles) of existing roads (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail
Partners 2007, Table 4-7). Quarry NN-9A would be able to produce a maximum of 36.3 million metric
tons (40 million tons) of ballast excavated out of a 1.3-square-kilometer (330-acre) pit 11 meters (36 feet)
deep. There would be two potential plant facilities to the north and south of the quarry pit. Ballast would
be trucked along existing County Road 525 to the loading facility on Caliente common segment 3. The
disturbance area for the entire quarry footprint would be 2 square kilometers (490 acres).

4.2.1.2.4.3 Quarry NN-9B. Potential quarry NN-9B would be smaller than NN-9A and would be east
of the quarry NN-9A location shown on Figure 2-25. Although either quarry would be at the junction of
the two South Reveille alternative segments, quarry NN-9B would be closer to South Reveille 2 and
would require less road construction and shorter transport routes. This quarry could supply a portion of

DOE/EIS-0369 4-30



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS — CALIENTE RAIL ALIGNMENT

the 3.15 million metric tons (3.47 million tons) of required ballast (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners
2007, p. 3-1).

Quarry NN-9B would excavate a 37-meter (120-foot)-high ridge. For quarry NN-9B, DOE would
construct 7.1 kilometers (4.4 miles) of new roadway and would update 15 kilometers (9.1 miles) of
existing roads (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Table 4-7). Quarry NN-9B would produce
2.72 million metric tons (3 million tons) of ballast from a 0.23-square-kilometer (60-acre) pit 4.6 meters
(15 feet) deep. These dimensions would likely be smaller to satisfy the ballast requirements for
construction. The ballast from quarry NN-9B would be trucked on new unnamed roads to the loading
facility on the selected alternative segment. The disturbance area for the quarry NN-9B construction
footprint would be 1.3 square kilometers (320 acres).

4.2.1.2.4.4 Quarry ES-7. Potential quarry ES-7 would be west of Goldfield alternative segment 4 and
could be developed if DOE selected Goldfield alternative segment 4 (see Figure 2-26). The quarry pit
and plant facilities would be on a 49-meter (160-foot)-high mesa with access to two basalt deposits. DOE
could extract a maximum of 8.49 million metric tons (9.36 million tons) of basalt ballast from the 0.11-
square-kilometer (27-acre) pit with a depth of 30 meters (100 feet). Depending on the amount of ballast
required, the footprint of this quarry would likely be smaller. There could also be a secondary quarry of
variable-quality rock in the area. It would be able to produce a maximum of 2.9 million metric tons

(3.2 million tons) of ballast from a 37,000-square-meter (9.2-acre) pit 30 meters deep. However, the final
dimensions of this secondary quarry would likely be smaller. This quarry could supply a portion of the
required 3.15 million metric tons (3.47 million tons) of ballast (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007,

p. 3-1).

Access to the quarry pit and production plant would be via an existing road off U.S. Highway 95, with
new roadway construction to extend into the quarry site (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007,
Appendix I). DOE would construct approximately 6.6 kilometers (4.1 miles) of new roadway and would
improve approximately 8.4 kilometers (5.2 miles) of existing roadway to access the quarry pit and
facilities (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Table 4-7). A conveyer belt would carry the ballast
from the production facility to the rail siding. The conveyer belt and correlating service road would be
15 meters (50 feet) wide. The total disturbance area of the quarry footprint would be 1.5 square
kilometers (360 acres).

4.2.1.2.4.5 Quarry NS-3A. Potential quarry NS-3A would be on basalt hills in a valley along the
eastern side of Goldfield alternative segment 3 (see Figure 2-27) and could be constructed if DOE selected
Goldfield alternative segment 1 or 3. The quarry pit might have to be split into two locations because of
the large quantities of overburden in the area (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. D-1). The
quarry would be able to produce a maximum of 99.8 million metric tons (110 million tons) of basalt rock
from two pits totaling 21 square kilometers (530 acres) with depths ranging from 12 to 30 meters (40 to
100 feet). However, rail line construction would require 3.15 million metric tons (3.47 million tons) of
ballast. The ballast would be processed at one of the two potential quarry plant facilities and trucked to
the loading facilities along 13 kilometers (8 miles) of existing roads and 3.5 kilometers (2.2 miles) of new
road (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Table 4-7). The total quarry footprint disturbance area
would be 3.8 square kilometers (930 acres).

4.2.1.2.4.6 Quarry NS-3B. Potential quarry NS-3B would also be on basalt hills along

Goldfield alternative segment 3 (see Figure 2-27) (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix I)
and could be constructed if DOE selected Goldfield alternative segment 1 or 3. The quarry area would be
south of the quarry NS-3A potential location. Basalt rock would be quarried on either side of the rail
alignment in 21- to 30-meter (69- to 100-foot) cuts, which would produce a maximum of 27.2 million
metric tons (30 million tons) of ballast. The cuts would occupy an area of 12 square kilometers

(2,900 acres). The ballast from quarry N3-3B would be trucked on new unnamed roads to the loading
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facility on Goldfield alternative segment 3. If chosen, this quarry could supply a portion of the required
3.15 million metric tons (3.47 million tons) of ballast. The total quarry footprint disturbance area would
be 1.5 square kilometers (370 acres).

4.2.1.3 Operations Impacts

The proposed railroad would operate for up to 50 years (DIRS 182826-Nevada Rail Partners 2007,

p. 4-1). The operations right-of-way would be nominally 61 meters (200 feet) on either side of the
centerline of the rail line. By definition, the operations right-of-way would be within the construction
right-of-way; therefore, use of the completed rail line to Yucca Mountain would have no additional
impact to physical setting beyond the permanent alterations resulting from construction.

Rail line maintenance would require periodic inspections to verify the condition of the track, drainage
structures, and rock-wall surfaces. When necessary, rock faces on cuts would be repaired to minimize the
potential for rockfall or landslide. Areas along the rail line would also be monitored for evidence of
erosion, particularly where there is a high percentage of soils classified as erodes easily (Caliente
alternative segment [74 percent], Eccles alternative segment [71 percent], Bonnie Claire alternative
segment 2 [27 percent], Bonnie Claire alternative segment 3 [25 percent], and Caliente common segment
4 [41 percent]).

Eroded areas encroaching on the track bed would be repaired, which could include replacement of ballast
and subballast to reduce erosion of exposed soils. Although there would be a potential for erosion and
landslides along the rail line, the potential would be substantially similar to baseline conditions, and would
be attributed to natural occurrences after construction was completed, not to due to train operations. In
addition, DOE would use appropriate slope-stabilizing engineering practices (see Chapter 2) during the
construction phase that would reduce hazards from rockfalls and landslides during the operations phase.
Section 4.2.8, Noise and Vibration, describes potential impacts from vibration in more detail.

During the operations phase, DOE would continue to monitor seismic activity in the region. DOE would
also continue to follow the procedures based on the American Railways Engineering and Maintenance-of-
Way Association seismic guidelines it adopted during the construction phase (see Section 4.2.1.2.1.2 and
Table 4-1). These measures, also outlined in Chapter 7, would reduce the potential for structural damage
and human exposure to seismic hazards.

4.2.1.4 Impacts under the Shared-Use Option

The Shared-Use Option would include the construction and operations activities described in Sections
4.2.1.2 and 4.2.1.3, and private companies would use the rail line for shipment of general freight. Under
the Shared-Use Option, potential construction and operations impacts would be very similar to those
identified in Sections 4.2.1.2 and 4.2.1.3 for the Proposed Action without shared use.

The Shared-Use Option would require the construction of more rail sidings within the rail line
construction right-of-way in areas of relatively flat terrain. A commercial-use interchange facility at the
beginning of the line and a facility at the termination point of commercial use to support the Shared-Use
Option would also be constructed within the construction right-of-way. Implementation of the Shared-
Use Option would increase the area of surface disturbance by less than 0.1 percent (see Chapter 2). There
would be a potential for topsoil loss and increased erosion in this area.

Under the Shared-Use Option, the rail line would likely be in use for more than 50 years, compared to the
railroad operations life under the Proposed Action without shared use. Shared use of the proposed rail
line would add no impacts to physical setting beyond the permanent alterations already described.
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4.21.5 Summary

Table 4-9 summarizes potential impacts to physical setting from constructing and operating the proposed
railroad along the Caliente rail alignment. With the exception of topsoil loss, the overall impacts would
be small because of the best management practices or mitigation measures DOE would implement (see
Chapter 7). There would be a potential for increased erosion because relatively undisturbed land would
be extensively graded. Impacts related to soil erosion or loss of topsoil would be small, because
implementation of best management practices would effectively reduce the potential for increased erosion
and sedimentation that could occur during construction activities. In addition, soil disturbance would be
distributed throughout several counties, reducing the concentration of increased soil erosion.

The Caliente rail alignment would cross faults in Nevada, a seismically active area. However, DOE
would adopt the American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association seismic
guidelines. Additional seismic monitoring procedures would also be implemented during the construction
and operations phases. Construction of the rail alignment would avoid known commercial mineral
deposits, and would not remove them from permanent use. The quarries and borrow sites that would be
opened and used for supplying the ballast and subballast would remove mineral resources from the area.
However, construction would consume only a small percentage of the total available supply of these
materials over several counties. There would be no additional impacts to the physical setting from the
railroad operations under the Proposed Action or the Shared-Use Option.

Table 4-9. Summary of impacts to physical setting from constructing and operating the proposed railroad
along the Caliente rail alignment” (page 1 of 4).

Rail line segment/
facilities (county)

Construction impacts

Operations impacts

Rail line segment

Caliente alternative
segment
(Lincoln County)

Eccles alternative
segment
(Lincoln County)

Caliente common
segment |

(Lincoln County and
Nye County)

Total surface disturbance: 770 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Loss of prime farmland soils: 40 acres; less than 0.1
percent of prime farmland soils in Lincoln County.

Small impact to local mineral resources due to
potentially disturbed perlite deposits near the
alternative segment.

Total surface disturbance: 480 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Loss of prime farmland soils: 23 acres; less than 0.1
percent of prime farmland soils in Lincoln County.

Small impact to local mineral resources due to
potentially disturbed perlite deposits near the
alternative segment.

Total surface disturbance: 2,800 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Loss of prime farmland soils: 280 acres; less than 0.1
percent of prime farmland soils in Lincoln and Nye
Counties.

Small impact to limestone resources.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.
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Table 4-9. Summary of impacts to physical setting from constructing and operating the proposed railroad
along the Caliente rail alignment® (page 2 of 4).

Rail line segment/
facilities (county)

Construction impacts

Operations impacts

Rail line segment (continued)

Garden Valley

alternative segments 1,

2,3,and 8
(Lincoln County and
Nye County)

Caliente common
segment 2

(Lincoln County and
Nye County)

South Reveille
alternative segments
2 and 3

(Nye County)

Caliente common
segment 3
(Nye County)

Goldfield alternative
segments 1 and 4
(Nye County and
Esmeralda County)

Goldfield alternative
segment 3
(Nye County)

Caliente common
segment 4

(Nye County and
Esmeralda County)

Total surface disturbance would result in topsoil loss
and increased potential for erosion:

Garden Valley 1 = 830 acres

Garden Valley 2 = 880 acres

Garden Valley 3 = 890 acres

Garden Valley 8 =910 acres

Loss of prime farmland soils:

Garden Valley 1 =70 acres
Garden Valley 2 = 97 acres
Garden Valley 8 = 89 acres
Less than 0.1 percent of prime farmland soils in
Lincoln and Nye Counties.

No impacts to limestone resources due to location.

Total surface disturbance: 1,000 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

No impact to mineral or geothermal resources.

Total surface disturbance would result in topsoil loss
and increased potential for erosion:

South Reveille 2 = 1,200 acres

South Reveille 3 = 1,200 acres

No impact to mineral or geothermal resources.
Total surface disturbance: 2,500 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Small potential impact to barite, gold, silver, and
geothermal resources due to location of common
segment.

Total surface disturbance would result in topsoil loss
and increased potential for erosion:

Goldfield 1 =2,400 acres
Goldfield 3 = 2,500 acres
Goldfield 4 = 1,600 acres

Potential impacts to metallic and nonmetallic resources
would be small.

Total surface disturbance: 270 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Small impacts to metallic and geothermal resources.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.
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Table 4-9. Summary of impacts to physical setting from constructing and operating the proposed railroad
along the Caliente rail alignment® (page 3 of 4).

Rail line segment/
facilities (county)

Construction impacts

Operations impacts

Rail line segment (continued)

Bonnie Claire
alternative segments 2
and 3

(Nye County)

Common segment 5
(Nye County)

Oasis Valley
alternative segments 1
and 3

(Nye County)

Common segment 6
(Nye County)

Total surface disturbance would result in topsoil loss
and increased potential for erosion:

Bonnie Claire 2 = 470 acres
Bonnie Claire 3 = 460 acres

Small impacts to metallic mineral resources.

Total surface disturbance: 780 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Small impact to metallic mineral and geothermal
resources.

Total surface disturbance would result in topsoil loss
and increased potential for erosion:

Oasis Valley alternative segment 1 = 250 acres
Oasis Valley alternative segment 3 = 330 acres

Small impacts to mineral resources.

Total surface disturbance: 1,400 acres, would result
in topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Small impacts to mineral and geothermal resources.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the
rail roadbed;
implementation of erosion
prevention methods would
reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the
rail roadbed;
implementation of erosion
prevention methods would
reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the
rail roadbed,;
implementation of erosion
prevention methods would
reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along the rail
roadbed; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Facilities
Access roads
(included in total surface
disturbance in individual
segments)
(Lincoln, Nye, and
Esmeralda Counties)
Facilities at the Interface
with the Union Pacific
Railroad Mainline (includes
the Interchange Yard, the
Staging Yard, and the
Satellite Maintenance-of-
Way Facility) (Lincoln
County)

Total surface disturbance: 990 acres, would result
in topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Alteration of prime farmland soils (see table entries
for Caliente alternative segment, Eccles alternative
segment, and Caliente common segment 1)

Total surface disturbance: 65 acres for Caliente

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas along access
roads; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in

alternative segment and 80 acres for Eccles alternative localized areas around the

segment, would result in topsoil loss and increased
potential for erosion.

facilities; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.
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Table 4-9. Summary of impacts to physical setting from constructing and operating the proposed railroad
along the Caliente rail alignment® (page 4 of 4).

Rail line segment/
facilities (county)

Construction impacts

Operations impacts

Facilities (continued)

Maintenance-of-Way
Facilities

(includes the Maintenance-
of-Way Headquarters
Facility, the
Maintenance-of-Way
Trackside Facility, and the
consolidated option)
(Lincoln, Nye, and
Esmeralda Counties)

Rail Equipment
Maintenance Yard
(includes Cask
Maintenance Facility)
(Nye County)

Water wells (Lincoln, Nye,
and Esmeralda Counties)

Total surface disturbance: For the options associated
with Goldfield alternative segment 1 or 3: 18 acres.
For the option associated with Goldfield alternative
segment 4: 15 acres. Both options would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Total surface disturbance: 100 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Total surface disturbance: 28 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

(137 potential well sites with 231 potential wells; 117
well sites would be within the nominal width of the
construction right-of-way; 20 well sites would be
outside the nominal width of the construction right-of-
way, at 1.4 acres surface disturbance at each well site)

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the
facilities; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the
facility; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the well
sites; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Quarries

Potential quarry CA-8B
(Lincoln County)

Potential quarries NN-9A
and NN-9B

(Nye County)

Potential quarry ES-7
(Nye County)

Potential quarries
NS-3A and NS-3B
(Esmeralda County)

Total surface disturbance: 400 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Extraction of all 16 million tons of rock would reduce
the availability of local construction mineral materials.

Total surface disturbance: 820 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Extraction of all 16 million tons of rock would reduce
the availability of local construction mineral materials.

Total surface disturbance: 360 acres, would result in
topsoil loss and increased potential for erosion.

Extraction of all 12.6 million tons from two pits would
reduce the availability of local construction mineral
materials.

Total surface disturbance: 930 (NS-3A) to 370
(NS-3B) acres, would result in topsoil loss and
increased potential for erosion.

NS-3A: Extraction of all 110 million tons would
reduce the availability of local construction mineral
materials.

NS-3B: Extraction of all 30 million tons would reduce
the availability of local construction mineral materials.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the
quarry; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the
quarry; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the
quarry; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

Potential for soil erosion in
localized areas around the
quarry; implementation of
erosion prevention methods
would reduce impacts.

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469; to convert tons to metric tons, multiply by 0.90718.
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4.2.2 LAND USE AND OWNERSHIP

This section describes impacts to land use and ownership from constructing and operating the proposed
railroad along the Caliente rail alignment. Section 4.2.2.1 describes the methods DOE used to assess
potential impacts; Section 4.2.2.2 describes potential impacts to land use during the construction phase;
Section 4.2.2.3 describes potential railroad operations impacts; Section 4.2.2.4 describes potential impacts
under the Shared-Use Option; and Section 4.2.2.5 summarizes potential impacts to land use and
ownership.

Section 3.2.2.1 describes the region of influence for land use and ownership.
4.2.2.1 Impact Assessment Methodology

Table 4-10 lists factors DOE considered to determine potential impacts to land use and ownership from
project-related construction and operations activities.

DOE assessed potential impacts to land use and ownership along the rail line based on the nominal width
of the construction right-of-way.

Table 4-10. Impact assessment considerations for land use and ownership.

Land use Potential for impact

General Nonconformance with applicable general and regional plans and approved or adopted
policies, goals, or operations of communities or governmental agencies

Private land Change in current land use

Permanent displacement of existing, developing, or approved urban/industrial buildings
or activities (residential, commercial, industrial, non-federal governmental, or
institutional)

Loss of ownership or title to private land
American Indian land Conlflict with existing land-use plans or cause incompatible land uses

Department of Defense Conlflict with existing land-use plans or cause incompatible land uses
land

Livestock grazing lands ~ Loss of grazing land and associated animal unit months
Alteration of livestock operations or disruption of livestock movement
Change to the amount or distribution of existing stockwater sources

Potential human disturbance to livestock (such as loss of livestock due to collisions with

trains)
Mineral and energy Potential to preclude mining operations or the extraction of oil, gas, and geothermal
resources resources within the rail line construction right-of-way

Disturbance to existing or proposed mining operations with an approved mining plan
Potential to cause the collapse of active underground mines, tunnels, or shafts
Recreational areas and Potential disturbance to any land designated as recreational sites

access to public or private  potential alteration of routes for large, recurring organized off-highway vehicle events
lands and races

Restricted or altered access to any recreational sites or public land
Restricted or altered access to private land
Utility and transportation Interference with an existing or planned utility or transportation right-of-way

corridors and rights-of-Way Need for a new right-of-way within a BLM-designated right-of-way avoidance area,
such as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern
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For railroad construction and operations support facilities, this section describes potential impacts to land
use and ownership in conjunction with each facility’s nearest segment, based on the current land use at
the site. Table 4-11 describes the required support facilities and the current land uses at their proposed
locations. Chapter 2 describes the facilities and their locations in more detail.

Table 4-11. Land use associated with railroad construction and operations support facilities.

Number of facilities under the

Within the nominal width of

the rail line construction

Facilities Proposed Action™® right-of-way Land ownership
Construction Upto 12 Yes BLM-administered public
camps land, except for a portion of

camp 1 that would be on
private land
Construction wells  Maximum of 107 well sites All but 14 Construction wells outside
Area of disturbance for each would be the nominal width of the
62,500 square feet construction right-of-way
would be on BLM-
administered land
Quarries Up to four needed out of six potential No All on BLM-administered
sites land except for quarry CA-
8B, portions of which would
be on private land
Interchange Yard  One on either the Caliente or Eccles No Would fall within existing
alternative segment Union Pacific Railroad
15 acres of land at Caliente or 30 acres right-of-way
at Eccles
Upland or Indian One if DOE selected the Caliente Yes Private land
Cove Staging alternative segment
Yard 110 acres at Upland or 180 acres at
Indian Cove
Eccles-North Required if DOE selected the Eccles Yes BLM-administered public
Staging Yard alternative segment, occupying 70 acres land
Maintenance-of-  One required (two location options) Yes BLM-administered public
Way Trackside land
Facility

Maintenance-of-
Way Facility

Rail Equipment
Maintenance Yard

Cask Maintenance
Facility

One if Goldfield alternative segment 4 Goldfield alternative segment 4 BLM-administered public
is selected, two if Goldfield alternative option — Yes

segment one or three is selected

Includes the Satellite Maintenance-of-
Way Facility, possibly the Nevada
Railroad Control Center and National
Transportation Operations Center

One

This facility has three location options:
(1) collocated with the Rail Equipment
Maintenance Yard, (2) anywhere
along the rail line outside the Yucca

Mountain Site boundary, or (3) anywher

outside Nevada

Goldfield alternative segments
1 and 3 option — No

No

land

DOE-managed land (Yucca
Mountain Site)*

For purposes of analysis,
collocated with the Rail
Equipment Maintenance
Yard

a. To convert square feet to square meters, multiply by 0.092903.
b. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

¢. DOE would implement the Proposed Action only after the proposed public land withdrawal for the Yucca Mountain Site was completed,
when control of the land would be transferred to DOE.
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Construction camps, some construction wells, and some facilities would lie within the nominal 300-meter
(1,000-foot)-wide area that supports the construction of the rail line and service road. Where this occurs,
these facilities are included in the analysis of their respective rail segment and are not addressed
separately. However, just as rail segments are analyzed individually, facilities that are located outside the
nominal construction footprint of the rail line, as shown in Table 4-11, are also individually addressed.

Although not all the well locations identified would be used for the project, for purposes of analysis and
to conservatively estimate impacts to land use and ownership, DOE assumes that it would develop all the
well locations outside the nominal rail line construction right-of-way and footprints of the quarry sites.

4.2.2.2 Construction Impacts to Land Use and Ownership

Sections 4.2.2.2.1 through 4.2.2.2.8 discuss potential land-use impacts during the construction phase.
Because potential impacts to land use would occur primarily from the presence of the rail line, the
construction timeframe (which could range from 4 to 10 years) would have little effect on the resulting
land-use impacts, other than to provide greater lead time to implement mitigation measures, establish
land-use agreements, and revise grazing allotment permits where applicable. Therefore, DOE did not
assess potential land-use impacts for different construction timeframes.

Table 4-12 provides an overview of land ownership within the rail line construction right-of-way and the
locations of support facilities.

Table 4-12. Land ownership by alternative segment and common segment within the rail line
construction right-of-way and facilities outside the construction right-of-way” (page 1 of 2).

Area (square Area
Rail line segment or facility Land ownership kilometers)” (acres)
Caliente alternative segment Private 0.64 160
Public (BLM-administered) 0.1 24
Staging Yard, Caliente-Indian Cove Private 0.73 180
Staging Yard, Caliente-Upland Private 0.45 110
Potential quarry CA-8B — Indian Cove option Private 0.16 39
Public (BLM-administered) 1.2 300
Potential quarry CA-8B — Upland option Private 0.20 49
Public (BLM-administered) 1.1 290
Eccles alternative segment Private 0.3 74
Public (BLM-administered) 4.9 1,200
Staging Yard, Eccles-North Public (BLM-administered) 0.30 73
Caliente common segment 1 Public (BLM-administered) 34 8,510
Garden Valley alternative segment 1 Public (BLM-administered) 11 2,590
Garden Valley alternative segment 2 Public (BLM-administered) 11 2,620
Garden Valley alternative segment 3 Public (BLM-administered) 11 2,830
Garden Valley alternative segment 8 Public (BLM-administered) 10 2,550
Caliente common segment 2 Public (BLM-administered) 15 3,690
South Reveille alternative segment 2 Public (BLM-administered) 5.6 1,370
South Reveille alternative segment 3 Public (BLM-administered) 6.0 1,490
Caliente common segment 3 Public (BLM-administered) 33 8,270
Goldfield alternative segment 1 Private 0.59 150
Public (BLM-administered) 13 3,260
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Table 4-12. Land ownership by alternative segment and common segment within the rail line
construction right-of-way and facilities outside the construction right-of-way” (page 2 of 2).

Area (square Area
Rail line segment or facility Land ownership kilometers)” (acres)
Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters Facility — Public (BLM-administered) 0.013 3.2
Goldfield alternative segment 1 or 3 option
Goldfield alternative segment 3 Private 0.19 46
Public (BLM-administered) 15 3,700
Goldfield alternative segment 4 Private 0.49 120
Public (BLM-administered) 14 3,570
Caliente common segment 4 Public (BLM-administered) 3.5 870
Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2 Public (BLM-administered) 6.1 1,520
Bonnie Claire alternative segment 3 Public (BLM-administered) 6.1 1,500
Common segment 5 Public (BLM-administered) 12 2,950
Oasis Valley alternative segment 1 Private 0.004 0.9
Public (BLM-administered) 2.9 720
Oasis Valley alternative segment 3 Public (BLM-administered) 4.4 1,100
Common segment 6 Public (BLM-administered) 12 2,880
Public (DOE) 4.1 1,020

a. Source: DIRS 185440-BSC 2008, all.
b. Values are rounded to two significant figures, except for areas larger than 1,000 acres, which are rounded to nearest value of 10.

