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AMENDMENT-OF SOUTH FORK MASTER PLAN: 
Pursuant to Notice 15-2001, conduct a Public Heating regarding the proposed 

amendment to the South Fork Master Plan. The current amendment proposed for.the 
South Fork Master Plan was that Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block 6 and Lots 1 and 8 of Block 8 
of Lucky Nugget Ranches, Unit No.1 be designated as potential commercial sites. Th.e 
Public Hearing by the Board shan be pursuant to terms and·provisions of N.R.S..--ChapteL__ 
278. '-_.. _., 

Commissioner Ellison noted that he had familywho owned property in Lucky Nugget
 
property and that he supported commercial development in the area. He felt that the
 
commercial property would make the area more marketable. Commissioner Nannini
 
inquired if Commissioner Ellison had property which may be involved. Commissioner
 
Roberts cautioned that it may appear to others there was a conflict of interest for
 
Commissioner alison. Commissioner Ellison noted his family members were in
 
opposition of commercial lots but he was in favor of the commercial parcels. Ed V/ynes
 
reviewed the public hearings held upon the Master Plan. He stated there were tNoitems
 
of public input one was commercial development and the other was what to do with
 
Western Hills (the size of the lots being irregular). He stated that there were comments
 
from Cart Birozel! and Ed Carter who asked to have their property considered for
 
commercia[ zoning. He stated that after proceeding through the legal process, the
 

-_ Planning .Commission adopted a Resolution stating what property shall be considered as 
commercial property within the South Fork Master Plan. Commissioner Lloyd inquired if 
the Master Plan was still open. Ed Wynes noted there was only two issues commented 
upon. Commissioner Lloyd inqUired if after today the Master Plan would be closed. 
George Boucher stated if the Board was in concert with the Planning Commission then 
the Master Plan could be closed. Commissioner Ellison inquired about re-opening of the 
Master Plan. George Boucher stated if the Board acted upon the Planning Commission 
decision, then if a need occurred they could petition to have the Master Plan opened later. 

Ed Wynes noted that when they adopted the 1997 Master plan there was a 
condition that if there was information from a water stUdy then the Master Plan would be 
opened to consider action upon that issue. He noted there was a water study being. 
performed and once it was public they would consider re-opening the Master Plan 'and 
also discuss the Western Hills size of the lots. Commissioner Russell inquired why Block 
8, Lots 4, 3, 2 were not included. Ed Wynes noted that the property owner was not 
present for representation. He noted that those property owners were notified ofthe public 
meetings. Ed Wynes noted staff recommendations were adverse to commercial 
development with regards to the causeway. Commissioner Roberts inqUired if the 
property owners were aware they would have to apply for a zone change. Ed Wynes 
replied they 'h"ere aware ofthe zoning required and noted there was a time period.- - .... 

Greg Powell, Elko County Planning Commission member, noted t1at the State 
Parks and residents of the region encouraged the commercial zoning in the area to 
eliminate the added trips to Khoury's. He noted that South Fork had not been exploited. 
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,Snowslide Gulch in the County's name for multiple use. PLUAC had sU9gested that the 
~.., 

Forest Service utilize the money from the Southern Nevada Land Ad. to place facilities at 
these locations and make them more accessible to the public. He stated that Snowslide 
Gulch and Long Canyon were some of the proposed locations. He note<! there were 20 
locations proposed. Charles Voos stated Donald Decker had reviewed the proposed lists 
with him and theydiscussed placing them upon-the SLUPAC list. - GommissionerRoberts=-··-~=­
noted this would qualify under the 640 acres set aside for recreation. Commissioner' 
Russell inquired if the County would be obligated to maintain the toilets at the trail heads. 
Commissioner Roberts stated that funds from the sell of the land under the SNLA would 
finance the maintenance. 

CommissionerRoberts inquired about the ForestService correspondence regarding 
the Jarbidge community cleanup. George Boucher noted that last year-the ForestService. 
the Nevada Division of Forestry and County participated upon the survey and NYTC would 
provide clean up upon some oUne tire h~~a(ds in the Jarbidge regio.n. . 

LEG1SLATIVE ISSUES: 
Cash Minor stated that Sandy Tedsen opposed the AS 308 bill and she would aid 

him with preparing an opposition letter to this bill. With regards to AJR 14, Commissioner 
lloyd stated it was sUbject to the Standing Committee Rule 14-1-2 and bill had died. He 
noted that joint resolution was defeated because of the time period to amend the State 
Constitution. Commissioner Nannini inquired if it could be attached to another bill. 

