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Dear Ma. Reuterr 

subject: spocies ~ i n t  for the Propnod central Nevada and shoal Te$t 
Aream in Nevada 

As requested by your letter dated Doc- 23, 1992, we have enclomed a list 
of threatened mpociem that may be premant in the muhject project areas 
(Attachment A). To the beat of our knwladge, no endangered or propoaed 
speciem occur within theme atean. Thin lilt fulfills the Sequiroment of the 
Fish and wildlife service (Service) to provide a mpciel list pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Endangered Spscies A c t  of 1973, am awnded (Act). Please 
reference the mpociem lint file number mhoum on Attachant A in a11 subsequent 
correspondence. Attachment B providem a dimcummion of the responsibilities 
Federal agencism have under mection 7(c) of the Act and the conditionm under 
which a biological assmm.awnt must bo proparod by the load Federal agency or 
its demignated non-Federal rapreeentntiw. A liot of prblimhed references 
dealing with the distribution, lifa hiatory, md habi-t r*quir.wnta of the 
listed speciem im almo enclomed (Attachnunt c). Thim information may be 
helpful in preparing the biological ammem-nt forthim project, if one ia 
required. 

Xf the lead Federal agency daterminas that a limtmd mpsciem may be affected 
by the propoaed projects, they should initiate conmultation pursuant to 
50 CFR S 402.14. Informal consultation may be utilized prior to a written 
requeat for formal consultation to exchange information and resolve conflicts 
with respect to a listed species. If a biological ammemsmsnt is required, and 
it is not initiated within 90 days of your receipt of thim letter, the Federal 
agency should informally verify the accuracy of this limt with our office. 
If, through informal conmultation or dewlopent of a biological ammemmment, 
or both, the Federal agency deteminem that tha propoud action im not likely 
to adversely affect the listmd mpciem, and the Service concurm in writing, 
then the consultation process is terminated and formal consultation is not 
required. 

Also, for your consideration, we have included a list of candidate species 
that may be prement in the project aream (AttaChtWnt A). Thane Ppecies are 
currently being reviewed by the Service and ire under consideration for 
posnible linting an endangorpd or thrsmtmsd. Cmndihte m ~ c i e a  have no 
protection under the Act, but are included for your coneideration as it is 
possible that one or more of thole c&n&idatmm could br proposed and listed 
before the subject projects aream completmd. Should the biological assessment 
reveal that candidate mpeciem may be advermely dfected, you may wimh to 
contact our office for technical ammimtance. On0 of tha potential benefita 
from such technical ammimtance im that, by exploring alternativem early in the 
planning procemm, it may be pommible to avoid conflictm that could otherwise 
develop, ahould a candidate spacien beccma 1ist.d bafore the projecta are 
completed. 



Ms. Brenda 8. Reuter Film No. 1-5-93-SP-90 
Fils No. 1-5-93-SP-95 

Plmaae contact Robin Hamlin a t  (702) 784-5227 if you have any quemrionm 
regarding the enclosed limt or your raaponmibilitisa under the Act. 

Sin re ly ,  P 

David L. Harlow 
Field  duprviaor  

Enclomutem 



CANDIDATE SPECIES THAT KhY OCCUR IN THE ARW OF THE PROPOSED 

Shoal Toat M o a  Southoamt of Fallen, Uavada 

F i l e  Number: 1-5-93-SP-90 

-11 
2 pygmy rabbit 
2 spotted bat 

E=duhma- 
Eudsrauaucul.tum 

Birds 
2 ferruginoum hawk 
2 western mnowy plover 

~ v f r a  xumua' 
2 black tern 

Chrr.ariu.-- 
2 western l e a s t  b i t t ern  

Biecr 
2 loggerhead shrike 

a@&n h e s w r i s  
mli!uluaovlclanus 

2 mountain quail  
2 white-faced i b i s  

- E i G u e  
Pk!w-k !=b ib i  

Invmrtmbrrtmm 
2 Hardy's aegia l ian scarab bee t l e  

Plants 
2 Nevada otycr~m OrvCt..DYv.d.nlll 

(2)--Category 2:  Taxa for  which eximting information indicates  may warrant 
listing, but for which substantial biological information to aupport a 
propoaed rule i a  lacking. 