4.2.2.2.1 Private Land

4.2.2.2.1.1 County and Local Land-Use Plans. In general, DOE developed the Caliente rail
alignment to avoid private land. There would be no land-use conflicts in terms of county land uses,
projects, or planning.

Lincoln County Master Plan (DIRS 185538-Lincoln County 2007, all)

This plan addresses the proposed Yucca Mountain Repository and discusses the potential impacts of
the repository on the county, which include an anticipated increase in demand for housing, schools,
medical services, police and fire protection, and highway patrols due to rail or facility workers in
Caliente. Lincoln County also proposes to revise its Emergency Management Plan to address the
issue of hazardous cargo transport along U.S. Highway Route 93 and other roads in the county
(DIRS 185538-Lincoln County 2007, p. 38). The plan also states that new industrial development
should be encouraged along the highway and railway corridors with future public land disposals if
services can be provided. The Meadow Valley Industrial Park in Caliente is promoting the use of the
existing Union Pacific rail corridor. The plan’s aim to increase industrial development along railway
corridors could increase new industrial development along any new railway constructed by DOE if
the Shared-Use Option were selected. The plan also states that amendments to the master plan will be
required for large project applicants for any areas more than 0.04 square kilometer (10 acres) in size
(DIRS 185538-Lincoln County 2007, p. 19). Both the Caliente and Eccles alternative segment would
require access to more than 0.04 square kilometer (10 acres) of private land, and could require an
amendment to the Lincoln County Master Plan. The plan states that Lincoln County should help
facilitate the exchange of federal lands into private ownership and that land disposals shall strive to
diversify the local economy and meet land-use needs of the community plans. The Caliente and
Eccles alternative segments, the eastern portion of Caliente common segment 1, and a portion of
quarry CA-8B would occupy lands identified in the Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan for
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disposal. The Eccles alternative segment would occupy 4.2 square kilometers (1,030 acres), while the
Caliente alternative segment would occupy approximately 0.10 square kilometer (24 acres) of lands
identified for disposal. Caliente common segment 1 would occupy 0.6 square kilometer (140 acres)
and quarry CA-8B would occupy 0.8 square kilometer (200 acres) of lands identified for disposal.
While the use of land for the proposed railroad would supersede potential disposal of affected land,
the county would still lose the opportunity to use potentially disposed land within the right-of-way to
meet future land-use needs and facilitate economic growth. Current planned large growth areas are in
the southern portion of Lincoln County, at Coyote Springs and Toquop, which would not be affected
by the proposed rail line. Therefore, the project would not substantially alter current land uses or
impact future land-use plans in Lincoln County.

Nye County Comprehensive Plan (DIRS 147994-McRae 1994, all)

This plan addresses the proposed Yucca Mountain Repository and states that the repository could affect
the county’s future economy and the quality of life of its residents. The plan does not address the
proposed railroad. The rail line would not cross private land within Nye County except for patented
mining claims along Goldfield alternative segments 1 and 3, and a small amount of private land along
Oasis Valley alternative segment 1. Therefore, a rail line along the Caliente rail alignment would not
substantially alter current land uses or impact future land-use plans in Nye County.

Esmeralda County Master Plan (DIRS 176770-Duval et al. 1976, all)

This plan predates plans for a repository at Yucca Mountain; therefore, it does not address the project.
The plan states that the county must be consulted on all proposed federal projects. DOE continues to
consult Esmeralda County (and other affected counties) on the Proposed Action. DOE has determined
that a rail line along the Caliente rail alignment would not substantially alter current land uses or impact
future land-use plans in Esmeralda County. The only private land that would be affected within an
established town in Esmeralda County would be along Goldfield alternative segment 4 (see discussion
in Section 4.2.2.2.1.2).

None of the three county plans discusses proposed or existing land uses along the Caliente rail alignment.
Although there are no land-use plans at the county level, DOE does not anticipate potential land-use
conflicts in relation to future county projects and planning.

City of Caliente Master Plan (DIRS 157312-Sweetwater and Anderson 1992, all)

This plan acknowledges that railroad operations will continue to be a primary economic activity in the
City of Caliente. The Caliente alternative segment would utilize the former Pioche and Prince
Branchline of the Union Pacific Railroad and the proposed Staging Yard on the alternative segment
would be north of the city at either Indian Cove or Upland. Locating the Staging Yard north of the city
would reduce disruption to the community due to noise, traffic, dust, and trains blocking the vehicle
crossing, in accordance with the provisions of the master plan (DIRS 157312-Sweetwater and Anderson
1992, p. 54). The master plan also directs new residential development and “major economic centers”
to the north of the city, but does not indicate exact locations. Possible future residential clustering near
the Caliente alternative segment within or north of the city may be deemed an incompatible land use
due to train noise. However, the Caliente alternative segment would not pose a direct conflict with
current land zoning within the City of Caliente. The lands encompassing the former Pioche and Prince
Branchline within the City of Caliente do not have any zoning designation. Current land zoning
surrounding the Caliente alternative segment in the city is largely commercial or industrial, although the
Lincoln County Hospital, senior citizen apartments, and a trailer court are immediately west of U.S.
Highway 93; all of these locations are well outside the proposed construction right-of-way. While there
is no zoning within the former branchline right-of-way within the city, adjacent property owners, such
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as the Caliente Hot Springs Motel, have come to use portions of this land. Section 4.2.2.2.1.2 discusses
impacts to individually owned private parcels.

Although there is no zoning designation in the community of Goldfield, the designation of its historic
district is a consideration for determining potential adverse impacts to land use. The historic district would
be approximately 0.6 kilometer (0.4 mile) from the Goldfield alternative segment 4 construction right-of-
way. Goldfield has been historically linked with both mining and railroad activity. Therefore, a new rail
line adjacent to the town would not be a wholly incompatible feature with its historic characteristics. The
BLM, DOE, and the Surface Transportation Board (STB) signed a programmatic agreement regarding the
Yucca Mountain rail alignment project with the Nevada State Historic Preservation Office on April 17,
2006, to formalize the consultation process (DIRS 176912-Wenker et al. 2006, all). Appendix M is a copy
of the programmatic agreement. As for any other potential cultural resources along the rail alignment, DOE
would consult with the State Historic Preservation Office to determine potential impacts and possible
mitigation measures (see discussion in Section 4.2.13, Cultural Resources).

4.2.2.2.1.2 Private Parcels. DOE would need to gain access to private land that falls within the
Caliente rail line construction right-of-way and the locations of support facilities. Chapter 7 Best
Management Practices and Mitigation, discusses the process DOE would employ to minimize impacts to
private land. Segments that would cross private lands include the Caliente alternative segment, the Eccles
alternative segment, Caliente common segment 1, Goldfield alternative segment 4, and Oasis Valley
alternative segments 1, 3, and 4. None of the other segments would cross private land.

While the nominal width of the rail line construction right-of-way would be 300 meters (1,000 feet), DOE
would reduce the area of disturbance in some areas to minimize impacts to private land. For example,
along the Caliente alternative segment, the width of disturbance would be 17 meters (55 feet). Where
practicable, DOE would also reduce the width of disturbance (variable widths) adjacent to private lands
near Goldfield to avoid individual parcels.

Land uses along the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments construction rights-of-way and facilities
locations consist of private residential, commercial, and industrial uses concentrated along U.S. Highway
93, and ranch lands and residential uses dispersed beyond the municipal jurisdiction of the City of
Caliente. There would be direct impacts to private property within the Caliente rail alignment
construction right-of-way, resulting in changes of land use.

The Caliente alternative segment construction right-of-way would encompass or cross 30 parcels and
three other areas within the former Pioche and Prince Branchline right-of-way totaling 0.64 square
kilometer (160 acres) (see Table 4-12 and Figure 3-14). The 30 parcels have 23 property owners. The
Eccles alternative segment would cross five parcels and one additional area within the former Pioche and
Prince Branchline right-of-way totaling 0.29 square kilometer (74 acres) (see Table 4-13). The five
parcels have four property owners.

The parking lot and access road to the Caliente Hot Springs Motel would lie within the Caliente
alternative segment construction right-of-way. While the ownership of this land along the former Pioche
and Prince Branchline is uncertain, the motel has used this land for many years. The motel could be
adversely affected because of the rail line’s proximity. If DOE selected the Caliente alternative segment,
the Department would work with the landowner to mitigate the impacts to the motel through the process
described in Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation. Through this process, DOE would
develop specific measures that could avoid, reduce, or mitigate impacts to this property, including
measures to maintain access to the motel during construction. Finally, DOE could also negotiate
compensation with the landowner if the design, construction, or operations accommodations were not
sufficient to mitigate the impacts.
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Table 4-13. Uses of private land along the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments.”

Alternative segment and land  Number of parcels within the Area of parcels within the construction
use construction right-of-way right-of-way (acres)”

Caliente alternative segment

Vacant 15 18
Residential 2 1.6
Commercial 1 0.064
Industrial 1 0.02
Rural 10 93
Unknown® 1 1.5
Former Pioche and Prince 3 45
Branchline existing right-

of-way®

Eccles alternative segment

Vacant 1 0.001
Residential 1 2.7
Rural 3 69
Former Pioche and Prince 1 2.6

Branchline existing right-
of-way’

. Source: DIRS 185440-BSC 2008, all.

. To convert acres to square meters, multiply by 4046.9.

c. According to the Land Ownership Geographic Information System datasets for the Caliente rail alignment, one parcel of land has a land-use
code listed as “0.”

d. Land within the former Pioche and Prince Branchline is not found in the tax parcel maps for the City of Caliente nor in the county’s

landowners files. However, for purposes of analysis, this land is considered private land and the number of parcels indicated are actually the

number of geographically distinct areas of intersection with the proposed rail line construction right-of-way.

o

In addition, there are three structures on residential properties that would be within the Caliente
alternative segment construction right-of-way. DOE would need to gain access to these private lands, and
the structures could be demolished or relocated.

The Caliente alternative segment would also pass through the location of existing Union Pacific Railroad
buildings, requiring their demolition or relocation.

Construction of the Staging Yard at the Caliente-Indian Cove location would require access to 0.73 square |
kilometer (180 acres) of land across 6 parcels west of the rail alignment with four owners and at present
used for ranching and farming. Construction of the Staging Yard at Caliente-Upland would require
acquisition of approximately 0.45 square kilometer (110 acres) across 17 parcels with 12 owners.

Section 4.2.2.2.3.2 discusses the Eccles-North location for the Staging Yard, which would be on public
land.

Portions of potential quarry CA-8B — Indian Cove option would be on private land, across three parcels
(three landowners) occupying 0.16 square kilometer (39 acres) of land. Portions of potential quarry
CA-8B — Upland option would be on private land, across two parcels (two landowners) occupying 0.20
square kilometer (49 acres) of land.

Goldfield alternative segment 1 would cross the most private land of the Goldfield alternative segments
(0.59 square kilometer [150 acres] of land). Goldfield alternative segment 3 would cross the least amount
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| of private land (0.19 square kilometer [46 acres]) among the Goldfield alternative segments. Goldfield
alternative segment 4 would pass to the immediate west and south of the community of Goldfield, which is
clustered along U.S. Highway 95. The Goldfield alternative segment 4 construction right-of-way would
intersect 33 privately owned parcels (with at least 20 individual landowners according to tax records) and
at least two areas containing patented mining claims (0.49 square kilometer [120 acres]) (see Table 4-14
and Figure 3-23). Esmeralda County owns 12 of the 33 parcels, and the Nevada Department of Highways
owns one parcel (while state and county entities own 13 parcels, they are non-federal lands and still
considered private land in this Rail Alignment EIS). DOE would gain access to portions of privately
owned land if the Department selected Goldfield alternative segment 4. This would result in direct
impacts to private land within the construction right-of-way, resulting in change of land use.

Table 4-14. Uses of private land along the Goldfield alternative segments.

Number of parcels within the Area of parcels within the construction

Segment and land use construction right-of-way right-of-way (acres)®
Goldfield alternative segment 1° At least 2 claims 1,150
Goldfield alternative segment 3 2 (both patented mining claims) 46
Goldfield alternative segment 4

Vacant 27 19

Residential 1 0.12

Commercial 1 0.02

Utilities 4 2.4

Patented mining claims” At least 2 99

a. To convert acres to square meters, multiply by 4046.9.

b. Geographic information system files for patented mining claims indicate the overall areal extent of these claims, although individual claim
boundaries are not drawn. Therefore, this table reflects the geographically distinct areas of patented mining claims instead of the actual
number of individual claims intersected by the construction right-of-way.

The Oasis Valley alternative segment 1 construction right-of-way would cross one parcel owned by a
cattle company (see Figure 3-25), impacting 0.004 square kilometer (0.9 acres) of land. DOE would need
to gain access to this land, causing a change in land use.

4.2.2.2.2 American Indian Land

During the first scoping period for this Rail Alignment EIS in 2004, DOE received comments from the
Western Shoshone Nation indicating that a rail line crossing Timbisha Shoshone Trust Lands would be
incompatible with current and planned land uses. The opposition was based, in part, on treaty issues
involving land in the vicinity of the Caliente rail alignment (see Section 3.4). The Department
subsequently eliminated Bonnie Claire alternative segment 1, which would have crossed onto Timbisha
Shoshone Trust Lands, from analysis. Interests and concerns expressed by the various American Indian
tribes and organizations within or near the Caliente rail alignment are discussed in Section 3.4, American
Indian Interests in the Proposed Action.

4.2.2.2.3 BLM-Administered Public Land

4.2.2.2.3.1 Consistency with BLM Resource Management Plans. Some portions of the
Caliente rail alignment would cross federal land the BLM has identified for potential disposal (sale).
The withdrawal of these lands along the rail alignment for other federal use would take precedence over
potential land disposals.

While this federal use would not pose a conflict with BLM resource management plans, the community
or public would lose the ability to use affected land for future economic or private development.
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DOE reviewed existing documentation to determine whether construction and operation of the proposed
railroad along the Caliente rail alignment would be consistent with existing land-use plans and policies.

Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact Statement (DIRS 184767-
BLM 2007, all)

The Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan proposes to dispose of public lands surrounding and
north of Caliente through which portions of the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments would pass.
The lands within the proposed rail alignment are withdrawn under Public Land Order 7653 (70
Federal Register [FR] 76854), and the withdrawal supersedes the planned land disposal on affected
property; therefore, the proposed railroad project does not currently conflict with the plan. The
Eccles alternative segment would occupy 4.2 square kilometers (1,030 acres), and the Caliente
alternative segment would occupy 0.10 square kilometer (24 acres) of public land proposed for
disposal. Caliente common segment 1 would occupy 0.58 square kilometer (140 acres) proposed for
disposal. Lastly, quarry CA-8B would occupy 0.8 square kilometer (200 acres) proposed for
disposal. The rail line would pass through designated Areas of Critical Environmental Concern.
These areas were designated after the issuance of the Draft Rail Alignment EIS and would be
finalized after further study by the BLM. The Eccles alternative segment would establish 0.3 square
kilometer (74 acres) of new right-of-way within the Lower Meadow Wash Valley Area of Critical
Environmental Concern, which is a right-of-way avoidance area. Caliente common segment 1 would
establish 0.13 square kilometer (32 acres) of new right-of-way within the Schlesser Pincushion Area
of Critical Environmental Concern, which is also a right-of-way avoidance area. In consultation with
the BLM, DOE would conduct pre-construction surveys of the areas to catalog vegetation and habitat
and then develop strategies to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts to their resource values. Such
strategies could include, but would not be limited to, narrowing the construction and operations right-
of-way and implementing site-specific best management practices during construction to further
minimize disturbance to protected resources in these areas. While there could be a conflict with the
resource management plan with regard to these two areas, the results of DOE’s surveys and
implementation of measures described in Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation,
could result in a finding of minimal conflict with their resource values. Under such a finding, the
railroad right-of-way could be approved by the BLM. If the right-of-way is approved by the BLM
through one or both of these areas, DOE would work with the BLM to develop specific measures to
avoid, reduce, or mitigate resource value impacts from the construction and operation of the proposed
rail line.

Portions of common segment 1 and quarry CA-8b would fall within the Chief Mountain Special
Recreation Management Area outlined in the Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan. Special
Recreation Management Areas do not preclude other land uses and are not right-of-way avoidance
areas. As discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.7.1, neither this segment nor the quarry would interfere with
the primary trails and access to the area. Subsequently, the proposed rail line would not conflict with
the recreation aspects of the Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan. In conformance with the
plan, the rail alignment construction right-of-way would be less than 0.8 kilometer (0.5 mile) wide.
Although the rail alignment would not be located entirely within the existing designated corridors,
under the plan’s preferred alternative, the BLM can grant rights-of-way on a case-by-case basis.
Section 4.2.11 of this Rail Alignment EIS describes potential impacts on utilities.

Tonopah Resource Management Plan and Record of Decision (Tonopah Resource Management Plan;
DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, all)

The Tonopah Resource Management Plan designates 1,075 kilometers (668 miles) for transportation
and utility corridors (DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, p. 2). It also allows rights-of-way on more than 600
square kilometers (149,000 acres) if the land use is compatible with existing land values. The plan
identifies areas for potential disposal at Goldfield, Scottys Junction, and Beatty. The Tonopah
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Resource Management Plan does not specifically address the portions of land released from
withdrawal in 1999 adjacent to (on the western border of) the Nevada Test and Training Range.
Because withdrawal for other federal use has precedence over potential land disposals, there would be
no conflict with the Tonopah Resource Management Plan. The rail corridor would be much narrower
than and be in conformance with the 5-kilometer (3-mile) width criteria for corridors outlined in the
Tonopah Resource Management Plan.

e Record of Decision for the Approved Las Vegas Resource Management Plan and Final Environmental
Impact Statement (Las Vegas Resource Management Plan; DIRS 176043-BLM 1998, all)

The Las Vegas Resource Management Plan designates corridors within its planning area to avoid
Areas of Critical Environmental Concern. The proposed rail alignment would not pass through or
near any right-of-way avoidance areas, such as Areas of Critical Environmental Concern. The
portion of the rail alignment (common segment 6) that would pass through this district would be on
land for which DOE already has a temporary right-of-way and a portion of which is slated for future
land withdrawal for the Yucca Mountain Project. Therefore, there would be no conflict with the Las
Vegas Resource Management Plan.

BLM-administered lands encompassing the Caliente rail alignment have been withdrawn from surface
and mineral entry to avoid land-use conflicts in the near term (70 FR 76854, December 28, 2005).
Furthermore, this withdrawal takes precedence over potential land disposals that might be planned in and
around the rail alignment. Under the terms of the BLM land-disposal policy, identification of the lands
for another federal purpose, such as the proposed railroad, would disqualify the land for disposal for other
uses.

It is BLM’s mineral and national energy policy that public lands shall remain open and available for
mineral exploration and development unless withdrawal or other administrative action is justified in the
national interest. As discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.6, the rail line would cross some areas of the unpatented
mining claims and some geothermal resources. However, right-of-way authorizations across mineral
claims and energy leases on public land are common, although the BLM requires notification of claim and
lease holders and stipulations to avoid adverse impacts to these resources. Therefore, the proposed rail line
right-of-way would not be inconsistent with BLM mineral and energy policy. DOE would work with the
BLM and stakeholders to implement strategies to allow public lands near or within the railroad right-of-
way to remain open and available to mineral exploration to the extent it could be conducted safely.

4.2.2.2.3.2 Construction Impacts to BLM Grazing Allotments. Construction of the rail line and
support facilities would result in surface disturbance across up to 20 active grazing allotments. To
characterize this impact, DOE quantified the potential loss in animal unit months associated with this
disturbance for each active grazing allotment crossed by each rail segment.

In order to calculate potential loss of animal unit months, DOE evaluated the proportion of land within
each grazing allotment that would fall within the footprints of the rail line construction right-of-way and
support facilities. For this analysis, DOE assumed that the entire land area within the rail line
construction right-of-way would be unavailable for forage and would no longer support grazing. The
Department did not consider site-specific allotment characteristics. In fact, this calculation method
assumes that there is uniform forage distribution across the entire allotment, which would be unlikely.
Because the proposed rail line would generally follow flatter terrain, such as valley floors (due to grade
limitations of the railroad), the rail alignment would likely transect those areas that typically sustain a
greater proportion of high-quality forage. Furthermore, where the rail line would bisect allotments or
isolate portions of allotments or pastures, additional land and possibly water features such as springs may
be inaccessible for grazing and there could be substantially greater losses of animal unit months unless
mitigation measures are employed. The BLM would work with affected permittees to develop Interim
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Grazing Managements Plans and revise their allotment management plans to address impacts of the rail
alignment. The BLM would determine actual loss of animal unit months for each affected allotment,
based on these interim and revised plans, in association with the issuance of a right-of-way grant.

Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation, describes measures DOE, in consultation with the
BLM, would use to minimize or compensate for the loss of animal unit months. The goal of the measures
described in Chapter 7 would be to reduce impacts to both grazing operations and existing range
improvements. Mitigation measures could include:

e Relocating existing infrastructure and water resources
e Providing temporary feed, water, and assistance in cattle movement during rail line construction

¢ The construction of culverts, bridges, and cattle guards to facilitate or prevent the movement of
livestock

The presence of a rail line could require livestock on some allotments to adjust to new routes to access
water and forage. Generally, livestock could adapt to new routes and should be able to cross the rail line
in most areas. The revised allotment management plans developed by the BLM and the affected
permittees would be designed to address forage and water accessibility problems introduced by the
presence of the rail line. The railroad could result in additional impacts to ranching operations because
livestock could be struck by passing trains. DOE could provide mitigation to reduce the likelihood of
livestock collisions through measures such as relocating stockwater sources further from the rail line and
preventing the ponding of water near the rail line. These measures would be site-specific, determined
through coordination with permittees and the BLM. DOE or the commercial user (under the Shared-Use
Option) would reimburse ranchers for livestock losses due to train strikes, as per Nevada law.

The rail line would also intersect 16 existing fences on active grazing allotments. DOE would coordinate
with permittees and the BLM when determining a fencing plan to promote livestock safety and
management while considering the need to prevent the segmenting of wildlife habitat. For allotments that
are divided into pastures that would be bisected by the rail line, permittees may choose to alter pasture
boundaries to coincide with the rail line under revised allotment management plans. If this approach was
taken, it would necessitate the removal of old pasture fences and the installation of miles of new fence
along the rail line. DOE would provide mitigation in the form of compensation or range improvements as
described in Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation.

The Caliente rail alignment would cross up to 12 stockwater pipelines on active grazing allotments, some
of which convey water that is base property owned by the permittee. During the construction phase, DOE
would sleeve these pipelines within a casing pipe under the rail roadbed to protect them and keep them
operational. The casing pipe would be capable of withstanding the load of the roadbed, track, and rail
traffic. DOE would also ensure that permittees retained access to pipelines and other range improvements
within the rail line right-of-way for maintenance activities.

It is important to note that DOE collected information on range improvements (pipelines and fences) based
on BLM records in November 2004 (DIRS 185440-BSC 2008, all). Therefore, there could be range
improvements authorized on allotments since that time that are not reflected in this Rail Alignment EIS.
Similarly, DOE did not include the locations of troughs, tanks, corrals, and other range infrastructure in the
geographic information system baseline dataset. Therefore, DOE would coordinate with the BLM and
allotment permittees to verify the location of potentially affected range improvements prior to construction.
The mitigation measures and best management practices outlined in Chapter 7 would apply to all affected
improvements, including those that were not specifically addressed in this Rail Alignment EIS.
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There would also be a number of new construction wells on grazing allotments outside the construction
right-of-way. The well footprints would be small (approximately 0.0057 square kilometer [0.4 acre]
each) and would not affect grazing patterns except for the presence of human activity during the
construction phase.

If DOE were to select Goldfield alternative segment 1 or 3, the Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters
Facility would be located in Esmeralda County, approximately 8 kilometers (5 miles) southeast of
Tonopah along U.S. Highway (95) (see Figure 2-50). It would occupy approximately 0.013 square
kilometer (3.2 acres) of vacant, BLM-administered public land. The facility would be within the Silver
King Grazing Allotment, which at present is unused (DIRS 176942-Metscher 2006, all). Although there
is no active grazing on this land, because a permanent structure would be constructed, there would be
long-term changes in land use. The associated Maintenance-of-Way Trackside Facility would be located
along Caliente common segment 3, within the construction right-of-way of the rail line across both the
Stone Cabin and Ralston Grazing Allotments. If DOE were to select Goldfield alternative segment 4,
then a single Maintenance-of-Way Facility would be constructed along that segment north of Goldfield,
within the construction right-of-way within the inactive Montezuma Grazing Allotment. Where the
facilities fall within the construction right-of-way, their impacts are not addressed separately as described
in Section 4.2.2.1.