VIETNAM MEMORfAL WALL: 
Robert Stokes inquired -if there wOLlid be scheduling confiiet with the Board's	 i 

tscheduled meetings on Wednesday and Thursday. Commissioner Elf1son replied the l . 

opening ceremony would be on Tuesday morning and the closing ceremony would be held 
on Saturday. He stated there would be a candrelight vigir on Wednesday night at 7:00 or I

..8:00 p.m.	 ,

ECEDA PARTICIPATION:	 _ _ _ \
I 
L 

Commissioner Russell stated in view of the County's financial circumstances, he 
felt the Board should consider their participation in ECEDA and if there were benefits and 
evaluate the results from ECEDA compared--to tfleir own Community Development 
involvement. He noted that Community Developmentwould be the logIcal choice because , 

of the new businesses being in contact with that department. He felt that the County lshould consider incorporating this -into the County structure specmcally willl the current 
budget restraInts. 

'Chairman Lloyd called a recess at 3:55 p.m. 
Kristin McQueary departed the meeting at 4:02 p.m. and Kay Macuil assumed 

the role of legal council to the Board. 
Commissioner lroyd reconvened the meeting at 4:03 p.m. 

I
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Greg Powell stated that commercial property would keep the people in the region and off 
the roads. He noted that there could not be any more agricultural water designations. 
He stated there was limited opposition. He noted that the Sheriffs Department could not 
cover that area in the past which now Sheriff Harris stated that area could be covered. 

. Charles Annuth, representing Earf Carter, submitted written documentation and 
pictures depicting the area proposed as a commercial site. He noted that under the State 
Water Engineers Order 1120 the State would issue pennits for commercial development 
which uses less than 4000 gallons per day. He stated that Mr. Carterhad requested 1800 
gallons per day. Charles Annuth noted. that EarlCarter had a written petition signed by 
adjacent residents encouraging the commercial development to that region. Charles 
Armuth felt it would eliminate traffic and be a convenience to the people in the region and 
those who visit the recreational area. Kay Macuil stated that the Board could adopt the 
whole Master Plan as proposed, adopt part of the Plan, or change, or add to the Master 
Plan. She stated if it. was changed or add to, it must be sent back to the Planning 
Commission. She cautioned that there;had to be specific findings stated for the record 
especially in this case because it only affected two property owners. She noted that facts 
were given in previous testimony as to why it was in the best interest of the pUblic. She 
noted that the watef supply was limited-or unknown, there was an inadequacY on the ­
roads; Earl Carter's larid was located upon a dan-gerous curve~ and the possible nooding 

_ of the causeway which could strand the citizens. She felt that was sufficient facts to fimit 
- the commercial.development to those two areas. Kay Macuil Aoted that upon closing the 
. South Fork Master Plan she suggested they set a specific time to'close the South-Fork 

Master Plan. She noted that Spring Creek Master Plan was closed for a five year period. 
Commissioner Russell requested clarification upon the Board's options from Kay Macuit. 
.He inquired if they adopted the whole plan would IT include the amendment and received 
an affirmative response from Kay Macuil. 

MOTION: Commissioner Russel[ moved to adopt the amendment to the 
South Fork Master Plan for Lots 1, 2, and 3 ofBlock 6 and Lots 1, 
and 8 of Block 8 of Lucky Nugget Ranches, Unit No.1 be 
designated as potential commercial sites the reasons for doing 
so would be there was legitimate needs within the cornmunityfor 
access to commercial facilities for that community as well as-for 
recreational" users to utilize those facilities. He stated the 
reasons for nmiting this amendment to those few lots would be 
that the water suppJy was limited and the water was aJready· 
allocated for domestic use upon those particular lots whlch 
would not exceed the use of the water. Arso, that the roads are 
limited in size and maintenance so that adopting a plan that 
IncJudes only a few commerciaJ lots would be reasonable 
because of the limits of the roads. AJso the fact that it would be 
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built next to the causeway and' limiting the commercIaI' 
development in that area might be prudent because of that,' as 
welt as commercial development would be less hazardous for 
residential users of those lots. He would like to include in the 
motion that the Board close the PKaster Plan for three years. ' 

,,-., - '.' -'.~,- --Commissioner Ellison seconded the niOtioff: ------ -- . ',---. _.,. 
,The Board discussed the time period of three years. Commissioner Russell stated 

that it wo~ld give "time for the commercial development to develop so they could review 
,,- the progress.' Chartes Armuth requested ~arfficat(on upon the closure ofthe Master PTan. 

Gary Powell inquired if the individuals could apply for a zoning change. Kay Macuil noted 
they coulfi apply for the zoning change but the Master Plan gave weight to the Planning 
Commission's decision. Ed Wynes noted 1hat the three years would give them time to 
complete the water stUdy. 