A!3ACHWEMT A 
( continumd) 

LISTED AwD 
CANDIDATE SPECIES THAT MRY OCCUR IR THE ARXA OF THE PROPOSED 

Central Nevada Tmmt Arma Worthmaat of Tonoprh, Nevada 

File UU&OXI 1-5-93-SP-95 

Pi.h*. 

T Railroad Valley springfimh Craniehthv.fLWXdM 

Mammals 
2 pygmy rabbit 
2 spotted bat 

Birds 
2 northern goshawk 
2 ferruqinous hawk 
2 black tern 
2 western least bittern 

Chlidoni..ni(lu; 

2 loggerhead ahrike 
I*obrvchu.whsswris 

2 white-faced ibis 
ue'iduludovlclanus 

Fishes 
2 Fiah Lake Valley tui chub pieolo~ ssp. 

Plants 
2 Eastwood's milkweed 
2 sanicle biscuitroot 

&c.uLm!- 
var. saniculoides 

2 Jone's globe-mallow Svhaoralcea caeavitosa 

(2)--Category 2: Taxa for which existing infomation indicates may warrant 
liating, but for which substantial biological information to support a 
proposed rule is lacking. 



FEDERAL AGENCIES' RESPONSIBILITIES UNDER SECTIONS 7 (a) and (c) 
OF THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT 

SECTION 7 (a): ConsultationIConference 

Requires: 

1) Federal agencies to utilize their authorities to carry out programs to conserve 
endanoered and MreauKled species; 

2) Consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Serviis (Secvice) when a Federal action may 
affect a listed endangered or threatened swcba to insure that any action authorized, 
funded or carried out by a Federal agency is not likely to jfmpardixe the continued 
existence of listed species or result in the destructh M adverse modicatlon of critical 
habitat. The process is initiated by the Federal agency after determining the adon may 
affect a l i  specie or critical habitat; 

3) Conference with the Service when a Federal action is likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of a proposed species or result in destruction or adverse modification of 
proposed critical habitat. 

SECTION 7 (c): Biological Assessment - Major Cons- Activity 

Requires Federal agencies or their designees to preDare a Bidogical Assessment (BA) for major 
construction activities. The BA analyzes the effects of the action on listed and proposed species. 
The process begins with a Federal agency requesting from the Service a list of proposed and 
listed threatened and endangered species. The BA shwld be completed within 180 days after its 
initiation (or within such a time period as is mutually agreeable). If the BA is not initiated within 
90 days of receipt of the list, the accuracy of the species list should be informally verified with 
the Service. No irreversible commitment of resources is to be made during the BA process which 
would foreclose reasonable and prudent alternative to protect endamred species. Planning, 
design, an4 administrative actions may proceed; however, no construction may begin. 

We recommend the followino for inclusion in the M: 

1. An onsite Inspection of h area affectad by the proposal whkh may include a 
detailed survey of the area to determine if the species or suitable habitat are 
present. 

2. A review of literature and scientific data to detei%ne species distribution, habitat 
needs, and other biological requirements. 

3. "interviews with experts, including those within the =ce, State conservation 
deparvnents, universities, and others who may have data not yet published in 
scientific literature. 

4. An analysis of the effects of the proposal on thm apscies in terms of individuals 
and populations, induding considemtion of curnuhtlw, effects of the proGl on 
the species and its habitat. 

5. An analysis of a l m d v e  actions considered. 
I 



6. Documentation of study results, inefudkw a discussion of study methods used, any 
problems encountered, and other relevant information. 

7. Conclusion as to whether or not a listed or proposed species will be affected. 

Upon completion, the BA should be forwarded to our &(I with a request for consuhatiion, if 
required. 

1 I A constfuction project (or other major u m k k r p  having similar physical impacts) is a - 
major Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment as 
referred to in NEPA 142 U.S.C. 4332 (2) C). 
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