Alternative Segments at the Interface with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline

Caliente Alternative Segment: This alternative segment would run along the former Union Pacific
Railroad Pioche and Prince Branchline, generally parallel and east of U.S. Highway 93 (see Figure 3-27).
It would cross the Comet Allotment. There would be no stockwater sources within the Caliente
alternative segment construction right-of-way. Overall, using the width of the construction right-of-way,
the Caliente alternative segment would encompass approximately 0.10 square kilometer (24 acres) of
grazing allotment land. The loss of this amount of grazing land could result in the loss of one animal unit
month (see Table 4-15). This segment would intersect allotment fences in two locations.

Approximately 1 square kilometer (250 acres) of grazing land on the Highway Allotment would be
affected if DOE developed potential quarry CA-8A — Indian Cove option. Quarry CA-8B — Indian Cove
option would impact 5.9 percent of the allotment. Assuming a direct correlation between allotment size
and animal unit months, the quarry could reduce the animal unit months on this allotment by 7. Quarry
CA-8B would also impact 0.18 square kilometer (44 acres) of grazing land on the Peck Allotment, which
could reduce animal unit months on the Peck Allotment by 1. Approximately 1.2 square kilometers (280
acres) of grazing land on the Highway Allotment would be affected if DOE developed potential quarry
CA-8B — Upland option. Quarry CA-8B — Upland option would impact 6.6 percent of the allotment.
Assuming a direct correlation between allotment size and animal unit months, the quarry could reduce the
animal unit months on this allotment by eight. Quarry CA-8B — Upland option would also impact 0.03
square kilometer (8 acres) of grazing land on the Rocky Hills Allotment, which is inactive.

Eccles Alternative Segment: The Eccles alternative segment would cross the Clover Creek, Little
Mountain, Peck, and Comet Allotments (see Figure 3-27). At present, the Little Mountain Allotment is
not active. The rail alignment would intersect fences that separate the Peck and Comet Allotments and
the Peck and Little Mountain Allotments. There would be no stockwater sources within the Eccles
alternative segment construction right-of-way. Overall, the Eccles alternative segment would encompass
approximately 3.0 square kilometers (751 acres) of active grazing allotment land. Assuming a direct
correlation between allotment size and animal unit months, the Eccles alternative segment could reduce
animal unit months by 17 (see Table 4-15). This segment would intersect allotment fences in two
locations.
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Table 4-15. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with the Caliente and Eccles alternative
segments.

Calculated loss of

Alternative Construction right-of-  Current animal unit animal unit months Percent loss of
segment/facility/ way or impact area  months (maximum) (as a direct correlation with  animal unit
allotment (acres)? and allotment area” land area removed) months

Caliente alternative segment

Comet 24 214 on 9,150 acres 1 0.5

Eccles alternative segment

Clover Creek 38 613 on 22,880 acres 1 0.2

Peck® 670 397 on 17,740 acres 15 3.8

Comet 43 214 on 9,150 acres 1 0.5

Totals 751 1,224 animal unit 17 1.4
months

Potential quarry CA-8B

Indian Cove option

Highway 250 118 on 4,250 acres 7 5.9
Peck 44 397 on 17,740 acres 1 0.3
Upland option
Highway 280 118 on 4,250 acres 8 6.6
Eccles-North Staging Yard
Peck 73 397 on 72 square 2 0.5
kilometers

a. Source: DIRS 184767-BLM 2007, Tables 2.4-15 and 2.4-16.
b. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
c. Includes construction camp 1.

The Eccles alternative segment Interchange Yard would fall within the current Union Pacific Railroad
right-of-way within the Clover Creek Allotment, running parallel to the north side of the existing Union
Pacific tracks. Because the Interchange Yard would be within the existing Union Pacific Railroad right-
of-way, there would no additional impacts to grazing uses on this land. The Eccles-North location for the
Staging Yard would also fall within the construction right-of-way of the Eccles alternative segment,
resulting in no additional impacts to grazing uses on the Peck Allotment.

Caliente Common Segment 1 (Dry Lake Valley Area): Caliente common segment 1 would cross
the Comet, Rocky Hill, Bennett Spring, Black Canyon, Ely Springs Cattle, Rattlesnake, Wilson Creek,
Timber Mountain, Sunnyside, and Needles Allotments. Figures 3-27 and 3-28 show these grazing
allotments and their stockwater features. Overall, using the width of the construction right-of-way,
common segment 1 would encompass approximately 34 square kilometers (8,450 acres) of grazing
allotment land and could result in an overall loss of up to 452 animal unit months (see Table 4-16) across
the nine affected active allotments (a potential 0.7-percent loss overall). Caliente common segment 1
would intersect three pipelines (two on Ely Springs Cattle and one on Wilson Creek). The Ely Springs
Cattle Grazing Allotment is divided into four pastures. Caliente common segment 1 would pass through
three of these pastures. Therefore, it is likely that a revised allotment management plan would be
necessary to address any potential changes in pasture boundaries that would help minimize the impacts of
the rail line.
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Table 4-16. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with Caliente common segment 1.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way area (as a direct Percent loss of
or impact area Current animal unit months correlation with animal unit
Allotment (acres)™® (maximum) and allotment area®  land area removed) months

Comet 240 214 on 9,150 acres 6 2.8
Bennett Spring 1,250 3,498 on 48,260 acres 91 2.6
Black Canyon 390 1,105 on 8,440 acres 51 4.6
Ely Springs Cattle 1,420 4,248 on 55,170 acres 109 2.6
Rattlesnake 130 1,180 on 28,430 acres 5 0.4
Wilson Creek 1,830 48,250 on 1,077,990 acres 82 0.2
Timber Mountain 770 2,373 on 43,840 acres 42 1.8
Sunnyside 1,360 5,402 on 219,520 acres 33 0.6
Needles 1,060 2,679 on 85,500 acres 33 1.2
Totals 8,450° 68,949 animal unit months 452 0.7¢

To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

. Land area values are rounded to two significant figures except for allotment areas over 1,000 acres, which are rounded to the nearest 10.
Source: DIRS 184767-BLM 2007, Tables 2.4-15 and 2.4-16.

This is not column total; it is a value calculated using the totals from columns 3 and 4.

&0 o

Garden Valley Alternative Segments: Garden Valley alternative segments 1 and 3 would cross the
Needles, Batterman Wash, Pine Creek, Cottonwood, and McCutcheon Springs Allotments. Garden
Valley 2 and 8 would cross the Needles, Coal Valley Lake, Pine Creek, Cottonwood, and McCutcheon
Springs Allotments. Figure 3-29 shows the grazing allotments along the Garden Valley alternative
segments. Table 4-17 lists the potential reduction in animal unit months for allotments the Garden Valley
alternative segments would cross. The Garden Valley alternative segments 1, 2, and 8 would intersect
fences in five locations and Garden Valley alternative segment 3 would intersect four fences. Garden
Valley alternative segments 1 and 3 would intersect one pipeline on the Pine Creek Allotment.

Caliente Common Segment 2 (Quinn Canyon Range Area): Caliente common segment 2 would
cross the McCutcheon Springs, Sand Springs, and Reveille Allotments (see Figures 3-29 and 3-30). The
Sand Springs Allotment has two permittees. Overall, using the width of the construction right-of-way,
common segment 2 would encompass approximately 15 square kilometers (3,690 acres) of allotment land
and could reduce animal unit months across the three allotments by 0.4 percent (117 animal unit months
total) (see Table 4-18). The Sand Springs Grazing Allotment is divided into three pastures, where the rail
line would pass through or bisect the northwest pasture. Therefore, it is likely that a revised allotment
management plan would be necessary to address any potential changes in pasture boundaries that would
help minimize the impacts of the rail line.

South Reveille Alternative Segments: The South Reveille alternative segments (see Figure 3-30)
would be on the southern portion of the Reveille Allotment. A portion of South Reveille alternative
segment 2 may coincide with the Reveille Peak pipeline extension approved by the BLM in 2006. DOE
would mitigate potential adverse impacts to this pipeline as described in Chapter 7, Best Management
Practices and Mitigation. There are no other stockwater features within the South Reveille alternative
segments construction rights-of-way. South Reveille alternative segments 2 and 3 could reduce animal
unit months on the Reveille Allotment by 54 and 58, respectively (see Table 4-19).
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Table 4-17. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with the Garden Valley alternative segments.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way (as a direct Percent loss of
Alternative area or impact Current animal unit months correlation with animal unit
segment/allotment area (acres)” (maximum) and allotment area” land area removed) months
Garden Valley 1
Needles 720 2,679 on 85,500 acres 23 0.9 |
Batterman Wash 640 2,093 on 39,880 acres 34 1.6
Pine Creek 580 2,667 on 34,690 acres 46 1.7
Cottonwood 540 1,177 on 42,170 acres 15 1.3 |
McCutcheon Springs 110 446 on 450 acres 3 1.8
Totals 2,590° 9,062 animal unit months 121 13 |
Garden Valley 2
Needles 670 2,679 on 85,500 acres 21 1.4
Coal Valley Lake 93 4,821 on 115,180 acres 4 0.1
Pine Creek 1,130 2,667 on 34,690 acres 87 3.1
Cottonwood 640 1,177 on 42,170 acres 18 0.2
McCutcheon Springs 95 446 on 18,280 acres 2 1.8
Totals 2,628°¢ 11,790 animal unit months 132 1.1
Garden Valley 3
Needles 730 2,679 on 85,500 acres 23 0.9
Batterman Wash 1,100 2,093 on 39,880 acres 58 2.8
Pine Creek 340 2,667 on 34,690 acres 26 1.0
Cottonwood 490 1,177 on 42,010 acres 14 1.2
McCutcheon Springs 170 446 on 18,280 acres 4 0.9
Totals 2,830° 9,062 animal unit months 125 1.4 |
Garden Valley 8
Needles 660 2,679 on 85,500 acres 21 0.8 |
Coal Valley Lake 100 4,821 on 115,180 acres 4 0.1
Pine Creek 1,050 2,667 on 34,690 acres 81 3.0 |
Cottonwood 640 1,177 on 42,010 acres 18 1.5
McCutcheon Springs 95 446 on 18,280 acres 2 0.5
Totals 2,545° 11,790 animal unit months 126 1.1¢ |
a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. Land area values are rounded to two significant figures, except for allotment areas over 1,000 acres, which are rounded to the nearest 10.
c. Source: DIRS 184767-BLM 2007, Tables 2.4-15 and 2.4-16. |
d. This is not column total; it is a value calculated using the totals from columns 3 and 4.

Potential quarry sites NN-9A and NN-9B would also be on the Reveille Allotment. These quarries would
occupy 2 and 1.3 square kilometers (490 and 320 acres), respectively. Individually, either quarry would |
result in less than a 0.1-percent reduction in land area on the Reveille Allotment and between 19 and 13

lost animal unit months (see Table 4-19).
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Table 4-18. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with Caliente common segment 2.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way area (as a direct Percent loss of
or impact area Current animal unit months correlation with animal unit
Allotment (acres)™® (maximum) and allotment area™® land area removed) months
McCutcheon Springs 620 446 on 18,280 acres 15 34
Sand Springs 1,650 7,005 on 249,690 acres 46 0.7
Reveille 1,420 25,730 on 657,520 acres 56 0.2
Totals 3,690d 33,181 animal unit months 117 0.4°

To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Source: DIRS 184767-BLM 2007, Tables 2.4-15 and 2.4-16.

Source: DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, p. A-12.

Land area values are rounded to two significant figures, except for allotment areas over 1,000 acres, which are rounded to the nearest 10.
This is not column total; it is a value calculated using the totals from columns 3 and 4.
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Table 4-19. Potential loss of animal unit months on the Reveille Allotment associated with the South
Reveille alternative segments.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way area Current animal unit months (as a direct Percent loss of
Alternative or impact area (maximum) and allotment area  correlation with land  animal unit
segment/quarry (acres)™® (Reveille)* area removed) months
South Reveille 2 1,370 25,730 animal unit months on 54 0.2
657,520 acres
South Reveille 3 1,490 25,730 animal unit months on 58 0.2
657,520 acres
Potential quarry NN-9A 490 25,730 animal unit months on 19 0.07
657,520 acres
Potential quarry NN-9B 320 25,730 animal unit months on 13 0.05

657,520 acres

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. Land area values are rounded to two significant figures, except for allotment areas over 1,000 acres, which are rounded to the nearest 10.
c. Source: DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, p. A-12.

Caliente Common Segment 3 (Stone Cabin Valley Area): Caliente common segment 3 would
pass through the Reveille, Stone Cabin, and Ralston Allotments (see Figures 3-30 and 3-31). At present,
the Ralston Allotment is not occupied (DIRS 176942-Metscher 2006, all).

Common segment 3 would encompass approximately 25 square kilometers (6,130 acres) of active
allotment land. The loss of this amount of grazing land could reduce assigned animal unit months by 229,
a potential 0.6-percent loss overall (see Table 4-20). Common segment 3 would intersect six pipelines
over two allotments (five on Reveille and one on Stone Cabin).

Goldfield Alternative Segments: All of the Goldfield alternative segments would cross the northern
portion of the Montezuma Allotment (see Figure 3-31). At present, this allotment has no permittees. The
northernmost parts of Goldfield alternative segments 1 and 4 would pass through the Ralston Allotment,
which is also inactive (DIRS 176942-Metscher 2006, all). Goldfield alternative segment 4 would
intersect six pipelines on the inactive Montezuma Allotment.
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Table 4-20. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with Caliente common segment 3.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way area (as a direct Percent loss of
or impact area Current animal unit months correlation with land  animal unit
Allotment (acres)™” (maximum) and allotment area® area removed) months
Reveille 2,730 25,730 on 657,520 acres 107 04
Stone Cabin 3,400 13,963 on 389,500 acres 122 0.9
Totals 6,130 39,693 animal unit months 229 0.6° |

To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

Land area values are rounded to two significant figures except for allotment areas over 1,000 acres, which are rounded to the nearest 10.
Source: DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, p. A-12.

Source: DIRS 176942-Metscher 2006, all.

This is not column total; it is a value calculated using the totals from columns 3 and 4.
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Potential quarry sites NS-3A, NS-3B, and ES-7 would all be within the Montezuma Allotment. These
quarries would require up to 3.7, 1.5, and 1.5 square kilometers (920, 370 and 360 acres), respectively. |
Because the allotment is inactive, there would be no impacts to grazing associated with any of these quarries.

Caliente Common Segment 4 (Stonewall Flat Area): Caliente common segment 4 would also |
pass through the inactive Montezuma Allotment (see Figures 3-31 and 3-32). Because the allotment is
inactive, there would be no impacts to grazing activities or stockwater resources during rail line
construction along common segment 4.

Bonnie Claire Alternative Segments: The Bonnie Claire alternative segments would cross a narrow
stretch of the inactive Montezuma Allotment west of the Nevada Test and Training Range and east of the
Magruder Mountain Allotment (see Figure 3-32). Because the Montezuma Allotment is inactive, there
would be no impacts to grazing activities or stockwater resources during rail line construction along either
of the Bonnie Claire alternative segments.

Common Segment 5 (Sarcobatus Flat Area): Common segment 5 would pass through the
southern portion of the inactive Montezuma Allotment near the southwestern boundary of the Nevada
Test and Training Range (see Figures 3-32 and 3-33). Because the Montezuma Allotment is inactive, rail
line construction along common segment 5 would not impact grazing activities or stockwater resources.

Oasis Valley Alternative Segments: The Oasis Valley alternative segments would cross the
inactive Montezuma Allotment and the active Razorback Allotment (see Figure 3-33). The Razorback
Allotment has one permittee. Oasis Valley alternative segment 1 would pass near the northeastern corner
of the small Springdale 2 Allotment, but its construction right-of-way would not fall within the allotment.
There are no stockwater features within the construction right-of-way of either of the Oasis Valley
alternative segments.

Oasis Valley alternative segments 1 and 3 could result in the loss of 8 and 12 animal unit months,
respectively, within the Razorback Allotment (see Table 4-21).

Common Segment 6 (Yucca Mountain Approach): Common segment 6 would cross a corner of
the inactive Montezuma Allotment near the beginning of the common segment. At present, there are no
permittees on this allotment (DIRS 176942-Metscher 2006, all). Common segment 6 would also pass
through the Razorback Allotment (see Figure 3-33) and encompass approximately 5.4 square kilometers
(1,320 acres) of the allotment. This would correspond to a potential loss of 17 animal unit months
(1.8-percent loss of the grazing allotment) (see Table 4-22).
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Table 4-21. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with the Oasis Valley alternative segments.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way area (as a direct Percent loss of
Alternative or impact area Current animal unit months correlation with land  animal unit
segment/allotment (acres)™® (maximum) and allotment area’ area removed) months

Oasis Valley 1 — 590 959 animal unit months on 8 0.8
Razorback 72,880 acres

Oasis Valley 3 — 940 959 animal unit months on 12 1.3
Razorback 72,880 acres

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. Land area values are rounded to two significant figures, except for allotment areas over 1,000 acres, which are rounded to the nearest 10.
c. Source: DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, p. A-14.

Table 4-22. Potential loss of animal unit months associated with common segment 6.

Potential loss of

Construction animal unit months
right-of-way area (as a direct Percent loss of
or impact area Current animal unit months correlation with animal unit
Allotment (acres)” (maximum) and allotment area” land area removed) months
Razorback 1,320 959 animal unit months on 72,880 17 1.8
acres

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. Source: DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, p. A-14.

4.2.2.2.4 Department of Defense-Managed Land

The Department of Defense provided comments during the first scoping period for this Rail Alignment
EIS in 2004, which resulted in DOE modifying Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2 and proposing
Bonnie Claire alternative segment 3 as a new alternative segment to avoid crossing the Nevada Test and
Training Range. Specifically, the Air Force commented that the earlier proposed rail segments were
“within the weapons safety footprint for test and training munitions” and that the rail line would “impinge
on Range testing and training activities.”

The closest segments to the Nevada Test and Training Range would be South Reveille alternative
segment 3 and Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2, the centerlines of which would be approximately

100 meters (330 feet) from the Range boundary. DOE has narrowed the proposed construction right-of-
way along these 2 segments to specifically avoid entering Range land. Other segments that would be
closer to the Range boundary and the distances from the edge of the construction right-of-way to the
boundary include Goldfield alternative segment 3 (485 meters [1,600 feet]), common segment 5

(560 meters [1,800 feet]), and Oasis Valley alternative segment 3 (280 meters [920 feet]). While the
Caliente rail alignment would not directly affect land use on the Nevada Test and Training Range,
portions of Bonnie Claire alternative segment 2 and common segment 5 would cross land formerly within
the western border of the Range. The land released by the Range now falls under the BLM Tonopah
planning area. Portions of the rail line (common segment 5 and common segment 6) would be beneath
restricted air space or military operations areas associated with the Range. However, testing and training
activities within the restricted air spaces would generally not exceed the western boundary of the Range
and the Department of Defense would institute controls so that activities across all related air spaces
would not pose harm to the rail line. The proposed railroad would not interfere with Range activities and
would not conflict with the Range’s Resource and Management Plan.
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4.2.2.2.5 DOE-Managed Land

The Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard, Cask Maintenance Facility, and a portion of common segment 6
would be within the Yucca Mountain Site boundary. These proposed maintenance facilities would be on
land that is currently part of the Nevada Test Site, and used for Yucca Mountain Project characterization.
Because the proposed railroad project would proceed only after control of the Yucca Mountain Site was
transferred to DOE, the Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard and Cask Maintenance Facility and portions
of common segment 6 within the Yucca Mountain Site boundary would not conflict with future land uses
on the Nevada Test Site.

4.2.2.2.6 Construction Impacts to Mineral and Energy Resources (Public and Private Land)

Because of the relatively high mineral and energy potential to lands along the Caliente rail alignment,
DOE evaluated potential impacts to these resources. To construct the rail line, DOE would need to gain
access to lands that contain patented or unpatented mining claims or have active energy leases (oil, gas,
or geothermal). DOE would also need substantial quantities of ballast and subballast that would be
obtained from existing or new quarry and borrow sites (see Sections 2.2.2.4.2 and 2.2.2.4.3). Section
4.2.11, Utilities, Energy, and Materials, describes the impacts on regional material availability of
removing material from the proposed quarries and ballast sites.

The land encompassing the Caliente rail corridor was withdrawn through public land orders from surface
and mineral entry through December 2015 so DOE could evaluate the land for the rail alignment. If the
BLM granted DOE a right-of-way for the rail line before the public land orders expired, the surface and
mineral entry prohibitions would be removed from lands not part of the right-of-way. Therefore, the
BLM could issue new unpatented mining claims and energy leases on lands near the rail line during the
construction and operations phases. While the presence of the rail line would not necessarily preclude
non-surface resources extraction activities, the applicant would be required to work closely with the BLM
and DOE to ensure they would not interfere with the safe operation of the railroad. Engineering solutions
for the safe extraction of mineral and energy resources near or beneath the rail line could include
directional (lateral) drilling of wells or ensuring all mine shafts or tunnels were sufficiently deep and
reinforced to prevent subsidence.

DOE expects that it could obtain all necessary sand and gravel for construction of the rail line from within
the construction right-of-way of the rail alignment. If sand and gravel borrow sites were needed outside
the construction right-of-way, DOE would need a free-use permit from the BLM to use common varieties
of sand, stone, and gravel from BLM-administered public lands during the construction phase, pursuant to
the regulations implementing the Materials Act of 1947 (30 U.S.C. 601 through 603) as codified in 43
CFR Part 3600. The location of any new sites would be coordinated with the BLM to minimize impacts
to existing and future public land uses and conform to applicable resource management plans.

4.2.2.2.6.1 Alternative Segments at the Interface with the Union Pacific Railroad
Mainline. A commercial hotel and spa in Caliente uses a hot spring just outside the Caliente alternative
segment construction right-of-way (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 112). Because the
Caliente alternative segment would utilize the footprint of the former Pioche and Prince Branchline, there
would be no additional disruption to these geothermal resources. There are no energy leases (oil, gas, or
geothermal) that would be in the construction right-of-way of either alternative segment at the interface
with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline.

There would be no patented mining claims or underground mines, tunnels, or shafts within the
construction right-of-way for either the Caliente or Eccles alternative segment (see Figure 3-35).
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Potential quarry CA-8B would be within the Chief Mining District, which was organized in 1870. There
is no active mining and there are no patented mining claims within this district; therefore, there would be
no impacts to mining from the introduction of a quarry in this area.

4.2.2.2.6.2 Caliente Common Segment 1 (Dry Lake Valley Area). Caliente common segment 1
would cross the northernmost portion of the Seaman Range Mining District (see Figure 3-36). Most of
the past mining activity in this district occurred more than 5 kilometers (3 miles) south and southwest of
the common segment. Therefore, there would be no impacts to mining from the construction of common
segment 1. Common segment 1 would not affect energy leases (oil, gas, or geothermal) or resources.

4.2.2.2.6.3 Garden Valley Alternative Segments. The western junction of Garden Valley
alternative segments 2 and 3 is approximately 0.8 kilometer (0.5 mile) north of the Freiberg Mining
District (see Figure 3-37). Most of the past mining activity in this district occurred more than

5 kilometers (3 miles) south of this point (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 96). Mineralization
does not appear to trend toward the alternative segments, and the distance of the Freiberg mining
activities from the Garden Valley alternative segments would preclude construction-related impacts to
mining in this area. There are no energy leases (oil, gas, or geothermal) that would be in the construction
right-of-way for any of the Garden Valley alternative segments.

4.2.2.2.6.4 Caliente Common Segment 2 (Quinn Canyon Range Area). There would be no
mining districts or areas, or patented mining claims within the Caliente common segment 2 construction
right-of-way (see Figure 3-37 and 3-38). The closest mining district would be the Quinn Canyon Mining
District, 0.8 kilometer (0.5 mile) north of Caliente common segment 2, and the vast majority of historic
mining has occurred more than 6.4 kilometers (4 miles) north and northwest of the rail line (DIRS 183644-
Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 98). Therefore, construction of Caliente common segment 2 would not impact
mining in this area. There are no energy leases (oil, gas, or geothermal) that would be in the common
segment 2 construction right-of-way.

4.2.2.2.6.5 South Reveille Alternative Segments. There would be no mining districts or areas,
energy leases, or patented mining claims within the construction rights-of-way of the South Reveille
alternative segments (see Figure 3-38). In terms of unpatented mining claims within or near the
construction right-of-way, South Reveille alternative segments 2 and 3 would intersect two Township and
Range Sections containing 63 mining claims. Because information is available only at the section level
(where the area of a section is several times larger than a nominal area of a rail line segment that would
fully bisect it), the actual number of claims within the construction right-of-way would likely be fewer.
DOE would negotiate surface rights across affected unpatented mining claims with claim holders.

The closest mining area is the Reveille Valley mining area, approximately 0.8 kilometer (0.5 mile) from
South Reveille alternative segment 3 and 3 kilometers (2 miles) from South Reveille alternative segment 2.
Although exploration and drilling in this mining area were observed in June 2004 and the existence of a
90-year lease agreement under the Alien Gold Project indicates that exploration efforts will be ongoing,
this area would not be directly impacted by the South Reveille segments (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson
2007, p. 93). There are no energy leases (oil, gas, or geothermal) that would be in the construction right-of-
way for either South Reveille alternative segment.