Commissioners Russell, Ellisonl Roberts and Lloyd voted aye. 
Commissioner Nannini abstained. The motion was passed by 
majority vote. 

MonON:	 Commissioner' RobertS l1)oved - to adjourn the m-eeting. ­
Commissioner Russell seconded the motion. -The motion was 
passed unanimously. 

-	 , 

There being no further business to come before the Board, the meeting was 
adjourned until May 3, 2001. 

APPROVED, 
NOLAN LLOYD, Chair 

AlTEST:
 
MARILYN TIPTON. Deputy Clerk
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A RESOLUTION OF THE ELKO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE MAP AND DOCUMENTS REFERRED 

.TO AS THE SOUTH FORK AREA MASTER PLAN FOR ELKO COUNTY"... 

WHEREAS, the County of Elko has a need.to review the Master Plan for the 
South Fork Area, and; 

WHEREAS, the Elko County Planning Commission has met in regular session to 
review and discuss aspects of the Master Plan and take public comment regarding that 
plan; and 

WHEREAS, based on information disclosed at the public meetings, the Elko . 
County Planning and Zoning Department has prepared an amendment to the Master 
Plan for the South Fork Area.and presented that plan amendment to the public and the.· 
Elko·County Planning Commission, and; . 

WHEREAS, at a regular meeting held on Thursday March 15, 2001 in the Elko 
County Courthouse Room 105, the Elko County Planning Commission approved the 
folloWing amendment to the South Fork Area Master Plan; 

Lots 1,2 &3 of Block 6· and Lots 1 &8 of Block 8 of Luck Nugget Ranchos, Unit 
#1 are here by designated as potential commercial sites within the South Fork 
Area Master Plan. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Elko County Planning 
Commission hereby adopts and directs the placing of the signatures of the Chairperson 
and Senior Planner on the South Fork Area Master Plan which consists of the following 

(1) South Fork Master Plan map and document, plus amendments. 

PROPOSED by Commissioner Don Marquis 

Seconded by Commissioner JackBoyd 

PASSED and ADOPTED this 15th day of March 2001 

VOTE: 
AYES: Steve Birnie, Jack Boyd, Don Marquis, Dave Hough, Milt 

Grisham and Greg Powell 
ABSENT: Mark Wetmore 
NAYES: None 
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Edward D.· es, AICP ·Milton G~ce-Chainnan 
Senior Planner aka County Planning Commission 
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COMMISSIONERS 

ERNIE HALL 
DALE PORTER 

:!i3oar'd(i/)00u )t~1j (;'~))I ))/{\ Jf{l )/,' rJ 

NORMAN THOMPSON ELKO COUNTY COURTHOUSE 

GEORGE R E BOUCHER ELKO NEVADA 89801 
COUNTY MANAGER 
17021738-5398 

on 

CERTIFICATION
 

The Board or County Commissioners or Elko County hereby adopts the 
South Fork Area Plan, including the Land Use Plan Map, as a comprehensive, 
long-term guide for orderly growth and development of lands within the plan 
area. 

Furthermore, the South Fork Area Plan, including the Land Use Plan 
Map, is hereby endorsed and certified as an area master plan adopted for lands 
surrounding the South Fork State Recreation Area, and is declared to be 
established to conserve and promote public health, safety and general welfare 
within the plan area. 

Date: January 17, 1990 

Date: January 17, 1990 



'" ELKO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

----------------------'------ ELKO COUNTY COURT HOUSE
1 

ELKO, NEVADA 89801 
PHONE 738-5398 

Au gust 23, 1989 

REPORT 

TO: Elko County Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Elko County Planning Commission 

SUBJECT: South Fork Area Plan 

In response to your -request or February 15. 1989, the Elko County 
Planning Commission met in a workshop session on June 21, 1989, with the 
State Land Use Planning Agency to discuss possible alternatives that would be 
more compatible with the available resources, natural constraints, availability 
of county services. and the rural characteristics ot the area within the South 
Fork Area Plan. Said workshop was duly noticed in accordance with NRS 
241.020 as amended by the 1977 Legislature. 

In accordance with your request, the Elko County Planning Commission 
considered possible alternatives during their regularly scheduled meeting of 
August 23, 1989, and respectfully reports herewith. a recommendation that the 
South Fork Area Plan be adopted with the following amendments:~ 

I 1. That all areas designated as ten acres per dwelling unit on the Land 
Use Plan Map adopted by the Elko County Planning Commission on April 27, 

~ 1988, be designated as forty acres per dwelling unit. 