4.2.2.2.6.6 Caliente Common Segment 3 (Stone Cabin Valley Area). Only the Clifford Mining
District would be near Caliente common segment 3 (see Figures 3-38 and 3-39). The Clifford Mining
District is approximately 3 kilometers (2 miles) south of U.S. Highway 6 in Stone Cabin Valley, about

10 kilometers (6 miles) southwest of Warm Springs. Numerous claims have been staked in the area and
exploration and mining are underway (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, pp. 81 and 82). There are
no patented mining claims that would be within the common segment 3 construction right-of-way,
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although the common segment construction right-of-way would intersect 10 Township and Range Sections
containing 133 unpatented mining claims. Because data related to unpatented mining claims are available |
only at the section level, the actual number of unpatented claims within the construction right-of-way

would likely be many fewer. DOE would negotiate the surface rights across unpatented claims that fall
within the construction right-of-way. There is one underground mine (now abandoned) that would be
outside the construction right-of-way, approximately 240 meters (790 feet) from common segment 3. As
discussed in Chapter 2, DOE would conduct further investigations, including drilling boreholes, ground-
penetrating radar, and seismic analysis, to determine the extent of nearby underground features. The
Department would then develop appropriate engineered solutions to address underground features.

There are no energy leases (oil, gas, or geothermal) that would be in the common segment 2 construction
right-of-way.

4.2.2.2.6.7 Goldfield Alternative Segments. The only patented mining claims that would be
within the rail line construction right-of-way are associated with the three Goldfield alternative segments
(see Figure 3-39). Although DOE would reduce the area of disturbance to minimize impacts to these
claims, Goldfield alternative segment 1 would intersect six patented mining claims; Goldfield 3 would
intersect two; and Goldfield 4 would intersect four. The area of these parcels is reflected in the private
land impacts in Section 4.2.2.2.1.2. Goldfield alternative segment 1 would intersect 14 sections
containing 375 unpatented mining claims; Goldfield 3 would intersect 14 sections containing 205
unpatented mining claims; and Goldfield 4 would intersect 19 sections containing 374 unpatented mining
claims (see Table 3-8). Because data related to unpatented mining claims are available only at the section
level, the actual number of unpatented claims within the construction right-of-way would likely be many
fewer. The proposed mining activities by Metallic Ventures Gold, Inc., for the Gemfield deposit, if they
occur, could pose a direct conflict with the Goldfield alternative segment 4 route and Maintenance-of-Way
Facility. Under Phase 2 of this project, Metallic Ventures Gold would relocate U.S. Highway 95 to the
west, which could similarly necessitate DOE to relocate its rail line and Maintenance-of-Way Facility
further west on public land. While there could be a direct land-use conflict, DOE would be prepared to
revise its right-of-way grant and move its rail line infrastructure to the degree necessary to accommodate
this mineral exploration. The land section to the immediate west is public land, within the inactive
Montezuma Grazing Allotment, that does contain some unpatented mining claims. Subsequently, DOE
would need to review nearby mining claims to develop a revised route to minimize impacts to active
mining. DOE would also employ mitigation and avoidance strategies as discussed in Chapter 7, Best
Management Practices and Mitigation. There is adequate area to move both the alignment and the
Maintenance-of-Way Facility to the vacant public land west of the proposed alignment. The vacant public
land to the west has favorable topography (DIRS 185098-Gehner 2008, p. 2). There are no energy leases
(oil, gas, or geothermal) that would be in the construction right-of-way for any of the Goldfield alternative
segments.

There are a number of recorded underground tunnels, shafts, and mines that would be within the
construction right-of-way of these alternative segments, and those could pose construction challenges or
operational safety issues. There is one tunnel along Goldfield alternative segment 1; four associated with
Goldfield 3; and one associated with Goldfield 4. Railroad construction and operations could affect these
features and vice versa. As discussed in Chapter 2, DOE would conduct further investigations, including
drilling boreholes, ground-penetrating radar, and seismic analysis, to determine the extent of nearby
underground features. The Department would then develop appropriate engineered solutions to address
underground features. This process for addressing underground mine shafts and tunnels is also described
in Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation.

4.2.2.2.6.8 Caliente Common Segment 4 (Stonewall Flat Area). Caliente common segment 4
would cross the westernmost portion of the Stonewall Mining District (see Figures 3-39 and 3-40).
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However, most of the past mining activity in this district occurred approximately 5 kilometers (3 miles)
east of common segment 4. The Cuprite Mining District would be west of common segment 4 but
outside the construction right-of-way. Caliente common segment 4 would intersect five Township and
Range Sections containing 22 unpatented mining claims. Because information is available only at the
section level (where the area of a section is several times larger than a nominal area of a rail line segment
that would fully bisect it), the actual number of claims within the construction right-of-way would likely
be less. DOE would negotiate surface rights across affected unpatented mining claims with claim
holders. There would be no patented mining claims, geothermal occurrences, or energy leases within the
common segment 4 construction right-of-way. Therefore, common segment 4 would not affect mining
activity or energy resources.

4.2.2.2.6.9 Bonnie Claire Alternative Segments. The Wagner Mining District would lie between
the two Bonnie Claire alternative segments, just to the west of Bonnie Claire 3 (see Figure 3-40). There
are patented mining claims in this district, but they would all be outside the construction right-of-way of
each alternative segment. There are no geothermal or oil and gas leases within the construction right-of-
way of either alternative segment. Therefore, there would be no direct impacts to mining or energy
resource extraction along either alternative segment. Section 4.2.2.2.7.2 describes potential impacts
associated with road access to the patented mining claims in the Wagner Mining District.

4.2.2.2.6.10 Common Segment 5 (Sarcobatus Flat Area). The southwestern portion of the
Clarkdale Mining District would be approximately 0.8 kilometer (0.5 mile) northeast of common
segment 5, outside the construction right-of-way (see Figure 3-40 and 3-41). Almost two-thirds of the
Clarkdale Mining District is on the Nevada Test and Training Range, and the historically mined areas of
the district are far enough away from common segment 5 that there would be no impacts to mining
activities as a result of rail line construction (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 49). Section
4.2.2.2.7.2 describes potential impacts to access to this mining district.

There are geothermal resources along U.S. Highway 95 in Sarcobatus Valley, but none would be within the
rail line construction right-of-way. There is one warm spring that would be approximately 0.8 kilometer
(0.5 mile) northeast of common segment 5, and a geothermal well that would be approximately

0.4 kilometer (0.25 mile) northeast (DIRS 183644-Shannon & Wilson 2007, p. 48). There are no identified
uses of these geothermal resources, and they would be far enough away from common segment 5 that they
would not be affected by the rail line. The common segment 5 construction right-of-way would not cross
any oil or gas lease areas.

4.2.2.2.6.11 Oasis Valley Alternative Segments. The Oasis Valley alternative segments would
intersect two sections containing seven unpatented mining claims; DOE would negotiate surface rights
across affected unpatented mining claims with claim holders for either alternative segment. There are oil
and gas leases north of Beatty along the southwest flank of Pahute Mesa in southern Nye County (see
Figure 3-41). Oasis Valley alternative segments 1 and 3 would cross portions of this oil and gas lease
block (DIRS 173837-Sweeney 2005, pp. 49 and 50). At present, the lease is not in production, and
records show that there has been no exploration in these areas since the 1970s (DIRS 183644-Shannon &
Wilson 2007, p. 48). Therefore, the Oasis Valley alternative segments would not affect ongoing
operations associated with this oil and gas lease. Furthermore, directional drilling and other techniques
could be employed to facilitate oil and gas exploration or extraction near or within the proposed right-of-
way, resulting in no adverse impacts to future oil and gas activities.

4.2.2.2.6.12 Common Segment 6 (Yucca Mountain Approach). Common segment 6 would
cross the northern section of the Bare Mountain Mining District. Most past mining activity in the district
occurred more than 3 kilometers (2 miles) south of the common segment (see Figure 3-41). There are
recently active gold mining operations within the district, approximately 6 to 8 kilometers (4 to 5 miles)
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from common segment 6. The Silicon Mine and Thompson Quicksilver Mine would be north of common
segment 6. The Silicon Mine would be approximately 800 meters (2,500 feet) and the Thompson
Quicksilver Mine would be approximately 1,400 meters (4,500 feet) outside the construction right-of-
way. Recent mining activity in these areas would be outside the rail line construction right-of-way, and
would not be directly affected by common segment 6. The common segment 6 construction right-of-way
would intersect four sections containing 19 unpatented mining claims. DOE would negotiate the surface
rights across unpatented mining claims with claim holders. Common segment 6 would not affect energy
leases (oil, gas, or geothermal) or resources.

4.2.2.2.7 Construction Impacts to Recreation and Access (Private and Public Land)

DOE developed the Caliente rail alignment alternative segments and common segments to avoid crossing
sensitive areas, such as Wilderness Areas, Wilderness Study Areas, state and national forests and parks,
and other prominent recreational and scenic areas (see Figures 3-42 through 3-49). DOE would maintain
access for all existing roads the rail line would cross at or near their current location by constructing at-
grade crossings (the road and the rail line would cross paths at the same elevation) or grade-separated
crossings (the road and the rail line would cross paths via an overpass or an underpass), resulting in no
long-term adverse impacts to traffic patterns and land access. However, there could be temporary small
impacts to access to these areas during rail line construction due to temporary road closures and detours.

At locations where there would be several road crossings close to one another (generally over a distance
of 0.8 kilometer [0.5 mile] or less), there could be some minor rerouting and consolidation of crossings,
but these would not prevent crossing the rail line. The regulatory authority to make decisions regarding
roads, road closures, and rail line crossings rests with the BLM and county and local governments.
DOE would work in close consultation with these groups to ensure access would be maintained.

Although many undeveloped recreation opportunities exist over much of the public lands surrounding the
rail alignment (such as off-highway vehicle use and dispersed hunting), descriptions of potential impacts
in Sections 4.2.2.2.7.1 through 4.2.2.2.7.3 are limited to defined recreation areas. While impacts to non-
designated recreation areas are not specifically addressed, individuals might have to alter their access
routes to particular recreation areas near the rail line. Construction of the rail line might also cause some
dispersed recreationists (such as hunters) who use non-designated areas nearby to temporarily relocate.
Future Special Recreation Permits issued by applicable BLM offices would take the presence of the rail
line into consideration to minimize impacts to both the applicant and the construction and operation of the
railroad. Most organized off-highway vehicle events with previously approved race routes are on existing
roads and trails, and access across the rail line for these events would not be compromised. However,
some previously permitted routes that the rail line would cross might need to alter their crossing locations
in areas where crossings are consolidated.

4.2.2.2.7.1 Lincoln County. Rail line alternative segments and common segments crossing through
Lincoln County would intersect a number of roads that provide access to nearby public and private lands
(see Table 3-9).

Both the Caliente and Eccles alternative segments would cross the Rainbow Canyon Back Country
Byway (see Figure 3-43). However, DOE would install at-grade crossings at these points; thus, there
would be no long-term impacts to the Byway. The Caliente alternative segment would be 3.2 kilometers
(2 miles) northeast of Kershaw-Ryan State Park. The rail line would not affect the park or access thereto
from existing roads.

Potential quarry CA-8B along the Caliente alternative segment would occupy 1.2 square kilometers (300
acres) and a portion of Caliente common segment 1 would occupy 6.4 square kilometers (1,580 acres)
within the 450-square-kilometer (111,200-acre) Chief Mountain Special Recreation Management Area,

DOE/EIS-0369 4-59



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS — CALIENTE RAIL ALIGNMENT

| outlined within the Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan (DIRS 184767-BLM 2007, Map 2.4.15-1).
This recreation area has three primary trails — the Red Rhyolite Trail, the Grey Dome Rim Trail, and
portions of the Silver State Trail. Access to these trails is primarily at Oak Springs Summit on the north
side of U.S. Highway 93, 8 kilometers (5 miles) west of the City of Caliente. Common segment 1 would
traverse the northern boundary of the Chief Mountain area and would not pose a conflict with these trails’
primary access points. At their closest points, these trails would be more than 10 kilometers (6 miles)
away from the quarry. Because the quarry would not interfere with the primary access to these trails and
it would be many miles from active trails, the proposed Action would not be inconsistent with the BLM
objective of designating this Special Recreation Management Area for broad spectrum recreational use.

The Silver State Trail would be the only trail the rail alignment would intersect within the Chief Mountain
area (see Figure 3-44). Bennett Pass Road, the Silver State Trail, and the rail line would all occupy the
same route for approximately 1 kilometer (0.6 mile) on the west side of Bennett Pass. There is a 0.3-
kilometer (0.2-mile) section on the east side of the pass where the road and the rail line would occupy the
same route (DIRS 176796-Winslow 2006, p. 1).

Caliente common segment 1 would pass within 1.6 kilometers (1 mile) of the Weepah Spring Wilderness.
However, there would be no impact to access to this area because access would be primarily south of the
rail line along State Highway 318. Common segment 1 would be 5.3 kilometers (3.3 miles) southwest of
Cathedral Gorge State Park and would not impact access to this park.

The Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest would lie north of Garden Valley alternative segment 3, 3.2
kilometers (2 miles) from the Garden Valley alternative segments where they converge at the easternmost
end of common segment 2. Access to this national forest is by unimproved roads, which would be north
of and would not intersect the rail alignment. Therefore, the rail line would not impact access to the
Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest.

Caliente common segment 2 would pass the Worthington Range Wilderness within 0.9 kilometer

(0.6 mile) at its closest point. Primary access to this wilderness area is to travel on State Highway 375
northwest toward the town of Rachel and approximately 2.4 kilometers (1.5 miles) before reaching
Rachel, and then turn right on an unnamed county road northbound for approximately 29 kilometers

(18 miles). This primary route to the Worthington Range Wilderness includes roads that would be south
of and would not intersect the rail alignment. Therefore, there would be no impacts to access to the
Worthington Range Wilderness.

There are a number of privately owned parcels of land between Garden Valley alternative segments 1 and
2, but they would be outside the rail line construction right-of-way. Access to private property in Garden
Valley would be through existing county roads. DOE would maintain access where the rail line would
cross existing roads.

4.2.2.2.7.2 Nye County. Rail line alternative segments and common segments crossing through Nye
County would intersect a number of roads that provide access to nearby public and private lands
(see Table 3-9).

South Reveille alternative segment 2 would follow the southern boundary of the South Reveille
Wilderness Study Area and would be 30 meters (100 feet) from the study area at its closest point. Rail
line workers would be instructed not to trespass into the area. In addition, DOE would use institutional
markers, such as temporary fencing, ropes, or other markers, to limit access. DOE would consult with the
BLM about construction practices that could be used to minimize impacts to Wilderness Study Areas.

The easternmost portion of Caliente common segment 3 would pass between the South Reveille Wilderness
Study Area and the Kawich Wilderness Study Area. Primary access to the South Reveille Wilderness
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Study Area is from roads off State Highway 375, which would be approximately 16 kilometers (10 miles)
north of the rail alignment. Common segment 3 could cross access roads to the Kawich Wilderness Study
Area near U.S. Highway 6 near Warm Springs, and networks of roads from the east or west of the Study
Area. DOE would instruct rail line workers not to trespass into the area. In addition, DOE would use
institutional markers, such as temporary fencing, ropes, or other markers, to limit access. The road
between the common segment 3 construction right-of-way and the Kawich Wilderness Study Area could
also serve as a visual guide for workers to avoid trespass. DOE would consult with the BLM about
construction practices that could be used to minimize impacts to Wilderness Study Areas.

Bonnie Claire alternative segments 2 and 3 would cross few roads or trails (see Figure 3-48 and

Table 3-9). There is no active grazing on the land surrounding these alternative segments. However,
Bonnie Claire 3 would be west of and Bonnie Claire 2 would be east of patented mining claims within the
Wagner Mining District (see Figure 3-48). If DOE selected Bonnie Claire 3, the rail line would cross one
access road to these mining claims.

There are more than a dozen privately owned properties that would be west of common segment 5
clustered at Scottys Junction. These properties lie on either side of U.S. Highway 95. Because the rail
line would be to the east of these properties and not interfere with access from U.S. Highway 95, it would
not impact access to land near Scottys Junction. Common segment 5 would cross one road that provides
primary access from U.S. Highway 95 to oil and gas leases that would be north of the rail line and
provides access to the Nevada Test and Training Range. DOE proposes an active at-grade crossing for
this location (DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, pp. D-1 and D-2). However, temporary small
impacts to access could occur during the construction phase.

Each of the Oasis Valley alternative segments would cross a limited number of roads (see Figure 3-49 and
Table 3-9). Roads in this area provide access to private property owned by a cattle company; the northern
portion of the Razorback Allotment; oil and gas leases; and the northwestern portion of the Nevada Test
and Training Range. Oasis Valley alternative segment 3 would pose minimal restriction to road access
from U.S. Highway 95 to the oil and gas leases and privately owned land, and access within the
Razorback Allotment because it would be farthest away from these established areas.

Common segment 6 would cross six public roads, some of which provide access to the Nevada Test and
Training Range and the northern portion of the Razorback Allotment (see Figure 3-49). The only
privately owned properties in the vicinity of common segment 6 are west of the rail alignment at its
northernmost point. These properties are adjacent to U.S. Highway 95 and the rail line would not impact
access thereto.

4.2.2.2.7.3 Esmeralda County. Rail line alternative segments and common segments crossing
through Esmeralda County would intersect a number of roads that provide access to nearby public and
private lands (see Table 3-9).

There is privately owned land, primarily within the community of Goldfield, where access to the
community is chiefly from U.S. Highway 95. Only Goldfield alternative segment 4 would cross U.S.
Highway 95, and it would cross twice. If DOE selected this alternative segment, the Department would
construct a grade-separated road crossing at both these intersections (DIRS 180916-Nevada Rail Partners
2007, p. D-2).

There are a number of patented and unpatented mining claims near Goldfield alternative segments 1 and 4,
with a large network of roads between the two alternative segments (see Figure 3-47). If DOE selected
Goldfield alternative segment 4, there would be no impacts to access to the claims east of the rail alignment.
If DOE selected Goldfield alternative segment 1, the rail line would cross six roads in Esmeralda and Nye
County that are not considered primary access routes.
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Common segment 4 would cross a number of roads and trails (see Figure 3-47 and Table 3-9).
4.2.2.2.8 Land-Use Conflicts with Utility Corridors and Rights-of-Way

Where the rail line would cross an existing utility right-of-way, DOE would take precautions to minimize
disturbance and disruption of the utilities. Section 4.2.11, Utilities, Energy, and Materials, describes
measures the Department would implement to protect existing utilities.

Of the 543 kilometers (337 miles) of rail line proposed under the longest possible alignment, only 134
kilometers (83 miles), or 25 percent, would fall within corridors designated by the applicable resource
management plans. However, the resource management plans allow for transportation rights-of-way
outside these designated corridors if no other option is feasible and the right-of-way would not
substantially conflict with other land-use goals and designations. DOE would perform field verifications
of utility right-of-way locations and would incorporate the information into the final rail line design.

Because final engineering design for utility connections is not complete, DOE does not know the exact
tie-in locations for electricity along the rail alignment. While the Department expects that transmission
lines could be tapped where they currently cross the proposed rail line location, there is a possibility that
the project could require additional utility rights-of-way for small feeder lines.

4.2.2.3 Operations Impacts

Land-use and ownership impacts would occur before or during the railroad construction phase. The
nominal width of the operations right-of-way would be narrower than the nominal width of the
construction right-of-way, and some of the land could therefore be returned to its previous uses.

Topics related to the quality-of-life aspects of land use include visual quality, air quality, and noise and
vibration, as described in other sections of this Rail Alignment EIS (see Section 4.2.3, Aesthetic
Resources; Section 4.2.4, Air Quality and Climate; and Section 4.2.8, Noise and Vibration).

Railroad operations could affect the use of grazing land. For example, the presence of a rail line could
require livestock on some allotments to adjust to new routes to access water and forage. Generally,
livestock could learn these new routes after construction of the rail line was complete and could acclimate
to and cross the rail line in most areas. The revised allotment management plans developed by the BLM
and the affected permittees would be designed to address forage and water accessibility problems
introduced by the presence of the rail line.

Nevada is an open-range state, where it is the responsibility of private landowners to fence their
properties to prevent livestock from damaging their property and where ranchers could be compensated
for the loss of their livestock killed by vehicles and trains. If DOE trains struck and killed livestock, DOE
or the commercial carrier (under the Shared-Use Option) would reimburse ranchers for such losses, as per
Nevada law. DOE would implement measures to prevent the congregation of livestock near the rail line,
such as fencing, relocating stockwater sources further from the rail line, and preventing the ponding of
water near the rail line. These measures would be site-specific, determined through coordination with
permittees and the BLM.

As discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.6, the BLM could issue new unpatented mining claims and energy leases
on lands near the rail line during the construction and operations phases. While the presence of the rail
line would not necessarily preclude non-surface resources extraction activities, the applicant would be
required to work closely with the BLM and DOE to ensure they would not interfere with the safe
operation of the railroad. Engineering solutions for the safe extraction of mineral and energy resources
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near or beneath the rail line could include directional (lateral) drilling of wells or ensuring all mine shafts
or tunnels were sufficiently deep and reinforced to prevent subsidence.

The parallel rail alignment access roads (unpaved) could improve land access along most of the rail
alignment. While most of the rail alignment would follow or be within a few kilometers of existing
unpaved roads and trails that are currently open for public use, the new access roads could be of better
quality in some areas than nearby existing roads, increasing the likelihood of use. Off-road vehicle use,
hunting intensity, and other recreational activities could increase along the rail alignment access roads.
Improved human and vehicle access to surrounding areas could result in indirect impacts to vegetation
and wildlife, as described in Section 4.2.7, Biological Resources. Recreational uses of public land along
the access roads (as with other similar roads on public land) would be monitored by the BLM to ensure
compliance with its land management goals, as stated in applicable BLM resource management plans. It
is important to note that DOE would not maintain the access roads as public roads, except in locations
where they would be used for rerouting to consolidate rail line crossings, and the Department would post
signs indicating potential users would proceed on the roads at their own risk.

Lastly, future Special Recreation Permits issued by applicable BLM offices would take the presence of
the rail line into consideration to minimize impacts to both the applicant and operation of the rail line.
This might require new routes to minimize or avoid crossing the rail line and greater manpower to
implement and monitor these new routes during recreation events.

4.2.2.4 Impacts under the Shared-Use Option

Impacts to land use and ownership under the Shared-Use Option would be similar to those described for
the Proposed Action without shared use, with a small addition of impacts from the construction and
operation of commercial sidings. Under the Shared-Use Option, commercial trains would haul a range of
products to and from businesses, including stone and other nonmetallic minerals, oil and petroleum
products, and nonradioactive waste materials (see Section 2.2.6.3). DOE cannot predict the exact
locations of these possible commercial-use sidings, but they could include Caliente, Panaca/Bennett Pass,
the Warm Springs Summit area, Tonopah, Goldfield, and the Beatty Wash/Oasis Valley area. The sidings
would likely be constructed within the railroad operations right-of-way; if so, there would be no additional
impacts to land use and ownership (see Figure 2-54). Because only approximately 1 percent of land
within the rail line construction right-of-way is privately owned, any commercial sidings or commercial
facilities that would be outside the construction right-of-way would likely be on BLM-administered land,
and implemented under a separate BLM-issued right-of-way.

Implementation of the Shared-Use Option could facilitate the expansion or introduction of industrial
(mining) or commercial operations in the region. This could have future, long-term impacts on land use,
such as new or revised land-use zoning plans to accommodate industrial and commercial land uses within
Lincoln, Nye, and Esmeralda Counties in the vicinity of the rail line. The expansion of industrial or
commercial activity from shared use of the rail line could also indirectly result in land-use changes in
relation to additional residential development. Increased rail traffic could also increase the likelihood of
livestock mortality along the rail line within active grazing allotments.

4.2.2.5 Summary

The Caliente rail alignment construction right-of-way would occupy between 153 and 162 square
kilometers (37,900 and 40,100 acres) of land. Most of the land would be public land, although DOE
would need to gain access to up to 1.25 square kilometers (310 acres) of private land for the rail alignment
and another possible 0.93 square kilometer (230 acres) required to accommodate support facilities. This
amount of private land would be very small (about 1 percent) compared to the total amount of land that
would be required for the project.
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The Caliente rail alignment would not displace existing or planned land uses over a substantial area, nor
would it substantially conflict with applicable land-use plans or goals. A portion of the Eccles alternative
segment and common segment 1 would cross through Areas of Critical Environmental Concern under the
Ely Proposed Resource Management Plan. These areas were designated after the issuance of the Draft
Rail Alignment EIS and would be finalized after further study by the BLM. In consultation with the
BLM, DOE would conduct pre-construction surveys and implement avoidance, minimization, and
mitigation strategies to protect the resource values of these areas. If the BLM finds that through these
strategies there would be minimal conflict with the areas’ resource values, then the right-or-way could be
authorized.

The areas with the highest densities of private land the rail alignment would cross are near Caliente and
Goldfield. If DOE selected the Caliente alternative segment, some structures at the existing Union Pacific
Railroad train yard and three structures or residences along the former Pioche and Prince Branchline
would need to be demolished or relocated. This alternative segment would also occupy portions of the
Caliente Hot Springs Motel access road and parking lot. DOE would work with the property owner to
develop specific measures that could avoid, reduce, or mitigate impacts to this property, including
measures to maintain access to the motel during construction. Finally, DOE could also negotiate
compensation with the landowner if the design, construction, or operations accommodations were not
sufficient to mitigate the impacts. Alternative segments near Goldfield would cross private (although
vacant) land, including patented mining claims and state and county land. DOE would work with affected
landowners to develop specific measures to avoid, reduce, or mitigate impacts to private land as described
in Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation.

DOE developed the Caliente rail alignment to avoid American Indian lands. The closest rail line
segment, common segment 5, would be approximately 3 kilometers (2 miles) east of the Timbisha
Shoshone Trust Lands near Scottys Junction.

The Caliente rail alignment would use up to 161.9 square kilometers (40,000 acres) of BLM-administered
land. Some of the rail line segments would pass through lands the BLM has identified for potential
disposal (sale). However, the land withdrawals already in place for the rail alignment and the potential
use by another federal agency would take precedence over disposal actions that could affect the project.

Where the rail line segments and facilities would cross active grazing allotments on BLM-administered
land, some grazing land would be lost or may be isolated by the rail line. Assuming all the vegetation in
the construction right-of-way or support facilities was unavailable for forage, the Caliente rail alignment
would directly result in less than a 1-percent loss of animal unit months across all affected allotments.
The greatest percentage loss of animal unit months for any one grazing allotment would occur on the
Black Canyon Allotment under common segment 1 (4.6-percent loss). Of the potential quarries, quarry
CA-8B would result in the highest percentage loss of animal unit months (6.6 percent on the Highway
Allotment). While DOE would coordinate with permittees and the BLM to institute mitigation measures
and allotment management plans to minimize impacts associated with the rail line, additional animal unit
months could be lost due to the inaccessibility of forage where the rail line acts as a barrier.

The presence of a rail line and the implementation of revised allotment management plans could require
livestock on some allotments to adjust to new routes to access water and forage. Generally, livestock
could learn these new routes and acclimate to and cross the rail line in most areas. DOE would provide
temporary feed, water, and assistance in livestock movement during rail line construction to assist with
the adjustment of cattle to the presence of the rail line. The rail line could affect ranching operations
because livestock could be struck by passing trains. DOE would coordinate with permittees and the BLM
to provide mitigation measures to prevent congregation of livestock near the rail line. DOE or the
railroad’s commercial operator (under the Shared-Use Option) would reimburse ranchers for such losses,
as appropriate. DOE would consult with permittees and the BLM to determine where fences should be
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restored or constructed on specific allotments to facilitate grazing operations, while minimizing impacts
to wildlife movement.

Construction wells located on grazing allotments outside the construction right-of-way would have small
and temporary impacts in terms of loss of grazing area. Once each well was drilled, DOE would reclaim
the site in accordance with DOE and BLM requirements. The Department would construct a 10- to 15-
centimeter (4- to 6-inch)-diameter temporary pipeline on top of the ground along access roads to transport
water to the construction right-of-way. Wells not needed for railroad operations would be properly
abandoned in compliance with State of Nevada regulations, and sites and access roads would be
reclaimed (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. 4-12).

Most of the local mining activity would be outside the rail line construction right-of-way. DOE would
need to negotiate the surface rights to cross the few affected unpatented mining claims the rail line would
cross. All the Goldfield and Oasis Valley alternative segments and common segment 6 would cross
several sections that contain many unpatented mining claims. The actual number of claims the rail line
construction right-of-way would cross would need to be determined through additional record searches
and field verification. DOE would negotiate surface rights across affected unpatented mining claims with
the claim holders. The proposed mining activities by Metallic Ventures Gold, Inc., for the Gemfield
deposit, if they occur, could pose a direct conflict with the Goldfield alternative segment 4 route and its
associated Maintenance-of-Way Facility location. Under Phase 2 of this project, Metallic Ventures Gold
would relocate U.S. Highway 95 to the west, and could similarly necessitate DOE to relocate its rail line
and Maintenance-of-Way Facility further west on public land. While there could be a direct land-use
conflict, DOE would employ mitigation and avoidance strategies as discussed in Chapter 7.

There is also the possibility that the rail line could be affected by or affect underground mining tunnels or
shafts. During the final engineering design phase of the project, DOE would perform a survey to verify
the locations of tunnels and shafts to avoid adverse impacts, as described in Chapter 7, Best Management
Practices and Mitigation.

DOE developed the Caliente rail alignment to avoid Wilderness Areas and other scenic and recreational
areas. Road crossings would be constructed to prevent the rail line from obstructing access to private and
public land. While there could be temporary road closures or detours during the rail line construction
phase, there would be no impact to land access during the operations phase. In addition, organized oft-
highway vehicle events permitted in the past by BLM might need to alter their routes to avoid the rail line.

Depending on the alternative segments selected, the rail line would cross between 12 and 34 known utility
lines. DOE would negotiate crossing agreements with the right-of-way holders and the BLM to
determine the duration of use, access needs, mitigation, and compensation, as applicable. DOE would
protect existing utilities from damage so that disruption to utility service or damage to lines would be at
most small and temporary. The project would require a new BLM right-of-way outside the existing
planning corridors, which would be outside of right-of-way avoidance areas. Under the longest potential
route, approximately 25 percent of the Caliente rail alignment would fall within existing planning
corridors. In addition, to avoid the proliferation of new rights-of-way, the BLM may elect to grant future
rights-of-way for new utilities adjacent to the proposed rail line.

Construction and operation of a railroad along the Caliente rail alignment could result in the following
general impacts to land use and ownership along the entire alignment:

e Changes in land uses on private and public lands within the construction and operations rights-of-way
e Possible increase in livestock mortality (collisions with trains)

e Reduced animal unit months on affected grazing allotments as determined by the BLM
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¢ Reduction in land available for BLM disposal
e Alteration of past routes for BLM-permitted off-highway vehicle events

e Possible expansion of mining, manufacturing, industrial, or commercial land uses under the Shared-
Use Option

Tables 4-23 through 4-30 summarize potential impacts to land use and ownership for each rail line
segment and construction and operations support facility. As discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.3.2, the loss of
animal unit months reflected in these tables are potential direct losses within the construction right-of-way
due to possible vegetation loss. Potential changes to permitted animal unit months for each grazing
allotment due to the presence of the rail line would be influenced by the possible isolation of forage where
the rail line acts as a barrier, the degree to which mitigation measures can offset adverse impacts, and the
degree to which revised allotment management plans can be implemented to sustain or improve grazing
operations.

Table 4-23. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Caliente and Eccles alternative
segments (Lincoln County).

Construction impacts Caliente Eccles
Private parcels the alignment would cross (construction right-of-way) At least 30 At least 5
Affected property owners At least 23 At least 4
Land area of private land affected (including patented mining claims) 160 acres® 74 acres
Active grazing allotments the alignment would cross 1 3
Stockwater pipelines the alignment would cross 0 0
Animal unit months lost (estimated) or percent of allotment(s) 1 or 0.5 percent 17 or 1.4 percent
Active allotment land that would be within the construction right-of- 24 acres 751 acres
way
Unpatented mining claims the alignment would cross 0 0
Underground mines, shafts, and tunnels the alignment would cross 0 0
Linear distance outside BLM utility corridors 11 miles® 12 miles
Roads and trails the alignment would intersect 7 8
Utility lines/rights-of-way the alignment would cross or overlap 13 1

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

Table 4-24. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Caliente common segments 1
through 6 (Lincoln and Nye Counties) (page 1 of 2).

Common Common Common Common Common Common

Construction impacts segment I  segment2 segment3 segment4 segmentS5 segment 6
Private parcels the alignment would 0 0 0 0 0 0
cross (construction right-of-way)
Affected property owners 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land area of private land affected Not Not Not Not Not Not
(including patented mining claims) applicable applicable applicable applicable applicable applicable
Active grazing allotments the 9 3 2 0 0 1
alignment would cross
Stockwater pipelines the alignment 3 2 6 0 0 0

would cross
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Table 4-24. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Caliente common segments 1
through 6 (Lincoln and Nye Counties) (page 2 of 2).

Common Common Common Common Common Common
Construction impacts segment |  segment2 segment3 segment4 segmentS segment 6
Animal unit months lost (estimated) 452 or 117 or 229 or Not Not 170r1.8
or percent of allotment(s) 0.7 percent 0.4 percent 0.6 percent applicable applicable percent
(grazing (grazing
allotment  allotment
inactive) inactive)
Active allotment land that would be 8,450 3,690 6,130 Not Not 1,320
within the construction right-of-way acres® acres acres applicable applicable
(grazing (grazing
allotment  allotment
inactive) inactive)
Unpatented mining claims the 0 0 10 sections 5 sections 0 4 sections
alignment would cross with 133 with 22 with 19
claims claims claims
Underground mines, shafts, and 0 0 1 0 0 0
tunnels the alignment would cross
Linear distance outside BLM utility 70 miles 26 miles 20 miles 7 miles 13 miles 24 miles
corridors
Roads and trails the alignment would 39 13 30 14 14 7
intersect
Utility lines/rights-of-way the 4 0 4 0 1 0

alignment would cross or overlap

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

Table 4-25. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Garden Valley alternative
segments (Lincoln and Nye Counties).

Garden  Garden Garden Garden

Construction impacts Valley 1  Valley 2 Valley 3 Valley 8
Private parcels the alignment would cross (construction 0 0 0 0
right-of-way)
Affected property owners 0 0 0 0
Active grazing allotments the alignment would cross 5 5 5 5
Stockwater pipelines the alignment would cross 1 0 1 0
Animal unit months lost (estimated) or percent of 121 or 132 or 125 or 126 or
allotment(s) 1.3 percent 1.1 percent 1.4 percent 1.1 percent
Active allotment land that would be within the 2,590 2,628 acres 2,830 acres 2,545 acres
construction right-of-way acres”
Unpatented mining claims the alignment would cross 0 0 0 0
Underground mines, shafts, and tunnels the alignment 0 0 0 0
would cross
Linear distance outside BLM utility corridors 22 miles® 22 miles 23 miles 23 miles
Roads and trails the alignment would intersect 8 12 10 14
Utility lines/rights-of-way the alignment would cross or 1 2 1 1

overlap

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.

b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.
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Table 4-26. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — South Reveille alternative

segments (Nye County).
Construction impacts South Reveille2  South Reveille 3
Private parcels the alignment would cross (construction right-of-way) 0 0
Affected property owners 0 0
Active grazing allotments the alignment would cross 1 1
Stockwater pipelines the alignment would cross 1 0
Animal unit months lost (estimated) or percent of allotment(s) 54 or 0.2 percent 58 or 0.2 percent
Active allotment land that would be within the construction right-of- 1,370 acres® 1,490 acres
way
Unpatented mining claims the alignment would cross 2 sections with 2 sections with
63 claims 63 claims
Underground mines, shafts, and tunnels the alignment would cross 0 0
Linear distance outside BLM utility corridors 12 miles® 12 miles
Roads and trails the alignment would intersect 1 1
Utility lines/rights-of-way the alignment would cross or overlap 0 0

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

Table 4-27. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Goldfield alternative segments

(Nye and Esmeralda Counties).

Construction impacts Goldfield 1 Goldfield 3 Goldfield 4
Private parcels the alignment would cross (construction right- At least 2 2 At least 35
of-way) patented mining

claims

Affected property owners 0 0 20
Land area of private land affected (including patented mining 150 acres® 46 acres 120 acres
claims)
Active grazing allotments the alignment would cross 0 0 0
Stockwater pipelines the alignment would cross 0 0 6 (unused)
Animal unit months lost (estimated) or percent of allotment(s) Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
Active allotment land that would be within the construction Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable

right-of-way

Unpatented mining claims the alignment would cross

Underground mines, shafts, and tunnels the alignment would
Cross

Linear distance outside utility corridors
Roads and trails the alignment would intersect

Utility lines/rights-of-way the alignment would cross or
overlap

14 sections
containing
375 claims

14

27 miles®
15
0

14 sections
containing
205 claims

4

29 miles
5
0

19 sections
containing
374 claims

5

30 miles
44
8

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.
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Table 4-28. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Bonnie Claire alternative

segments (Nye County).

Construction impacts Bonnie Claire 2 Bonnie Claire 3
Private parcels the alignment would cross (construction right-of-way) 0 0
Affected property owners 0 0
Land area of private land affected (including patented mining claims)
Active grazing allotments the alignment would cross 0 0
Stockwater pipelines the alignment would cross 0 0
Animal unit months lost (estimated) Not applicable Not applicable
Active allotment land that would be within the construction right-of-way Not applicable Not applicable
Unpatented mining claims the alignment would cross 0 0
Underground mines, shafts, and tunnels the alignment would cross 0 0
Linear distance outside utility corridors 13 miles® 11 miles
Roads and trails the alignment would intersect | 4
Utility lines/rights-of-way the alignment would cross or overlap 0 0

a. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

Table 4-29. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — Oasis Valley alternative

segments (Nye County).

Construction impacts Oasis Valley 1 Oasis Valley 3
Private parcels the alignment would cross (construction right-of-way) 1 0
Affected property owners 1 0
Land area of private land affected (including patented mining claims) 0.9 acre® Not applicable
Active grazing allotments the alignment would cross 1 1
Stockwater pipelines the alignment would cross 0 0
Animal unit months lost (estimated) or percent of allotment(s) 8 or 0.8 percent 12 or 1.3 percent
Active allotment land that would be within the construction right-of- 590 acres 940 acres

way

Unpatented mining claims the alignment would cross 2 sections containing 2 sections containing
7 claims 7 claims

Underground mines, shafts, and tunnels the alignment would cross 0 0

Linear distance outside BLM utility corridors 0.1 mile® 2 miles

Roads and trails the alignment would intersect 3 3

Utility lines/rights-of-way the alignment would cross or overlap 0 0

a. To convert acres to square kilometers to acres, multiply by 0.0040469.
b. To convert miles to kilometers, multiply by 1.6093.

Table 4-30. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — railroad construction and

operations support facilities (Lincoln, Nye, and Esmeralda Counties) (page 1 of 2).

Facility Construction impacts

Interchange Yard The Interchange Yard would be within existing Union Pacific Railroad right-

of-way. Thus, there would be no impacts.

Staging Yard at Caliente-Indian Cove  The Staging Yard would be on 180 acres of private land (across 6 parcels).
There would be direct changes to land use on this property.

Staging Yard at Caliente-Upland The Staging Yard would be on 110 acres of private land (across 17 parcels).
There would be direct changes to land use on this property.
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Table 4-30. Summary of potential impacts to land use and ownership — railroad construction and
operations support facilities (Lincoln, Nye, and Esmeralda Counties) (page 2 of 2).

Facility

Construction impacts

Staging Yard at Eccles-North

Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters
Facility — Goldfield alternative
segment 1 or 3 option

Maintenance-of-Way Trackside
Facility

Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard,
Cask Maintenance Facility, Nevada
Railroad Control Center and
National Transportation Operations
Center

The Staging Yard would be on public land, on the Peck Grazing Allotment,
within the planned construction right-of-way of the Eccles alternative
segment.

Building would be on vacant BLM-administered land and would use 3.2 acres
of land. This would be a permanent change in land use.

Facility would be within the rail line construction right-of-way, within
either the inactive Montezuma Grazing Allotment or across the Stone
Cabin and Ralston Grazing Allotments.

These facilities would be on DOE-controlled land on the Yucca Mountain
Site. There would be no change in land use or ownership.

Potential Quarries
CA-8B — Indian Cove option

CA-8B — Upland option

NN-9A

NN-9B

ES-7
NS-3A

NS-3B

This quarry would result in the loss of 250 acres® of grazing land on the
Highway Allotment, and the loss of 7 animal unit months (5.9-percent
loss). The quarry would also use 44 acres of land on the Peck Allotment,
resulting in a loss of 1 animal unit month. Portions of the quarry would
be on private land and would impact at least 49 acres across three parcels
(three owners).

This quarry would result in the loss of 280 acres of grazing land on the
Highway Allotment, and the loss of 8 animal unit months (6.6 percent
loss). Portions of the quarry would be on private land and would impact
at least 49 acres across two parcels (two landowners).

This quarry would be within the Reveille Allotment, and would result in
the loss of 490 acres of grazing land and 19 animal unit months (less than
0.1-percent loss).

This quarry would be within the Reveille Allotment, and would result in
the loss of 320 acres of grazing land and 13 animal unit months (less than
0.1-percent loss).

This quarry would be on 360 acres of public land within an inactive
grazing allotment.

This quarry would be on 920 acres of public land within an inactive
grazing allotment.

This quarry would be on 370 acres of public land within an inactive
grazing allotment.

a. To convert acres to square kilometers, multiply by 0.0040469.
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4.2.3 AESTHETIC RESOURCES

This section describes potential impacts to aesthetic (visual) resources from constructing and operating
the proposed railroad along the Caliente rail alignment. Section 4.2.3.1 describes the methods DOE used
to assess potential impacts; Section 4.2.3.2 describes potential impacts during the construction phase;
Section 4.2.3.3 describes potential impacts during the operations phase; Section 4.2.3.4 describes
potential impacts under the Shared-Use Option; and Section 4.2.3.5 summarizes potential impacts to
aesthetic resources.

Section 3.2.3.1 describes the region of influence for aesthetic resources along the Caliente rail alignment.
4.2.3.1 Impact Assessment Methodology

4.2.3.1.1 Approach

Most of the lands along the Caliente rail alignment are BLM-administered public lands. For this reason,
DOE utilized BLM methods to evaluate potential impacts to visual resources.

The BLM uses a process to rate visual resource contrast and evaluate the magnitude of a project’s impact
on existing visual resources (DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, all). The BLM evaluates the contrast between
existing conditions and conditions expected during a project, drawing on information from the BLM
visual resource management inventory, which the BLM uses to classify the aesthetic value of BLM-
administered lands (DIRS 101505-BLM 1986, all). BLM management objectives allow different levels
of project-related contrast for each visual resource management class (DIRS 101505-BLM 1986,

Section VB). Figure 3-58 in Section 3.2.3 shows the visual resource management classes for lands
surrounding the Caliente rail alignment. DOE used the BLM methodology to assign visual resource
management classes to non-BLM public and private land.

To identify potential impacts to aesthetic resources, DOE applied the process for rating visual resource
contrast specified in BLM Manual Handbook 8431-1. This process involved comparing the existing and
proposed conditions in relation to:

e Landform, vegetative features, and structural features (such as existing and proposed rail roadbeds,
power distribution lines, buildings, and communication towers)

e Form, line, color, and texture

e  Other factors including distance, angle of observation, how long the project feature would be visible,
relative size or scale, season of use, light conditions, recovery time for vegetation after construction,
spatial relationships, and atmospheric conditions

DOE developed contrast ratings using the methodology in BLM Manual Handbook 8410-1 (DIRS
101505-BLM 1986, all) from the key observation points identified in Section 3.2.3 (see Figure 3-58).
DOE prepared simulations to illustrate the expected project-related contrast at some key observation
points. Appendix D, Aesthetics, Section D.1, provides baseline photographs and simulations for the
Caliente rail alignment.

4.2.3.1.2 Criteria for Determining Impacts

DOE used the criteria listed in Table 4-31 to rank the contrast between existing conditions and conditions
expected during the railroad construction and operations phases at each key observation point. DOE then
considered contrast ratings against the BLM visual resource management objectives listed in Table 4-32,
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Table 4-31. Criteria for determining degree of visual contrast.”

Degree of contrast Criteria
None The element contrast is not visible or perceived.
Weak The element contrast can be seen but does not attract attention.
Moderate The element contrast begins to attract attention and begins to

dominate the characteristic landscape.

Strong The element contrast demands attention, will not be overlooked,
and is dominant in the landscape.

a. Source: DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section I11.D.2.a.

Table 4-32. BLM visual resource management classes and objectives.”

Visual resource class Objective Acceptable changes to land
Class I Preserve the existing Provides for natural ecological changes but does not
character of the preclude limited management activity.
landscape. Changes to the land must be small and must not attract
attention.
Class 11 Retain the existing Management activities may be seen but should not attract
character of the the attention of the casual observer.
landscape. Changes must repeat the basic elements of form, line,
color, and texture of the predominant natural features of
the characteristic landscape.
Class IIT Partially retain the Management activities may attract attention but may not

existing character of
the landscape.

Class IV Provides for management
activities that require
major modifications of
the existing character of
the landscape.

dominate the view of the casual observer.

Changes should repeat the basic elements in the
predominant natural features of the characteristic
landscape.

Management activities may dominate the view and be the
major focus of viewer attention.

An attempt should be made to minimize the impact of
activities through location, minimal disturbance, and
repeating the basic elements.

a. Source: DIRS 101505-BLM 1986, Section V.B.

where applicable. In general, the BLM manages areas of high visual value (Classes I and II) to minimize
contrast, while allowing more contrast in areas of lower visual value (Classes III and IV).

In this analysis, the primary basis for identifying potential adverse impacts to aesthetic resources is
inconsistency with BLM management objectives for a viewshed. This includes consideration of effects
on the visual values of parks, recreation areas, and other scenic resources (recognized at the national,
state, or local level) and visual intrusions or contrasts affecting the quality of landscapes. Along much of
the Caliente rail alignment, where the landscape is sparsely populated and undeveloped, the visual impact
of equipment, facilities, and activities could create a weak or moderate contrast, according to the criteria
listed in Table 4-31. That is, from key observation points that are within a few miles, equipment,
facilities, and activities could be seen (weak contrast) or would begin to attract attention and begin to
dominate the viewshed (moderate contrast). However, as noted in BLM guidance, distance and duration
of project activities affect perceptions of contrast (DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section I11.D.2.b).

Distance of an observer from project activities and facilities would greatly affect the observer’s
perception of project-related contrasts with the landscape. The likelihood that activities or facilities
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would divert an observer’s attention away from the landscape would decrease as distance increased.
Thus, views from observation points where the project would appear in the foreground or middleground
distance zone would usually be affected more than views from observation points where the project was
in the background.

Duration of activities also affects conclusions about a project’s consistency with BLM visual resource
management objectives in a particular location. For example, visible construction activities over

18 months could cause a moderate degree of contrast and be inconsistent with Class II objectives. Such
activities would be recognized as a moderate adverse impact of construction in Class II areas, although
BLM methodology recognizes that “few projects meet the VRM [visual resource management]
management objectives during construction” (DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section II1.D.2.b.7). In contrast,
passage of a train on a track more than approximately 1.6 kilometers (1 mile) from observers for a few
minutes three times a day for up to 50 years might comply with Class II objectives if the rail line itself did
not attract attention or dominate the view of a casual viewer, thus creating only a weak degree of contrast.
In such a case, presence of the rail line would be recognized as a small adverse impact of operation.

4.2.3.2 Construction Impacts

Table 4-33 lists contrast ratings for views from each key observation point along the Caliente rail
alignment and consideration of project consistency with BLM management objectives. In cases where
construction and operations activities would cause different levels of contrast, the table identifies the
phase for each rating; otherwise, a single rating applies to both construction and operations. Figure 4-1 is
the same as Figure 3-58 in Section 3.2.3, showing visual resource management classifications of lands
around each key observation point. It is a useful reference when reading impact discussions in this
section. Appendix D, Section D.1, provides photographs of views from each key observation point and
simulations of views including the rail line, trains, or other features.

4.2.3.2.1 Construction Impacts Common to the Entire Caliente Rail Alignment

Construction-related equipment, facilities, and activities would be potential sources of short-term
(temporary) impacts to visual resources during the construction phase. Most of the equipment, facilities,
and activities would be situated within the nominal width of the construction right-of-way. From some
viewpoints, the presence of workers, vehicles, equipment, supply trains, borrow sites, quarries, laydown
yards, well pads, construction camps, and electric distribution lines, and the generation of dust and
vehicle exhaust, might be seen or might attract the attention of a casual observer during construction.
These would result in small impacts to visual setting except in areas discussed in Section 4.2.3.2.2.

New cut and fill slopes could temporarily result in a weak to strong contrast with adjacent soils and
vegetation. The short-term (construction phase) level of impact to the visual setting from this contrast
would be small to large, and would decrease with the reestablishment of vegetation post-construction,
which could take many years, or decades in some cases. In some places, differences in density and type
of vegetation would be visible as a weak to strong contrast for many years or decades, resulting in long-
term, small to large impacts to the visual setting. Cuts in virgin rock would initially show a weak to
strong contrast between freshly exposed rock and previously weathered rock. Without mitigation, this
contrast would result in long-term small to large impacts to the visual setting.

Construction supply trains consisting of eight to 20 cars would pass eight times per day, at most (loaded
on the trip out, empty on the return), along rail line segments under active construction. Construction
trains would likely be visible for between 5 and 20 minutes from a single vantage point, depending on
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 1 of 8).

Consistent
with visual
resource
Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating® would cross?* Impact level® Notes
1 U.S. Highway 93 at Dry Lake Surrounding lands None Yes Small Rail line would not be
Valley, views toward common  (IIl and IV), visible to viewers.
segment 1 Highland and Chief
Ranges (II and III)
2 Staging Yard Caliente-Indian Surrounding lands Moderate Yes Moderate
Cove option, view north 11
3 Conveyer crossing Surrounding lands Construction: No Construction: DOE would dismantle the
U.S. Highway 93 to feed D) strong large quarry conveyor system
Staging Yard Caliente-lndian Operations: Yes Operations: after construction was
Cove option, view north- weak small complete. Only the siding
northwest would be source of
operations impact.
4 Conveyor crossing U.S. Surrounding lands Construction: No Construction: DOE would dismantle the
Highway 93 to feed Staging (11D strong large quarry conveyor system
Ygrd Caliente-Upland option, Operations: Yes Operations: after constructiop was
view north-northeast weak small complete. The siding
would be the only source
of operations impacts.
5 Staging Yard Caliente-Upland Surrounding lands Weak to none Yes Small Presence of other
option, view north-northeast (111, 1I1) structures would minimize
contrast.
6 Rail line crossing of Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
U.S. Highway 93, view north- (I1D)
northeast to common segment 1
7 U.S. Highway 93 north of rail Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Rail line would not be

line crossing, view west toward

common segment 1

(I11), Big Hogback
D

visible in view toward Big
Hogback.
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 2 of 8).

Consistent
with visual
resource
Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating® would cross?* Impact level® Notes

8 U.S. Highway 93 at State Surrounding lands None to weak Yes Small Class II lands of Cathedral

Route 319 111, 1) Gorge would not be
visible to the north; rail
line could be faintly
visible to the south.

9 Miller Point - Cathedral Gorge,  Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Rail line would barely be
view south toward common (I11, IT), Cathedral visible from the park.
segment 1 Gorge State Park (IT)

10 State Route 318 crossing, view  Surrounding lands Moderate Yes Moderate
northwest toward common (IIT), Weepah
segment 1 Springs Wilderness

@

11 Off county road west of State Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Distance from key
Route 318 north of rail line (III), Timber observation point would
crossing, view west toward Mountain (II), reduce contrast.
common segment 1 Weepah Springs

Wilderness (1)
12 Rail line crossing Timber Surrounding lands Moderate Yes Moderate

Mountain Pass Road, view east-
northeast

(II), Timber
Mountain (IT),
Weepah Springs
Wilderness (1)
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 3 of 8).

Consistent
with visual
resource
Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating® would cross?* Impact level® Notes
13 and 15 County road on south side of Garden Valley (II), Construction Yes Small Contrast would be reduced
Garden Valley, views toward Golden Gate of Garden with increased distance
Garden Valley alternative Range (I1I), Quinn Valley 1 or from viewer and would
segments Canyon Range (III),  Garden Valley not detract from views of
Quinn Canyon 3: weak to surrounding mountains.
Wilderness (1), none
Grant Range Construction No Large to small Contrast would be reduced
Wlldemess O, of Garden with increased distance
Worthington Valley 2 or from viewer and would
Mountains (II), Garden Valley not detract from views of
Worthmgton 8: strong to surrounding mountains.
Mountains none
Wilderness (1) Operation of Yes Small
Garden Valley
1 or Garden
Valley 3:
weak to none
Operation of Yes Small Contrast would be reduced

Garden Valley
2 or Garden
Valley 8:
weak to none

with increased distance
from viewer; an earthwork
berm with soil and
vegetation consistent with
surrounding landscape
would reduce contrast of
nearby track to weak.
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 4 of 8).

Consistent
with visual
resource
Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating® would cross?* Impact level® Notes
14 County road in middle of Garden Valley (11), Construction of No Large to small Would demand attention
Garden Valley, view south to Golden Gate Garden where close to viewer and
Garden Valley alternative Range (III), Quinn Valley 1: would be less noticeable
segments 1, 2, and 8 Canyon Range (III),  strong to none with increasing distance
Quinn Canyon from viewer.
Wilderness (1), Construction of No Moderate to small  Contrast would be reduced
Grant Range Garden with increased distance
Wilderness (I), Valley 3: from viewer.
Worthington moderate to
Mountains (II), none
Worthmgton Construction of Yes Small
Mountains
Wilderness (1) Garden
Valley 2 or
Garden
Valley 8: weak
to none
Operation of Yes Small Contrast would be reduced
Garden with increased distance
Valley 1: weak from viewer; an earthwork
to none berm with soil and
vegetation consistent with
surrounding landscape
would reduce contrast of
nearby track to weak.
Operation of Yes Small

Garden

Valley 2 3, or 8:

weak to none
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 5 of 8).

Consistent
with visual
resource
Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating” would cross?° Impact level® Notes
16to 18 Top of City structure element, Garden Valley (11), Construction No Moderate to small ~ Contrast would be reduced
views toward Garden Valley Golden Gate of Garden with increased distance
alternative segments Range (I1I), Quinn Valley 1: from viewer.
Canyon Range (III),  moderate to
Quinn Canyon weak
Wilderness (T), Construction No Large to small Contrast would be reduced
Grant Range of Garden with increased distance
Wilderness (T), Valley 2 or from viewer.
Worthington Garden
Mountains (II), Valley 8:
Worthington strong to none
%ﬁlégz}lal::s I Construction Yes Small C(.)ntr.ast would be reduced
of Garden with increased distance
Valley 3: from viewer.
weak to none
Operation of Yes Small Track and train would
Garden Valley cause weak contrast;
1, Garden contrast would be reduced
Valley 2, or with increased distance
Garden from viewer.
Valley 8:
weak to none
Operation of Yes Small
Garden
Valley 3:
none
19 State Route 375 near rail line Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Construction camp and

crossing, view south-southwest ~ (IV)
toward common segment 2 and
construction camp

grade-separated crossing
would be visible but
would not draw attention.
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 6 of 8).

Consistent
with visual
resource
Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating® would cross?* Impact level® Notes

20 Cedar Pipeline Ranch, view Surrounding lands Moderate Yes Moderate to small
northeast toward common (IV), Kawich Range to weak
segment 2 (II), Quinn Canyon

Range (IIT), South
Reveille Wilderness
Study Area (I)

21 and 22  Near intersection of Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Rail line would cross
U.S. Highway 6 and State (IV), Kawich Range Class IV; contrast against
Route 375, views toward (I), Kawich and Class II; distance would
common segment 3 Rawhide Wilderness reduce contrast against

Study Areas (I) Class II background or
topography would impede
view of rail line.

23 U.S. Highway 6 on east side of  Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Rail line would cross
Warm Springs Summit, view (IV), Kawich Range Class IV; hilly topography
south-southwest toward (IT), and Rawhide would reduce contrast
common segment 3 Wilderness Study against Class 11

Area (I) background.

24 Warm Springs Summit, view Surrounding lands None Yes Small Rail line would be in a cut,
east-southeast toward common  (IV), Kawich Range not visible from highway;
segment 3 (IT), and Rawhide no contrast with Class II

Wilderness Study background.
Area (I)
25 U.S. Highway 6 at a mine Surrounding lands None Yes Small Rail line would be in a cut,

access road, view southeast
toward common segment 3

(IV), Kawich Range
(II), Kawich and
Rawhide Wilderness
Study Areas (I)

not visible from highway;
no contrast with Class II
background.
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 7 of 8).

Consistent with
visual resource

Key Visual resource management
observation management classes Contrast class rail line
point Location in viewshed® rating® would cross?* Impact level® Notes

26 Nevada Test and Training Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
Range Road near rail line (IV), Kawich
crossing, view east-northeast Wilderness Study
toward common segment 3 Area (I)

27 Nevada Test and Training Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Distance would eliminate
Range Road, view east- (IV), Kawich contrast with Class |
northeast toward common Wilderness Study background.
segment 3 Area (I)

28 U.S. Highway 6 at Nevada Test ~ Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
and Training Range Road, view  (IV), Monitor Range
southwest toward common I
segment 3

29 U.S. Highway 95 north of Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Distance of quarry
Goldfield, view east-northeast Iv) facilities would minimize
toward quarry contrast.

30 U.S. Highway 95 at north end Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Topography and distance
of Goldfield, view south- av) would minimize contrast.
southeast toward Goldfield 4

31 Rail line crossing U.S. Highway Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
95 south of Goldfield, view av)
south-southeast toward
Goldfield 4

32 U.S. Highway 95 at State Route ~ Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Rail line would be distant

266, view east to common
segment 4

(IV), State Route
266 (I1I), Stonewall
Mountain (IT)

from Class II feature,
which would be in
background; Class III
lands would not be visible
in views from highway
over the track.
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Table 4-33. Contrast ratings along the Caliente rail alignment and consistency with BLM objectives (page 8 of 8).

Consistent with
visual resource

Key Visual resource management
observation management classes class rail line
point Location in viewshed® Contrast rating”  would cross?° Impact level’ Notes
33 U.S. Highway 95 at State Route Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
267, view north-northeast over (IV), State Route 267
common segment 5 (I1D)
34 U.S. Highway 95 (typical cut), Surrounding lands Strong to Yes Large to moderate
view toward common segment 5 Iv) moderate
hill cuts
35 U.S. Highway 95 north of Oasis Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small Rail line would be visible
Valley (typical landscape) av) but would not attract
attention away from
topography in background.
36 U.S. Highway 95 and Beatty Surrounding lands None to Yes Small Rail line would not be
Wash access road, view northeast  (IV) weak visible from key
to construction access road observation point; increased
traffic along access road
would be visible but would
not attract attention.
37 U.S. Highway 95 at proposed Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
Maintenance-of-Way av)

Headquarters Facility for
Goldfield 1 and 3, view northeast
to facility

38 U.S. Highway 95 at proposed Surrounding lands Weak Yes Small
Maintenance-of-Way combined Iv)
Headquarters and Trackside
Facility for Goldfield 4, view
northwest to facility

a. Sources: DIRS 155970-DOE 2002, pp. 3-158 and 3-159; DIRS 173224-BLM 1997, pp. 6, 7, and 27, and Map 8; DIRS 103079-BLM 1998, Map 2-9; DIRS 101811-DOE 1996, pp. 4-152 to 4-154;
DIRS 184767-BLM 2007, Map 2.4.11-1.

b. Contrast rating definitions from DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section II1.D.2.a; see Table 4.4-1.

c. BLM methodology recognizes that “few projects meet the VRM [visual resource management] management objectives during construction” (DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section 111.D.2.b.7).

d. Impact level definitions from Section 4.1.
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Figure 4-1. Visual resource management classifications and key observation points along the Caliente rail alignment.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS — CALIENTE RAIL ALIGNMENT

train speed and terrain. In addition, small pieces of equipment such as track tampers, ballast regulators,
tie handlers, rail-clip applicators, and ballast consolidators would pass two to eight times per day

(DIRS 180874 -Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix A). The level of impact to visual resources would
be small.

Activities associated with five of the potential quarry sites would be visible from highways or county
roads. One, quarry NS-3A (see Figure 2-9) northeast of Goldfield, would be in Class IV lands more than
8 kilometers (5 miles) from U.S. Highway 95. Because of their distance from the viewer, the quarry and
ballast production facilities would cause weak or no contrast from the nearest key observation point (29);
see Figure D-68 in Appendix D. A potential quarry site north of Caliente, CA-8B (see Figure 2-24),
would not be visible to passersby on U.S. Highway 93. For viewers traveling west on Beaver Dam Road
toward U.S. Highway 93, parts of the quarry would be visible and would begin to attract attention in the
road segment between 2.4 and 1.2 kilometers (1.5 and 0.75 miles) before the road intersects the highway,
resulting in a weak to moderate contrast compatible with the management objectives for the Class III
lands in which the quarry would be located. Quarry CA-8B would also be visible from Beaver Dam Road
at distances greater than 4 kilometers (2.5 miles) from the road-highway intersection, but viewers would
only notice a weak contrast at this distance. A conveyor to carry material from the quarry to the Staging
Yard, either at Caliente-Indian Cove or Caliente-Upland, would be visible and cause strong contrast from
U.S. Highway 93 at key observation point 3 or 4 (see Figure 4-2, and Figures D-7 through D-9 in
Appendix D) while it was under construction and during quarry operation. A strong contrast is
incompatible with the Class II and Class III lands surrounding these conveyor locations. DOE would
remove the conveyor once quarry operations ended. Activities associated with potential quarry sites
NN-9A or NN-9B between the Reveille and Kawich Ranges would cause moderate to strong contrast to
viewers on a lightly traveled county road. This level of contrast is compatible with objectives for the
Class IV lands in which the quarries would be located. The quarry siding and conveyor belt for potential
quarry site ES-7 west of Goldfield would be visible from both U.S. Highway 95, where they would
represent a weak contrast that would not attract attention, and from primitive roads north of Goldfield
Cemetery, where they would cause a moderate to strong contrast that would attract the viewer’s attention.
The level of contrast created by the ES-7 siding and conveyor would be compatible with objectives for
the surrounding Class IV areas. Potential quarry sites ES-7 west of Goldfield and NS-3B east of
Goldfield would not be visible from highways or county roads.

In situations where water wells could not be constructed within the nominal width of the construction
right-of-way (see Figure 2-3), they would lie within a 23-square-meter (250-square-foot) drilling area,
connected to the construction right-of-way by small pipelines feeding temporary 9.3-square-meter (100-
square-foot) reservoirs. These would cause localized short-term weak-to-moderate contrast, compatible
with BLM management objectives in surrounding lands, except for Class II lands in Garden Valley.

Up to 12 temporary construction camps would be situated along the rail alignment at intervals of
approximately 50 kilometers (30 miles) (see Figure 2-22). The camps, which would each average

0.1 square kilometer (25 acres) in size, would have a long and narrow layout of approximately 730 meters
by 120 meters (2,400 feet by 400 feet) and would be within the nominal width of the rail line construction
right-of-way as close as possible to intersections of existing public roads and the rail alignment access
roads. Each camp would consist of single-story housing, offices, support facilities (commissary, kitchen,
cafeteria, recreation facilities, service station, fueling area, and medical facilities), utilities (power lines,
water- and wastewater-treatment facilities, and trash storage), a contractor work area (sections for
maintenance and parts and materials storage), and parking (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007,
Chapter 4). The most visible structures at each construction camp would be the housing facilities. The
camps would contrast weakly against the landscape as observed by passing motorists, resulting in short-
term small impacts to the visual setting. See Figure 4-3 for a simulation showing a construction camp.
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Figure 4-2. Simulation of rock conveyor and construction trains on the Caliente alternative segment (closest to viewer) and quarry siding in view
north-northeast from key observation point 4 on U.S. Highway 93.
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Figure 4-3. Simulation of track and construction camp in view south-southwest from key observation point 19 on State Route 375.




ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS — CALIENTE RAIL ALIGNMENT

Electricity distribution lines would be buried within the operations right-of-way over the length of the rail
line. Where the lines connected to the commercial power grid, an electrical substation and a line of power
poles extending from the substation to the rail line would be visible. These would cause weak contrast
against the existing transmission lines of the commercial power grid, with corresponding small impacts to
the visual setting. Temporary poles would also be visible carrying power to facilities within construction
camps, contributing to short-term small impacts to the visual setting around the camps.

Construction duration at most individual locations along the rail line would be a period of weeks or a few
months under a 4-year construction schedule. Under a 10-year schedule, there would be multiple phases
of work (of weeks or a few months) separated by years of inactivity. Active construction would be longer
at locations of major structures, such as bridges and railroad operations support facilities, but nowhere
would construction be expected to exceed 18 continuous months except at the bridge over Beatty Wash,
which DOE expects would take 2 years to construct. DOE would withdraw construction camps from
service and keep them in reserve during periods of construction inactivity, and would close camps and
reclaim the land as sections of the rail line were completed.

Thus, a longer construction schedule would not increase the level of visual impact because inactivity
would minimize the visual contrast at individual locations where construction was halted, although the
impact of disturbed soil and vegetation would be prolonged. Under either construction schedule, DOE
would consider requests by local governments to leave individual construction camp sites (the cleared and
hardened site the camp occupied) in place after permanent closure of the facility for possible use by these
governments or their designees. The visual impacts from these sites would likely be small because the
Department would remove equipment and structures prior to transfer, and rail line-related construction
activities would cease.

Considering the effects of distance and duration, construction activities or facilities would either not be
visible or would be noticeable during the construction phase but would not dominate the attention of a
viewer. That is, they would create no contrast or a weak degree of contrast at key observation points,
with the exception of those discussed in Section 4.2.3.2.2. A weak degree of contrast, even where

Class I and II lands are present in the viewshed, is compatible with BLM management objectives for all
classes of land. Thus, there would be small, temporary project-related impacts to the visual setting during
construction of any of the Caliente rail alignment alternative segments and common segments, except as
described in Section 4.2.3.2.2. As noted in Section 4.2.3.1.2, BLM methodology recognizes that “few
projects meet the VRM [visual resource management] management objectives during construction”
(DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section I11.D.2.b.7).

4.2.3.2.2 Construction Impacts along Alternative Segments and Common Segments

The aesthetic resources impact analysis identified moderate or strong contrast ratings associated with
construction along six portions of the Caliente rail alignment, as described in Sections 4.2.3.2.2.1 through
423.22.6.

4.2.3.2.2.1 Facilities at the Interchange with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline. The
Staging Yard, Caliente-Indian Cove option, would be within non-BLM-administered lands that would be
considered as Class III with application of the BLM methodology (DIRS 176988-Quick 2006, all).
Because it would lie so close to U.S. Highway 93, construction of the Staging Yard in these Class III
lands would likely draw the attention of passing motorists, resulting in a moderate contrast rating from
key observation point 2 (see Figures D-4 through D-6 in Appendix D). Construction and use of a rock
conveyor across the highway to bring ballast from potential quarry site CA-8B to the north end of the
Staging Yard would cause strong contrast from adjacent key observation point 3 against the Class 11
BLM-administered lands north of the Staging Yard (see Figure D-7 in Appendix D). If DOE selected the
Caliente-Upland option for the Staging Yard, the conveyor would cross the highway farther north, near
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key observation point 4; construction and use of a conveyor there would cause a strong contrast, but
against Class III lands (see Figure 4-2, and Figures D-8 and D-9 in Appendix D). These contrast ratings
of moderate and strong mean that construction activity would not meet BLM management objectives for
the Class II lands in the Indian Cove area, nor the Class III lands in the Upland area. Viewers on one
segment of Beaver Dam Road would see a moderate contrast of the quarry site CA-8B against the
surrounding Class III lands; a moderate contrast is consistent with Class IIIl management objectives.

4.2.3.2.2.2 Common Segment 1. Caliente common segment 1 would pass through the Chief and
Highland Ranges, where portions of the landscape are Class II. Construction activities would attract the
attention of viewers, if any, and result in a moderate contrast rating if a key observation point existed
within the area. However, because the Caliente common segment 1 crossing of the Class II lands in this
area would not be visible from public roads there would be no contrast from key observation points (see
Appendix D, Figures D-2 and D-15 through D-17, which show views from key observation points 1

and 7), and construction would be consistent with BLM management objectives for this Class II area.
Where Caliente common segment 1 would cross State Route 318, a grade-separated crossing, and Timber
Mountain Pass Road, an at-grade crossing, the viewer would notice a moderate degree of contrast during
construction (see Appendix D, Figures D-21, D-22, and D-26 through D-28, which shows views of these
crossings from key observation points 10 and 12). This level of contrast would be compatible with the
Class III management objectives for these areas.

4.2.3.2.2.3 Garden Valley Alternative Segments. The rail line would cross the Class II lands of
Garden Valley. To evaluate impacts, DOE established contrast ratings from key observation points (13
and 15) on a county road in the south of Garden Valley, from a key observation point (14) on a county
road in the middle of Garden Valley, and from key observation points (16 to 18) on top of one of the
structures comprising City, a sculpture. Appendix D, Figures D-29 through D-50, provide views across
the Garden Valley alternative segments from these key observation points. In rating contrast, DOE
assumed that construction activities would be confined to laying track along one of the alternative
segments, with one construction camp near the west end of the valley and with laydown yards situated
within the construction right-of-way. One general finding from all key observation points was that the
contrast expected from construction activities would decrease with distance from the viewer.

Views from key observation points 13 and 15, on a county road in the south of Garden Valley, would
show strong to moderate contrast of construction activities along Garden Valley alternative segment 2 and
Garden Valley alternative segment 8 within approximately 10 kilometers (6 miles), especially where
Garden Valley alternative segment 8 would run parallel and immediately adjacent to one of the county
roads. Construction would show moderate contrast against foothills to the east and west when viewed
from these county roads, diminishing to weak or none when construction activities reached approximately
more than 20 kilometers (12 miles) to the west. Views to the north and northwest would show weak
contrast along Garden Valley alternative segment 1, diminishing to none with distance; and weak
contrast, if any, with activities along Garden Valley alternative segment 3.

From key observation point 14, on a county road in the middle of Garden Valley, the view across the
immediately adjacent portion of Garden Valley alternative segment 1 would show strong contrast during
construction, but construction along more distant portions would show less contrast. From key
observation point 14, activities along Garden Valley alternative segment 2, Garden Valley alternative
segment 3, and Garden Valley alternative segment 8 would cause weak contrast, except where Garden
Valley alternative segment 3 would be within approximately 10 kilometers (6 miles), where the
construction activities would contrast moderately with the surroundings.

These findings indicate that construction along any of the Garden Valley alternative segments, when
viewed from county roads near the construction activities, would not meet the BLM Class II objectives
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for the area over a period of a few months under the 4-year construction schedule, or for several periods
of a few months under a longer construction schedule, because the BLM objectives provide only for
management activities that “may be seen but should not attract the attention of the casual observer.”

Views toward Garden Valley alternative segment 1 from key observation points 16 to 18 on top of a
structure within City would show moderate to weak contrast between construction activities and the
landscape. Activities would be visible from the tops of City structures, though not visible from portions
of the sculpture that are below grade. Project construction would be more visible along the flat lands of
Garden Valley, especially along portions of Garden Valley alternative segment 1 within a few kilometers
of the key observation point. Construction would be less visible against the foothills to the east and west,
both because of distance and because of a more complex visual background. The distance of the
construction from the observer would help to minimize visual impacts. The construction camp at the west
end of the valley would not be discernible. The resulting contrast rating of moderate to weak would not
meet BLM Class Il management objectives over a period of a few months under the 4-year construction
schedule, or for several periods of a few months under a longer construction schedule.

Views toward Garden Valley alternative segment 2 and Garden Valley alternative segment 8 from the key
observation points on top of a structure within Cizy would show strong to moderate contrast of
construction activities against the landscape, diminishing to weak or none with distance. Construction
activities along Garden Valley alternative segment 2 and Garden Valley alternative segment 8 would be
visible from the tops of City structures though not visible from portions of the sculpture that are below
grade. Construction activities would be highly visible along the nearby flat lands of Garden Valley and
less visible in the more distant and more variegated foothills to the east and west. Because Garden Valley
alternative segment 8 is farther away from the City key observation points than Garden Valley alternative
segment 2 for most of its length, construction activities would be less noticeable on Garden Valley 8 than
on Garden Valley 2. The resulting contrast rating of strong to none for Garden Valley alternative segment
2 and Garden Valley alternative segment 8 would not meet BLM Class Il management objectives during
construction of parts of Garden Valley alternative segment 2 or Garden Valley alternative segment 8 in
the flat lands over a period of a few months under the 4-year construction schedule or several periods of a
few months under a longer construction schedule.

Construction of Garden Valley alternative segment 3 would barely be visible from key observation points
within Cify and at most would create a weak level of contrast. The contrast rating of weak to none would
meet BLM management objectives for Class II.

4.2.3.2.2.4 Caliente Common Segment 2. Caliente common segment 2 would remain exclusively
in Class IV lands along its entire length as it travels from north of the Worthington Mountains to the
southern end of the Reveille Range. Construction activities would be visible and attract the attention of
viewers in the Cedar Pipeline Ranch area, and would result in a weak to moderate degree of contrast (see
Figures D-53 and D-54 in Appendix D). This contrast rating would be compatible with BLM
management objectives for Class IV lands.

4.2.3.2.2.5 South Reveille Alternative Segments. Activities associated with potential quarry
sites NN-9A or NN-9B would cause moderate to strong contrast visible to viewers on the lightly traveled
county road that passes within a few hundred meters of the potential quarry sites. The sites and
surrounding area between them and the county road all fall on Class IV lands. The contrast rating of
moderate to strong would meet BLM Class [V management objectives.

4.2.3.2.2.6 Goldfield Alternative Segments. The siding and conveyor associated with potential
quarry site ES-7 would cause a moderate to strong contrast from lightly traveled primitive roads north of
Goldfield Cemetery. Such a contrast is compatible with BLM management objectives for the Class IV
lands in this area.
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4.2.3.3 Operations Impacts

4.2.3.3.1 Operations Impacts Common to the Entire Caliente Rail Alignment

Sources of potential impacts to the visual setting during the operations phase would be the presence of the
rail line and the operations support facilities in the landscape, and the passage of trains to and from the
repository. There would be less impact to the visual setting during the operations phase than during the
construction phase, because there would be less activity (fewer, shorter trains and equipment, and fewer
people), the operations right-of-way (nominally 61 meters [200 feet] on either side of the centerline of the
rail line) would be narrower in some areas, and disturbed areas outside the operations right-of-way would
be reclaimed (see Chapter 7 for a discussion of best management practices).

The primary visual impact of railroad operations would be the existence of the linear track for up to

540 kilometers (340 miles), with wayside signals and communications towers visible from short
distances. In addition to the impact of the track itself, the passage of a train would attract the attention of
a casual observer, both because of the sound associated with the train and its appearance on the track, but
this would be an infrequent, short-duration visual distraction. DOE anticipates an approximate peak
frequency of 17 one-way trips per week (DIRS 180874-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix C). This
would average fewer than three one-way trips per day. Trains would be up to 19 cars long, and would
likely be visible for between 5 and 20 minutes from a single vantage point, depending on train speed and
terrain. Passage of these trains would create a small impact to the visual setting.

DOE would install 4.6-meter (15-foot)-tall wayside signals to control train movements along the rail
alignment at intervals sufficient to connect each by line-of-sight. DOE would place 23-to-30-meter

(75- to-100 foot)-tall radio communications towers at the beginning and the end of the line and at
intervals along the rail line as needed to ensure signal transmission (DIRS 182826-Nevada Rail

Partners 2007, Chapter 6). See Figures 4-4 and 4-5 for simulations showing signals and communications
towers. The wayside signals, radio communication towers, and distribution lines all would create small
impacts to the visual setting unless placed in visually sensitive areas close to observers, where impacts
could be moderate or large. DOE established contrast ratings at key observation points considering the
view of the rail line or operations support facilities and the nature and extent of operations activities that
would be visible. The Department compared ratings with BLM visual resource management objectives
for the lands in the viewshed. Contrast ratings at all key observation points confirmed that the presence
of the rail line itself, while noticeable in some cases, would not dominate a viewer’s attention and would
result in a weak level of contrast (see Figure 4-6), except in some cases where the rail line would be
within approximately 1.6 kilometers (1 mile) of the viewer and the linear track would cause a moderate
contrast (see Section 4.2.3.3.2). A weak level of contrast is compatible with BLM management
objectives for all classes of land; a moderate level of contrast is compatible with BLM management
objectives for Class III and IV lands, but not for Class II lands. Ratings from key observation points with
views of operations support facilities found contrasts would range from moderate to none, compatible
with the Class III and IV lands that would surround the locations of the facilities. These include the
grade-separated crossings of U.S. Highways 93 and 95 and State Routes 318 and 375 (see Figures 4-7 and
4-8, and Figures D-13, D-14, and D-22 in Appendix D). As transportation structures familiar to
motorists, these would not draw attention away from the surrounding landscape.

Contrast ratings confirmed that the level of contrast between a passing train and the landscape would be
strong (demanding a viewer’s attention) or moderate (beginning to attract attention) where the rail line
would fall in the foreground or middleground of the viewshed. Contrast between the landscape and a
passing train would be less where the rail line would be in the background. In such cases, the level of
contrast would be moderate or weak, where the passing of a train could be noticeable but would not
demand attention (see Figure 4-6). The extremely short duration of the passage would diminish the
effect, so that BLM management objectives would be met for Class II, 111, and IV lands, even if the rail
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Figure 4-4. Simulation of view south from key observation point 14 on a county road in the middle of Garden Valley, showing track on three
alternative segments, and a train and signal and communications tower along Garden Valley 1.
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Figure 4-5. Simulation of train, track, and communications tower in view south-southwest from key observation point 23 on U.S. Highway 6 east
of Warm Springs Summit (power poles in photo are not related to proposed project).
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Figure 4-6. Simulation of train and track in view west from key observation point 11 off county road west of State Route 318.
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Figure 4-7. Simulation of U.S. Highway 93 crossing over rail line in view north-northeast from key observation point 6 (power poles in photo are
not related to proposed project).
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Figure 4-8. Simulation of crossing structure and train on rail line in view northwest to northeast from key observation point 10 on State
Route 318.
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line were to fall in the foreground or middleground of the viewshed, as long as it would not create a linear
feature across the landscape that would attract attention or would begin to dominate the landscape.

4.2.3.3.2 Operations Impacts along Alternative Segments and Common Segments

The analysis of impacts to aesthetic resources identified moderate contrast ratings associated with railroad
operations along two portions of the Caliente rail alignment, as discussed in Sections 4.2.3.3.2.1 and
423322,

4.2.3.3.2.1 Facilities at the Interface with the Union Pacific Railroad Mainline. Operation of
the Staging Yard, Caliente-Indian Cove option, would likely draw the attention of passing motorists on
U.S. Highway 93, resulting in a moderate contrast rating from key observation point 2. This moderate
adverse impact would be consistent with BLM Class III management objectives, applicable to the non-
BLM-administered lands here that would be considered Class III with application of the BLM
methodology (DIRS 176988-Quick 2006, all). Presence of the track north of the Staging Yard would
create only a weak contrast because it would follow the line of a former rail roadbed that is currently
visible as a linear berm near the highway. This weak contrast would be consistent with BLM Class 11
management objectives applicable to these lands.

4.2.3.3.2.2 Common Segment 1. Where Caliente common segment 1 would cross State Route
318, a grade-separated crossing, and Timber Mountain Pass Road, an at-grade crossing, the viewer would
notice a moderate degree of contrast during operations due to the proximity of the rail line to the viewer
and the design of the crossings (see Appendix D, Figures D-21, D-22, and D-26 through D-28, which
show views of these crossings from key observation points 10 and 12). This level of contrast would be
compatible with the Class III management objectives for these areas.

4.2.3.3.2.3 Garden Valley Alternative Segments. Views toward all four Garden Valley
alternative segments from the key observation points on county roads show weak contrast of the rail line
against the landscape, depending on the distance and intervening topography and vegetation. The
communications tower would be much less noticeable at a distance of approximately 0.8 kilometer

(0.5 mile) in Figure 4-9 than at approximately 150 meters (500 feet) in Figure 4-4. At short distances,
passage of a train would increase the contrast to strong for the short duration of the passage, but not
enough to raise the overall contrast rating.

Based on views from the key observation points and the simulations for Figures D-29 through D-37 in
Appendix D of track, train, and communications signals in the views, it can be concluded that where the
track would be more than approximately 1.6 kilometers (1 mile) from a viewer on a county road in
Garden Valley, it would not create a new linear feature that would begin to attract attention or begin to
dominate the landscape; that is, it would not create a moderate level of contrast.

While observations would be necessary along the entire length of each county road to determine the
precise places where an alternative segment within 1.6 kilometers or less would cause a moderate
contrast, Table 4-34 provides a conservative approximation. The table lists the total length of each
alternative segment that would fall within 1.6 kilometers of a county road in Garden Valley. Portions of
three of the alternative segments would lie immediately adjacent and parallel to a county road; along these
portions, the rail line would not create a new linear feature because the road itself is a linear feature;
therefore, this distance is excluded from the total distance where the alternative segment could create a
moderate contrast. Table 4-34 indicates that Garden Valley alternative segment 8 and Garden Valley
alternative segment 1 would cause moderate contrast in views from county roads to a lesser degree than
Garden Valley alternative segment 2 or Garden Valley alternative segment 3. In locations in Garden
Valley where the track would otherwise cause a moderate contrast in Class I lands, DOE would construct
low, rolling earthwork berms with soils and vegetation that match the surroundings to mask the linear
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Figure 4-9. Simulation of track in view northeast from key observation point 13 on a county road south of Garden Valley. (Not in picture is an
earthwork berm that would mask the linear feature of Garden Valley 2.)
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Table 4-34. Lengths of Garden Valley alternative segments near county roads.

Length where new linear

Length within 1.6 Length immediately adjacent feature could cause
kilometers of county road and parallel to county road moderate contrast
Alternative segment (kilometers)® (kilometers) (kilometers)
Garden Valley 1 15 3 12
Garden Valley 2 22 3 19
Garden Valley 3 18 0 18
Garden Valley 8 21 11 11

a. To convert kilometers to miles, multiply by 0.62137.

track from viewers. Construction of these berms would reduce the level of contrast to weak. If DOE
could not avoid placing communications towers in such areas, the Department would use non-contrasting,
non-reflective paint on the towers and associated buildings and place them as far from public viewpoints
as feasible.

Views toward Garden Valley alternative segment 2 and Garden Valley alternative segment 8 from the key
observation points on top of a structure within Ci#y would show weak contrast of the rail line against the
landscape (see Figure 4-10 and simulations shown in Figures D-43 through D-50 in Appendix D).
Because of distance, views toward Garden Valley alternative segment 1 would show weaker contrast and,
toward Garden Valley alternative segment 3, no contrast (see simulations in Figures D-38 through D-42).
None of the alternative segments would be visible from portions of the sculpture that are below grade.
Garden Valley alternative segments 1, 2, and 8 would be more noticeable along the nearby flat lands of
Garden Valley and less so in the more distant flat lands and the more variegated foothills to the east and
west. Passage of a train would create a greater degree of contrast between the rail line and the
surrounding landscape, especially along the nearby flat lands, but this would be an infrequent, short-
duration contrast. The resulting contrast ratings of weak to none for Garden Valley alternative segment 1,
2, and 8, and none for Garden Valley alternative segment 3 would meet BLM Class Il management
objectives.

4.2.3.3.2.4 Caliente Common Segment 2. Caliente common segment 2 would remain exclusively
in Class IV lands along its entire length. During operations, some portions of the track would cause a
weak to moderate contrast due to its proximity to viewers in the Cedar Pipeline Ranch area (see Figures
D-53 and D-54 in Appendix D). This contrast rating would be compatible with BLM management
objectives for Class IV lands.

4.2.3.4 Impacts under the Shared-Use Option

Impacts to aesthetic resources during the construction phase under the Shared-Use Option would be the
same as those under the Proposed Action without shared use (see Section 4.2.3.2.1). Construction of
additional sidings or short spurs would create small impacts to the visual setting because of the short
duration of construction.

Impacts to the visual setting during the operations phase under the Shared-Use Option would be the same
as those under the Proposed Action without shared use (see Section 4.2.3.3.1). Under the Shared-Use
Option, there would be three additional round-trip trains per week, but this would not substantially
increase the assumed three trains per day DOE used to establish visual contrast ratings under the Proposed
Action without shared use.
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Figure 4-10. Simulation of train along Garden Valley alternative segment 2 and track along Garden Valley alternative segment 8 in view slightly
northeast from key observation point 18 on top of a Ci#y structure.
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4.2.3.5 Summary

Table 4-35 summarizes potential impacts to aesthetic resources from constructing and operating the
proposed railroad along the Caliente rail alignment.

Table 4-35. Summary of potential impacts to aesthetic resources — Caliente rail alignment (page 1 of 2).*

Location (county) Construction impacts” Operations impacts

Rail alignment

Impacts
common to all
portions of the
Caliente rail
alignment

Caliente
common
segment 1

Garden Valley
alternative
segments 1, 2,
3,and 8

(Lincoln
County and
Nye County)

Caliente
common
segment 2

Small impact. Weak to moderate contrast in the short
term from dust and exhaust; lighting, temporary power
poles, construction camps, and material laydown yards;
operation of supply trains.

Small to large impact. Weak to strong contrast in the
short term from visible construction equipment either
operating or in storage. Weak to strong contrast from
scars on soil and vegetated landscape from cuts, fills, and
well pads; contrast may be visible in the long term where
revegetation is slow or contrasts with the surrounding
vegetation types.

Small to large impact. Weak to strong contrast in the
long term from scars on rock from cuts, and from access
roads.

Moderate impact. Moderate contrast due to proximity to
viewers during construction and road crossings of State
Route 318 and Timber Mountain Pass Road; would meet
BLM Class I1I management objectives.

Small to large, but temporary, impact. Weak to strong
contrast in the short term, which would not meet BLM
management objectives for Class II visual resources.

Small to moderate impact. Weak to moderate contrast
due to proximity to viewers in the Cedar Pipeline Ranch
area; would meet BLM Class IV management objectives.

Small to moderate impact. No
to moderate contrast in the long
term from the installation of
linear track, signals,
communications towers, power
poles connecting to the grid, and
access roads.

Small impact. No to strong
contrast in the short term from
passing trains.

Moderate impact. Moderate
contrast due to proximity to
viewers and road crossings of
State Route 318 and Timber
Mountain Pass Road; would
meet BLM Class 111
management objectives.

Small impact. Track on some
parts of Garden Valley
alternative segments 1, 2, 3, and
8 could create a new linear
feature. Vegetated earthwork
berms would mask the linear
feature and reduce the contrast
to levels consistent with Class
II.

Small to moderate impact.
Weak to moderate contrast due
to proximity to viewers in the
Cedar Pipeline Ranch area;
would meet BLM Class IV
management objectives.
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Table 4-35. Summary of potential impacts to aesthetic resources — Caliente rail alignment (page 2 of 2).*

Location (county) Construction impacts”

Operations impacts

Operations support facilities

| Staging Yard,
Caliente-Indian
Cove option

(Lincoln
County)

Moderate impact. Moderate contrast during the
installation and construction of the facility, consistent
with surrounding non-BLM-administered lands treated as
Class III, but inconsistent with BLM management
objectives for Class II visual resources on the BLM lands
at the north end of the yard.

Moderate impact. Moderate
contrast from the operation of
the facility in the Class III non-
BLM lands, weak contrast from
the track on BLM Class II lands
at the north end; in each area,
consistent with applicable BLM
management objectives.

Quarries

Potential
CA-8B quarry
(Lincoln
County)

Potential NN-
9A and NN-9B
quarries

(Nye County)

Potential ES-7
quarry
(Esmeralda
County)

Large impact. Strong contrast in the short term from
installation and use of the conveyor from the quarry
across U.S. Highway 93, inconsistent near Upland
Staging Yard with surrounding non-BLM-administered
lands treated as Class III; inconsistent near Indian Cove
with surrounding BLM Class II lands.

Moderate impact. Moderate to strong contrast in the
short term from quarrying, ballast production facilities,
and conveyor close to viewers on lightly traveled road.
Contrast levels would meet BLM Class IV management
objectives.

Moderate to small impact. Moderate to strong contrast to
viewers on a secondary road in the short term from
conveyor and siding; weak contrast for these facilities
from U.S. Highway 95. Contrast levels would meet
BLM Class IV management objectives.

Moderate impact under the
Proposed Action. Although
conveyor would be removed at
end of construction phase,
quarry would cause moderate
contrast for viewers on Beaver
Dam Road, consistent with
surrounding non-BLM-
administered lands treated as
Class III.

Small to no impact. Production
facilities and conveyor would be
removed and quarried areas
restored after closure of quarry
at end of construction phase.

Small to no impact. Conveyor
would be removed at end of
construction phase.

o

. Unless noted otherwise, impacts under the Shared-Use Option would be similar to those under the Proposed Action without shared use.

b. BLM methodology recognizes that “few projects meet the VRM [visual resource management] management objectives during construction”
(DIRS 173053-BLM 1986, Section I11.D.2.b.7).
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4.2.4 AIR QUALITY AND CLIMATE

This section describes potential impacts to air quality from constructing and operating a railroad along the
Caliente rail alignment. Section 4.2.4.1 describes the methodology DOE used to assess potential impacts;
Section 4.2.4.2 discusses conformity with the appropriate State Implementation Plan(s); Section 4.2.4.3
describes potential construction and operations impacts; Section 4.2.4.4 describes potential impacts under
the Shared-Use Option; Section 4.2.4.5 discusses greenhouse gas emissions; and Section 4.2.4.6
summarizes potential impacts to air quality.

Section 3.2.4.1 describes the region of influence for the air quality impacts analysis.
4.2.4.1 Impact Assessment Methodology

DOE examined emissions inventories to determine county-level increases in air pollutant emissions, and
performed air quality simulations to determine potential changes in air pollutant concentrations at specific
receptors (population centers). Appendix E, Air Quality Assessment Methodology, is a more detailed
description of the approach DOE used to perform the air quality assessment.

For areas along the Caliente rail alignment for which no local air quality data are available, DOE

compared projected emissions under the Proposed Action with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
county-level emissions data in the National Emission Inventory database (DIRS 177709-
MOO0607NEI2002D.000). DOE compared emissions from proposed railroad construction and operations |
in Lincoln, Nye, and Esmeralda Counties to existing emissions in three categories: highway emissions,
off-highway emissions, and all area sources. Section 4.2.4.3.1 describes projected emissions associated
with construction of the proposed railroad and Section 4.2.4.3.2 describes emissions from railroad
operations.

To assess potential impacts to air quality in the region of influence, DOE modeled air quality at two
population centers that would be near the proposed railroad (Caliente in Lincoln County and Goldfield in
Esmeralda County) and compared the modeling results to the Nevada and National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS). These two standards are nearly identical (Section 3.2.4 explains differences), but
DOE primarily references the NAAQS in this section with noted exceptions. The Department also
modeled air quality to assess potential impacts for railroad construction and operations (using both
minimum and maximum rail line lengths in each county) and railroad facilities for locations in Caliente
and for construction-related activities at potential quarry site CA-8B northwest of Caliente and potential
quarry site NN-9B in South Reveille Valley. Appendix E provides a detailed description of the air quality
modeling methodology and assumptions.

There would be an adverse impact to air quality if the Proposed Action:

e  Would conflict with or obstruct implementation of a state or regional air quality management plan
e  Would violate a NAAQS primary standard or contribute to existing or projected violations

4.2.4.2 The Conformity Rule

Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) requires that federal actions conform to the
appropriate State Implementation Plan. The final rule for “Determining Conformity of General Federal
Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans” (called the Conformity Rule) is codified in 40 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 6, 51, and 93. This Conformity Rule established the conformity criteria
and procedures necessary to ensure that federal actions conform to the State Implementation Plans and
meet the provisions of the Clean Air Act. In general, this rule ensures that all emissions of criteria
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pollutants and volatile organic compounds are specifically identified and accounted for in the State
Implementation Plan’s attainment or maintenance demonstration, and conform to the State
Implementation Plan’s purpose of eliminating or reducing the severity and number of violations of the
NAAQS and achieving expeditious attainment of such standards.

The provisions of the Conformity Rule apply only where the action is undertaken in a federally classified
nonattainment or maintenance area. Apart from Clark and Washoe Counties, the rest of the State of
Nevada is classified as in attainment for all criteria pollutants. There are no nonattainment or
maintenance areas in the proposed rail alignment’s host counties of Lincoln, Nye, and Esmeralda.

Hence, the provisions of the Conformity Rule do not apply to the Proposed Action.

4.2.4.3 Impacts to Air Quality

4.2.4.3.1 Construction Impacts

Potential impacts to air quality from construction of a rail line and railroad construction and operations
support facilities along the Caliente rail alignment would include (1) exhaust emissions from construction
equipment and (2) fugitive dust particulate matter emissions resulting from construction activities.

These impacts would be small, except in the vicinity of potential South Reveille quarry NN-9B.

Appendix E describes the modeling approach and methodology DOE used to estimate emissions and air
quality impacts that would result from these activities.

DOE evaluated emissions and air quality impacts by county because the most complete and
comprehensive annual emissions data available from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency National
Emission Inventory are at the county level (DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI2002D.000). DOE assessed
emissions impacts by comparing construction/design emissions with 2002 annual county-wide emissions
for nitrogen oxides (NOy), particulate matter with aerodynamic diameters equal to or less than

10 micrometers (PM;y) and 2.5 micrometers (PM,s), sulfur dioxide (SO,), carbon monoxide (CO),

and volatile organic compounds (VOCs). DOE assessed air quality impacts by comparing resulting
concentrations of these air pollutants against the NAAQS.

Nye, Esmeralda, and Lincoln Counties are all in attainment for ozone (03). Ozone is generally
recognized as a regional-scale air quality problem. The potential increase in the emissions of VOCs (a
precursor to ozone formation) associated with rail line construction would be small in relation to the
existing regional emissions of VOCs. Thus, the impact on ozone formation would not be anticipated to
cause a violation of the ozone standard. (This conclusion was presented in the Draft Rail Alignment EIS,
published in October 2007, relative to then-current primary and secondary 8-hour ozone standards of 0.08
parts per million, and remains unchanged relative to revised primary and secondary 8-hour ozone
standards of 0.075 parts per million, effective on May 27, 2008 [see 3.2.4.2].)

Sections 4.2.4.3.1.1 through 4.2.4.3.1.3 describe potential exhaust emissions and air quality impacts from
constructing the proposed rail line and railroad construction and operations support facilities along the
Caliente rail alignment in Lincoln, Nye, and Esmeralda Counties.

4.2.4.3.1.1 Lincoln County.

Emissions Appendix E describes the methodology DOE used to determine construction-related
emissions. Section E.2.1.2.1 provides additional detail on the Lincoln County emissions inventory.

Table 4-36 compares the highest modeled annual total emissions under a 4-year construction schedule in
Lincoln County to the county’s 2002 emissions estimates in the National Emission Inventory database
(DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI2002D.000). The table lists potential project-related emissions as a
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Table 4-36. Maximum and minimum peak annual emissions anticipated from construction of a railroad along the Caliente rail alignment through
Lincoln County, Nevada, compared to 2002 existing county emissions.

Total emissions (tons per year)*®

Cco NO, PM;, PM, 5 SO,

Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min.
Emissions source length length length length length length length length length length
Construction 3,460 3,120 4,060 3,650 240 220 230 210 3 2
exhaust
Construction - - - - 2,700 2,560 490 470 - -
fugitive dust
Totals 3,460 3,120 4,060 3,650 2,940 2,780 720 680 3 2
Off highway 211 777 22 20 46
(2002)°
Highway vehicles 4,792 387 13 10 10
(2002)°
All county 5,152 1,175 2,072 342 62
sources (2002)°

a. To convert tons to metric tons, multiply by 0.90718.

b. CO = carbon monoxide; NOyx = nitrogen oxides; PM;,= particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10 micrometers; PM, s = particulate matter with an aerodynamic
diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; SO, = sulfur dioxide; VOCs = volatile organic compounds.
¢. Maximum (Max.) length of rail alignment in Lincoln County would be 148 kilometers (92 miles). (The maximum and minimum lengths along the complete rail alignment are not equal to the sum of

the possible maxima or the minima in individual counties.)

d. Minimum (Min.) length of rail alignment in Lincoln County would be 132 kilometers (82 miles).
e. Only includes anthropogenic (the influence of humans on the environment) source of emissions (DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI2002D.000).
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maximum and minimum range according to the possible lengths of the rail line through the county, and
increased equipment activity that would be necessary when construction was in rugged terrain.

Estimated construction-related emissions for VOCs, CO, and SO, are less than the county’s 2002 annual
emissions for these air pollutants. PM;, emissions during the construction phase would be approximately
790 metric tons (870 tons) per year higher than the 2002 county-wide emissions and PM, s 340 metric
tons (380 tons) per year higher, while emissions of NO, would be 2,600 metric tons (2,900 tons) per year
greater than the 2002 county-wide emissions. However, these emissions would be distributed over the
entire length of the rail alignment in Lincoln County (132 to 148 kilometers [82 to 92 miles]) and would
not lead to a localized problem; thus, no air quality standard would be exceeded, as shown below for
construction near Caliente.

As shown in Table 4-36, fugitive dust would be the principal source of particulate matter emissions.
More than half of these fugitive dust emissions would be directly associated with rail line construction.
About 40 percent of the overall fugitive dust emissions from roads associated with the alignment
(including the alignment service road) would occur in Lincoln County, or 1,350 metric tons (1,490 tons)
per year. Construction of the Interchange Yard would contribute about 1 percent, construction camps 1,
2, 3,4, and 5 would contribute about 0.4 percent each, and all of the wells less than 1 percent of the
overall fugitive dust emissions within the county.

Air Quality Impacts, Construction Activities DOE modeled air quality to determine how
construction of the proposed railroad would be likely to impact air pollutant concentrations in Caliente,
Nevada. Air quality modeling efforts included the impact from constructing the rail line and the
Interchange Yard in Caliente. Because the Staging Yard would be outside town, either at Indian Cove,
Upland, or Eccles-North, the Department did not model air quality for the Staging Yard. Appendix E,
Section E.2.1.2.2.1, summarizes the modeling methodology DOE used to assess construction-related air
quality impacts in Lincoln County.

Table 4-37 shows the modeled maximum concentrations at any receptor point within the modeled domain
of criteria pollutants that could be emitted during the construction phase. DOE modeled a 3-year period
using 3 years of actual meteorological data. The table also lists the highest background concentration
since 1991 of each air pollutant (see Section 3.2.4 for the basis of the background concentration) and the
relevant NAAQS for each air pollutant, and the maximum resulting concentration as a fraction of the
NAAQS. The maximum concentrations during the construction phase in Caliente would be below the
NAAQS for all air pollutants. The modeled maximum fraction of the NAAQS was 40 percent for PM; .

Table 4-38 shows the modeled maximum concentrations at any receptor point of criteria pollutants that
would be emitted over the 3-year modeling period and that would result from construction of the
Interchange Yard. The table also shows the highest background concentration since 1991 (second highest
for 24-hour PM) of each air pollutant (see Section 3.2.4 for the basis of the background concentration)
and the relevant NAAQS for each air pollutant, and the maximum resulting concentration as a fraction of
the NAAQS. The maximum concentrations from construction of the Interchange Yard at Caliente would
be below NAAQS for all air pollutants. Figure 4-11 shows the predicted 24-hour PM,, concentration near
the proposed site of the Interchange Yard in Caliente to illustrate construction-related air pollutant
concentrations in this area. The modeled maximum fraction of the NAAQS would be 36 percent for
PM; .

DOE did not model other construction activities (at access roads, construction camps, and wells) because
emissions from those construction activities would be smaller than construction of the rail line and the
Interchange Yard and would be expected to show even lower concentrations; therefore, emissions would
be well below NAAQS for all air pollutants.
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Table 4-37. Maximum air pollutant concentrations during the construction phase along the Caliente rail
alignment near Caliente, Nevada.

Maximum Maximum Maximum
Averaging Background project resulting concentration
period  Airpollutant® concentration®  impact’ concentration ~ NAAQS® (percent of standard)

I-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.41 0.61 35 2
3-hour SO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.5 <1
8-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.07 0.27 9 3
24-hour PM, pg/m’ 39 5.5 45 150 30

PM, ng/m’ 12 1.4 13 35 38

SO, ppm 0.002 0.005 0.007 0.14 5
Annual NO, ppm 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.053

PM,, pg/m’ 12 2.1 14 50° 28

PM, 5 pg/m’ 3.6 0.6 4.2 15 28

SO, ppm 0.002 <0.0001 0.002 0.03 6

a. CO = carbon monoxide; NO, = nitrogen dioxide; PM,, = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10
micrometers; PM, s = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; ppm = parts per million;
S0, = sulfur dioxide; pg/m*® = micrograms per cubic meter.
b. Sources: DIRS 147771-CRWMS M&O 1996, p. 13; DIRS 102877-CRWMS M&O 1999, p. 14; DIRS 147780-SAIC 1992, p. 13;
DIRS 168842-DOE 2003, all; DIRS 173738-DOE 2002, all; DIRS 173740-DOE 2004, all; DIRS 176996-DOE 2005, p. 38; DIRS 179948-
DOE 2006, p. 40; CFR 50.4 through 50.11.
. <=less than.
d. NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
e. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency revoked the annual PM;, standard effective December 18, 2006 (71 FR 60853, October 17, 2006),
but the Nevada annual average PM;, standard remains in effect.

o

Table 4-38. Maximum air pollutant concentrations from construction of the proposed Interchange Yard
in Caliente, Nevada.

Maximum Maximum Maximum
Averaging Background project resulting concentration
period Air pollutant® concentration” impact concentration NAAQS* (percent of standard)

I-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.18 0.38 35 1
3-hour SO, ppm 0.002 0.002 0.004 0.5 1
8-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.03 0.23 9 3
24-hour PMy, pg/m’ 39 2 41 150 27

PM, 5 pg/m’ 12 1 13 35 36

SO, ppm 0.002 0.003 0.005 0.14
Annual NO, ppm 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.053 5

PM,, ng/m’ 12 12 13 501 26

PM, 5 pg/m’ 3.6 0.37 4 15 26

SO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.03 7

a. CO = carbon monoxide; NO, = nitrogen dioxide; PM;, = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10 micrometers;
PM, 5 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; ppm = parts per million; SO, = sulfur dioxide;
ug/m’ = micrograms per cubic meter.

b. Sources: DIRS 147771-CRWMS M&O 1996, p. 13; DIRS 102877-CRWMS M&O 1999, p. 14; DIRS 147780-SAIC 1992, p. 13;

DIRS 168842-DOE 2003, all; DIRS 173738-DOE 2002, all; DIRS 173740-DOE 2004, all; DIRS 176996-DOE 2005, p. 38; DIRS 179948-DOE
2006, p. 40; CFR 50.4 through 50.11.

. NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

d. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency revoked the annual PM;, standard effective December 18, 2006 (71 FR 60853, October 17, 2006),
but the Nevada annual average PM;, standard remains in effect.

o

DOE/EIS-0369 4-105



69€0-S13/30d

90L-¥

Map area 1
Cu_rrent
view
0 500 1,000 Feet
0 150 300 Meters

Air quality
analysis area

PM o concentration
(ug/m?)

Interchange Yard
perimeter

=+ Rail line

Notes: PMyq = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal
to or less than 10 micrometers; ug/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter.

Figure 4-11. Maximum 24-hour PM,, concentration (maximum background plus modeled maximum project impact) from

construction of the proposed Interchange Yard in Caliente, Nevada.
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Air Quality Impacts, Quarry Activities DOE also performed simulations to determine potential
impacts to air quality associated with activity at potential quarry site CA-8B northwest of the City of
Caliente (DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix A; DIRS 183641-Shannon & Wilson 2007,
pp. 43 to 45). Appendix E, Section E.2.1.2.2.2, describes the methodology DOE used to simulate quarry-
related impacts to air quality.

Table 4-39 shows the modeled maximum concentrations at any receptor point of criteria pollutants that
would be emitted over the 3-year period and that would result from quarry-related activities. The table
also shows the highest background concentration since 1991 of each air pollutant (see Section 3.2.4 for
the basis of the background concentration) and the relevant NAAQS for each air pollutant, and the
maximum resulting concentration as a fraction of the NAAQS. The modeled maximum fraction of the
NAAQS would be 45 percent for PM,.

Table 4-39. Maximum air pollutant concentrations from construction and operation of potential quarry
CA-8B near Caliente, Nevada.

Averaging Background  Maximum Maximum resulting Maximum concentration
period  Air pollutant® concentration® project impact®  concentration ~NAAQS!  (percent of standard)
1-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.43 0.64 35 2
3-hour SO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.5 <1
8-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.11 0.31 9 3
24-hour PM;, pg/m’ 39 26° 65 150 44
PM,s pg/m’ 12 1.2f 13 35 38
SO,  ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.14
Annual NO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.053 4
PM;, pg/m’ 12 2.6 15 508 29
PM,s pg/m’ 3.6 0.38 4 15 27
SO,  ppm 0.002 <0.00001 0.002 0.03 6

a. CO = carbon monoxide; NO, = nitrogen dioxide; PM,,= particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10
micrometers; PM, s = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; ppm = parts per million; SO, =
sulfur dioxide; pg/m® = micrograms per cubic meter.

b. Sources: DIRS 147771-CRWMS M&O 1996, p. 13; DIRS 102877-CRWMS M&O 1999, p. 14; DIRS 147780-SAIC 1992, p. 13;

DIRS 168842-DOE 2003, all; DIRS 173738-DOE 2002, all; DIRS 173740-DOE 2004, all; DIRS 176996-DOE 2005, p. 38; DIRS 179948-

DOE 2006, p. 40; CFR 50.4 through 50.11.

<=less than.

NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

Maximum second highest high over any 1-year period.

Maximum 3-year average of the 98th percentile of 24-hour concentrations.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency revoked the annual PM;, standard effective December 18, 2006 (71 FR 60853, October 17, 2006),

but the Nevada annual average PM, standard remains in effect.

©hoe ao

For all air pollutants and all averaging periods, the peak concentrations under conservative modeling
assumptions (see Appendix E, Section E.1) would be below the NAAQS levels, with most values well
below NAAQS.

4.2.4.3.1.2 Nye County.

Emissions Appendix E describes the methodology DOE used to determine construction-related
emissions. Section E.2.1.3 provides additional detail on the Nye County emissions inventory.

Table 4-40 compares the modeled highest annual total emissions during the 4-year construction phase in
Nye County (including construction of the Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard and Maintenance-of-Way
Trackside Facility) with the county’s 2002 National Emission Inventory database emissions estimates
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Table 4-40. Maximum and minimum peak annual emissions anticipated during the construction phase along the Caliente rail alignment through
Nye County, Nevada, compared to 2002 existing county emissions.

Total emissions (tons per year)*®

VOCs CcO NOy PM;, PM; s SO,

Emissions Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min. Max. Min.
source length® length? length length length length length length length length length length

Construction 1,230 1,060 8,960 7,750 10,580 9,140 630 540 610 520 8 7
exhaust

Construction - - - - - - 5,510 5,030 1,020 930 - -
fugitive dust

Totals 1,230 1,060 8,960 7,750 10,580 9,140 6,140 5,570 1,630 1,450 8 7

Off highway 372 1,967 219 30 28 24
(2002)°

Highway 1,469 15,375 1,155 35 28 31
vehicles

(2002)°

All county 2,507 18,778 1,582 3,664 716 261

sources
(2002)°

o

To convert tons to metric tons, multiply by 0.90718.

b. CO = carbon monoxide; NOy = nitrogen oxides; PM;,= particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10 micrometers; PM, s = particulate matter with an aerodynamic
diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; SO, = sulfur dioxide; VOCs = volatile organic compounds.

¢. Maximum (Max.) length of rail alignment in Nye County would be 398 kilometers (247 miles). (The maximum and minimum lengths along the complete rail alignment are not equal to the sum of
the possible maxima or the minima in individual counties.)

d. Minimum (Min.) length of rail alignment in Nye County would be 342 kilometers (213 miles).

e. Only includes anthropogenic (the influence of humans on the environment) source of emissions (DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI12002D.000).
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(DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI2002D.000). The table lists project-related emissions as a maximum and
minimum range according to the possible lengths of the rail alignment through the county, and increased
equipment activity that would be necessary for construction in rugged terrain.

Construction-related emissions of VOCs, CO, and SO, would be less than half the county’s 2002 annual
emissions of these air pollutants. During the construction phase, emissions of PM, s and PM;, could
increase by as much as 830 and 2,270 metric tons (910 and 2,500 tons) per year, respectively, over the
2002 county annual emission values, and NOy emissions could be as much as 8,160 metric tons (9,000
tons) per year over the county’s 2002 annual emissions. However, these emissions would be distributed
over the entire length of the rail alignment in Nye County (342 to 398 kilometers [213 to 247 miles]) and
would not lead to a localized problem; thus, no air quality standard would be exceeded during the
construction phase in Nye County.

As shown in Table 4-40, construction fugitive dust would be the principal source of particulate matter
emissions. More than half of these fugitive dust emissions would be directly associated with construction
of the rail line. About 60 percent of the overall fugitive dust emissions from roads associated with the
alignment (including the alignment service road) would occur in Nye County, or 2,000 metric tons (2,200
tons) per year. Construction of the Maintenance-of-Way Trackside Facility would contribute about 1
percent, the Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard and Cask Maintenance Facility would contribute less than
1 percent, construction camps 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, and 12 about 0.4 percent each, and all of the wells less than
1 percent of the overall fugitive dust emissions within the county.

Air Quality Impacts, Quarry Activities DOE performed simulations to determine potential impacts
to air quality associated with construction and operations activity at potential quarry site NN-9B in South
Reveille Valley (DIRS 183641-Shannon & Wilson 2007, pp. 35 and 37; DIRS 180922-Nevada Rail
Partners 2007, Appendix C). Appendix E, Section E.2.1.3.2.1, describes the methodology DOE used to
simulate quarry-related air quality impacts.

Table 4-41 lists the maximum concentrations at any receptor point within the modeled domain of criteria
pollutants that could be emitted from quarry-related activities (or peak 3-year average 98th percentile
values for PM, s and the maximum second highest high over a 1-year period for PM(). The maximum
concentrations from operation of the potential South Reveille quarry occurs during the construction of the
quarry. DOE modeled two consecutive 3-year periods using 4 years of meteorological data. The table
also lists the highest (second highest for 24-hour PM,,) background concentration of each air pollutant
(see Section 3.2.4 for the basis of the background concentration) and the relevant NAAQS for each air
pollutant, and the maximum resulting concentration as a fraction of the NAAQS.

Under conservative modeling assumptions (see Appendix E, Section E.1) peak air pollutant
concentrations would be below the NAAQS levels, except for 24-hour average PM;y. The 24-hour PM;,
NAAQS would be met if the NAAQS level of 150 micrograms per cubic meter was not exceeded more
than once a year. However, under the conservative modeling assumptions used here, in each modeled
year at least one receptor beyond the quarry fence line had a 24-hour PM, concentration greater than the
NAAQS level of 150 micrograms per cubic meter; therefore, the NAAQS could be exceeded. However,
under Nevada Administrative Code 445B.22037, DOE would be required to prepare a Surface Area
Disturbance Permit Dust Control Plan, which would address in detail the best types of fugitive dust
control methods to be used. Specifics about the best control methods would depend on the specific
layout, operation, and activity level at the quarry. These details are not fully available at this time, but
would be when DOE filed the Surface Disturbance Permit Dust Control Plan with the State of Nevada.
More than one method to control fugitive dust could be necessary to prevent fugitive dust generation, and
use of multiple methods to control fugitive dust must be addressed, if needed. The Permit Plan could
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Table 4-41. Maximum air pollutant concentrations from construction and operation of potential quarry
NN-9B in South Reveille Valley.

Maximum
Averaging Background =~ Maximum resulting Maximum concentration
period  Air pollutant’ concentration” project impact®  concentration NAAQS®  (percent of standard)

I-hour CO ppm 0.2 1.5 1.7 35 5
3-hour SO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.5 <1
8-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.29 0.49 9 5
24-hour PM,, pg/m’ 39 200° 239 150 160

PM,s pg/m’ 12 14° 26 35 74

SO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.14
Annual NO,  ppm 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.053 6

PM;, pg/m’ 12 23 35 508 71

PM,s pug/m’ 3.6 2.8 6.4 15 43

SO, ppm 0.002 <0.00001 0.002 0.03 6

a. CO = carbon monoxide; NO, = nitrogen dioxide; PM,,= particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10
micrometers; PM, s = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; ppm = parts per million;
S0, = sulfur dioxide; pg/m® = micrograms per cubic meter.
b. Sources: DIRS 147771-CRWMS M&O 1996, p. 13; DIRS 102877-CRWMS M&O 1999, p. 14; DIRS 147780-SAIC 1992, p. 13;
DIRS 168842-DOE 2003, all; DIRS 173738-DOE 2002, all; DIRS 173740-DOE 2004, all; DIRS 176996-DOE 2005, p. 38; DIRS 179948-
DOE 2006, p. 40; CFR 50.4 through 50.11.
. <=less than.
NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
Maximum second highest high over any 1-year period.
Maximum 3-year average of the 98th percentile of 24-hour concentrations.
. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency revoked the annual PM,, standard effective December 18, 2006 (71 FR 60853, October 17, 2006),
but the Nevada annual average PM, standard remains in effect.

@ o a0

require such measures as paving quarry access roads, and cessation of operations when winds make
control of fugitive dust difficult. DOE anticipates that these measures would greatly reduce the PM;,
emissions, making an exceedance of the 24-hour PM;y NAAQS highly unlikely. During quarry
operations, PM;, emissions would be more than 80 percent lower than during construction and no
exceedance of the 24-hour PM;; NAAQS would be expected. Further, DOE could reduce this concern by
acquiring additional land and moving public access (the fence line) farther away from the quarry activity
(see Chapter 7, Best Management Practices and Mitigation).

Maintenance-of-Way Trackside Facility This facility would occupy about 0.06 square kilometer
(15 acres) in Nye County (DIRS 182825-Nevada Rail Partners 2007, Appendix B, p. B-11), and would be
located approximately 18 miles south from U.S. Highway 6 on AR 504 in Nye County (DIRS 180919-
Nevada Rail Partners 2007, p. 7-10). DOE did not model air quality for construction of this facility
because construction activities would be similar to those for the Interchange Yard modeled in Lincoln
County. Because DOE would expect air pollutant concentrations resulting from construction of the
Interchange Yard to be below the NAAQS, the Department considers it unlikely that air pollutant
concentrations resulting from construction of the Maintenance-of-Way Trackside Facility, which would
have greater restricted public access (enclosed fence), would exceed the NAAQS. Similarly, DOE did not
perform air quality modeling for construction of the Rail Equipment Maintenance Yard and Cask
Maintenance Facility inside the Yucca Mountain Site boundary, because the distance from the facilities to
the nearest public access point would be more than 11 kilometers (7 miles). At that distance, emissions
from construction of the facilities would be small. However, DOE performed this analysis for the
Repository SEIS (DOE/EIS-0250F-51), and results are included in the combined impacts table in Chapter
5 of this Rail Alignment EIS.
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DOE did not model other construction activities (at access roads, construction camps, and wells) because
emissions from those construction activities would be smaller than emissions during rail line construction
and would be expected to show even lower concentrations; therefore, those emissions would be well
below NAAQS for all air pollutants.

4.2.4.3.1.3 Esmeralda County.

Emissions Appendix E describes the methodology DOE used to determine construction-related
emissions. Section E.2.1.4.1 contains additional detail on the Esmeralda County emissions inventory.

For each air pollutant considered in this analysis, Table 4-42 compares the peak annual emissions
associated with construction of the proposed rail line and railroad construction and operations support
facilities in Esmeralda County with the county’s 2002 National Emission Inventory database emissions
estimates (DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI2002D.000). The table lists potential project-related emissions as a
maximum and minimum range according to the possible lengths of the rail alignment through Esmeralda
County, and increased equipment activity necessary for construction in rugged terrain.

Construction-related emissions of VOCs, CO, PM;y, PM, s, and SO, would be less than the 2002 county-
level emissions estimates for each pollutant. The emissions of oxides of NO, during the construction
phase could increase emissions by 910 metric tons (1,000 tons) per year over the county’s 2002 annual
emissions. However, these emissions would be distributed over the entire length of the rail alignment in
Esmeralda County (22 to 44 kilometers [14 to 27 miles]) and would not lead to a localized problem; thus,
no air quality standard would be exceeded during the construction phase in Esmeralda County, as shown
in Table 4-43 for Goldfield.

As shown in Table 4-42, rail line fugitive dust would be the principal source of particulate matter
emissions. More than half of these fugitive dust emissions would be directly associated with rail line
construction. About 1 percent of the overall fugitive dust emissions from roads associated with the
alignment (including the alignment service road) would occur in Esmeralda County, or 36 metric tons (40
tons) per year. Construction of the Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters Facility or the Maintenance-of-
Way Facility would contribute less than 1 percent, construction camp 9 about 0.4 percent, and wells less
than 1 percent of the overall fugitive dust emissions within the county.

Air Quality Impacts DOE modeled air quality to determine how construction would be likely to
impact air pollutant concentrations at Goldfield, Nevada. Appendix E, Section E.2.1.4.2, describes the
modeling methodology DOE used to assess construction-related air quality impacts in Esmeralda County.

Table 4-43 lists the maximum concentrations at any receptor point within the modeled domain of criteria
pollutants that could be emitted during the construction phase. DOE modeled two consecutive 3-year
periods using 4 years of meteorological data. The table also lists the highest background concentration
since 1991 (second highest for 24-hour PM,y) of each air pollutant (see Section 3.2.4 for the basis of the
background concentration) and the relevant NAAQS for each air pollutant, and the maximum resulting
concentration (or peak 3-year average 98th percentile values for PM, s and the maximum second highest
high over a 1-year period for PM) as a fraction of the NAAQS. In all cases, the maximum
concentrations during the construction phase near Goldfield would be below NAAQS for all air
pollutants. The maximum fraction of the NAAQS would be 87 percent for PMq.

DOE did not model air pollutant concentrations resulting from the construction of the Maintenance-of-
Way Headquarters Facility south of Tonopah or the Maintenance-of-Way Facility north of Goldfield in
Esmeralda County. Construction emissions associated with these facilities would be less than those
modeled for the Interchange Yard in Lincoln County. Therefore, because the Department expects air
pollutant concentrations resulting from construction of the Interchange Yard to be below the NAAQS, the

DOE/EIS-0369 4-111




69€0-S13/30d

A%%%

Table 4-42. Maximum and minimum peak annual emissions anticipated from construction of a railroad along the Caliente rail alignment through
Esmeralda County, Nevada, compared to 2002 existing county emissions

Total emissions (tons per year)*"

VOCs CcO

NOy

PMio

PM, s

SO,

Max. Min Max. Min.

Emissions source length® length* length length

Max. Min.
length length

Max.
length

Min.
length

Max.
length

Min.
length

Max.
length

Min.
length

Construction 130 70 990 490
exhaust

Construction - - - -
fugitive dust

1,170 590

70

380

35

180

67

70

33

40

1

0

Totals 130 70 990 490

1,170 590

450

215

140

73

Off highway 10 75
(2002)°

Highway vehicles 144 1,372
(2002)°

All county 264 1,487
sources (2002)°

29

118

164

1,216

213

61

a. To convert tons to metric tons, multiply by 0.90718.

b. CO = carbon monoxide; NOy = nitrogen oxides; PM;(= particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10 micrometers; PM, s = particulate matter with an aecrodynamic
diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; SO, = sulfur dioxide; VOCs = volatile organic compounds.
¢. Maximum (Max.) length of rail alignment in Esmeralda County would be 44 kilometers (27 miles). (The maximum and minimum lengths along the complete rail alignment are not equal to the sum

of the possible maxima or the minima in individual counties.)

d. Minimum (Min.) length of rail alignment in Esmeralda County would be 22 kilometers (14 miles).

e. Only includes anthropogenic (the influence of humans on the environment) source of emissions (DIRS 177709-MO0607NEI12002D.000).
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Table 4-43. Maximum air pollutant concentrations from construction of a railroad along the Caliente rail
alignment near Goldfield, Nevada.

Maximum Maximum Maximum
Averaging Background project resulting concentration (percent
period Air pollutant®  concentration” impact® concentration ~ NAAQS! of standard)
1-hour CO ppm 0.2 25 2.7 35 8
3-hour SO, ppm 0.002 0.003 0.005 0.5 1
8-hour CO ppm 0.2 0.32 0.52 9 6
24-hour ~ PM;, pg/m’ 39 92 131 150 87
PM,s pg/m’ 12 14 26 35 74
SO, ppm 0.002 0.0001 0.002 0.14 1
Annual NO, ppm 0.002 0.006 0.008 0.053 15
PM,, pg/m’ 12 23 35 50° 70
PM,s pg/m’ 3.6 4.9 9 15 57
SO, ppm 0.002 <0.00001 0.002 0.03 7

a. CO = carbon monoxide; NO, = nitrogen dioxide; PM,(= particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 10 micrometers;
PM, 5 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter equal to or less than 2.5 micrometers; ppm = parts per million; SO, = sulfur dioxide;
pg/m’® = micrograms per cubic meter.

b. Sources: DIRS 147771-CRWMS M&O 1996, p. 13; DIRS 102877-CRWMS M&O 1999, p. 14; DIRS 147780-SAIC 1992, p. 13;

DIRS 168842-DOE 2003, all; DIRS 173738-DOE 2002, all; DIRS 173740-DOE 2004, all; DIRS 176996-DOE 2005, p. 38; DIRS 179948-

DOE 2006, p. 40; CFR 50.4 through 50.11.

<=less than.

d. NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

e. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency revoked the annual PM;, standard effective December 18, 2006 (71 FR 60853, October 17, 2006),
but the Nevada annual average PM;, standard remains in effect.

°©

Department considers it unlikely that air pollutant concentrations resulting from construction of the
Maintenance-of-Way Headquarters Facility or the Maintenance-of-Way Facility would exceed the
NAAQS.

DOE did not model other construction activities (at access roads, construction camps, and wells) because
emissions from those construction activities would be smaller than emissions during rail line construction
and would be expected to show even lower concentrations; therefore, these emissions would be well
below NAAQS for all air pollutants.

4.2.4.3.2 Operations Impacts

Exhaust emissions during the operations phase would impact air quality. However, these impacts would
be small.

Appendix E describes the modeling approach and methodology DOE used to estimate operations exhaust
emissions and impacts to air quality.

DOE evaluated exhaust emissions and impacts to air quality by county because the most complete and
comprehensive emissions data are available only at the county level. To assess emissions impacts, DOE
compared modeled operations emissions with 2002 annual county-wide emissions for NO,, PM;o, PM; s,
SO,, CO, and VOCs. To assess impacts to air quality, DOE compared modeled concentrations of these
air pollutants to the NAAQS. Nye, Esmeralda, and Lincoln Counties are all in attainment for ozone.
Ozone is generally recognized as a regional-scale air quality problem. The potential increase in the
emissions of VOCs (a precursor to ozone formation) associated with the operations phase would be small
in relation to the existing regional emissions of VOCs. Thus, the impact on ozone formation would not
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cause a violation of the ozone standard. (This conclusion was presented in the Draft Rail Alignment EIS,
published in October 2007, relative to then-current primary and secondary 8-hour ozone standards of 0.08
parts per million, and remains unchanged relative to revised primary and secondary 8-hour ozo