..J Justification. No evidence has been submitted to indicate that there is a 
greater amount of water available than estimated in Table III of the South 

I Fork Area Plan; the entire plan area is affected by the estimated amount of 
available water resources; natural constraints, including soil limitations, steep

¥j slopes, earth quake hazards, and flood hazards affect certain areas; the 
availability of services that can be pro"-ided to the area by Elko County are 

I limited; and th~ existing rural characteristics of the area should be retained. 

'it 2. That the "Special Area" land use designation be eliminated from the 
South Fork Area Plan and the Land Use Plan Map.

J 
Justification. The area currently designated as "Special Area" can be

I	 protected from development impacts b,... 
designation and specific language in the

JJI 

I 
~ 

I 

the forty-acre per dwelling unit 
plan policies. 
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3. That the "Commercial Recreation" and "Neighborhood Commercial" land 
use designations be deleted. 

Justification. Commercia.l activities in this rela.tively close prm::imity to 
an urban area. should be discoura.ged, with the exception of those that will btl'! 
al10wed by concession within the South Fork State Recreation Area. Fu rther­
more, the availability of services that can be provided by Elko County are 
limited, and commercial development within the South Fork plan area. could 
result in law enforcement problems. 

4. That the entire text of the South Fork Area Plan be amended to 
reflect all necessary changes in relatlon to the deletion of references to 
commercial land use and to areas designated as ten acres for each dwelling 
unit. 

r -The aforementioned report was recommended by the following vote. 
i 

AYES SHERI KLEIN, WAYNE MARTENEY, ROCHE 8USH.~~8~E~S~S~I~E~ 
L 

WINCHELL, ROBERT STEPHENSON, JOE PETTY 

NAYES NONE 

MIKE NANNHHABSENT 

ELKO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION L 

~~-
~ Sheri Klein, Chairman 

L
'!J.~ Cbrann 1=& 

Debbie Armuth, Secretary 

I 
l 

I 
L~ 

L 

l
i 



ELKO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

------------------------- ELKO COUNTY COURT HOUSE 
ELKO, NEVADA 89801 

PHONE 738-5398 
RESOLUTION NO. PC 19-88 

WHEREAS. Chapter 278.170 of the Nevada Revised Statutes provides that 
the Elkn County Planning Commission may prepare and adopt all or any part 
of a master plan for all or any part of the county; and 

WHEREAS, it has been determined that there is a need for a plan that 
pror:lotes orderly growth and development of the lands surrounding the South 
Fork State Recreation Area, and that the resources, as well as the health, 
safety, and general welfare of the public must be protected; and 

WHEREAS, the State Land Use Planning Agency provided assistance to 
the Elko County Planning Commiasion in conducting public workshops on March 
11, June 10, and October 7, 1987, and gathering data to develop the South 
Fork Area Plan; and1 

WHEREAS, public hearinga on the adoption of the South Fork Area Plan 
were held on November 4, 1987, March 2, 1988, and April 27, 1988 in the 
District Court Room of the Elko County Courthouse, Elko, Nevada; 

" NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Elko County Planning 
Comnission hereby approved and adopted saId South Fork Area Plan, including 
the Land Use Plan Map, by the following vote on April 27, 1988:­

AYES - Roche Bush, Tom Enos, Sheri Klein, Wayne Marteney, Joe 
Petty, Bob Stephenson, Bessie Winchell 

NAYES - NONE 

! 
ABSENT - NONE 

~I 

, 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the South Fork Area Plan be submitted
 

I to the Elko County Board of County Commissioners with a recommendation
 
that said governmental body hold a hearing thereon and adopt said plan as the
 
official South Fork Area Plan of Elko County. 

-I ADOPTED the 27th day of April, 1988. 

1 

t, 
THOMAS L. ENOS, CHAIRMAN 
Elko County Planning Commission 

ATTEST: 

"' 
JY!:fE WYNNE, S RETARY• 

I 
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__ 

INTRODUCTION
 

The Elko Count.y General Plan that was prepared In accordance with NRS 278 
provides a bR.Ais for regulating development within the county, protect.ing the 
resources, and implementing other measures necessary for effective land use 
planning through the enforcement of a zoning ordinance. Changes in develop­
ment trends. public demands, and physical changes in the land may, from time 
to time, cause a need for the development of plans for specific areas. 

As plans Were being formulated for the development of a reservoir and 
recreation area along the South Fork of the Humboldt River in the vicinity of 
its confluence with Tenmile Creek, public Interest In developing the area 
increased, and in the early 1960's the division of large parcels of land became 
very popular. By the til)1e the lands surrounding the reservoir were acquired 
for the purpose of developing a state recreation area, property owners in the 
vicinity began to inquire about a number of recreation-oriented uses, ranging 
from various types of commercial development to additional single family 
residential lots. 

In keeping with the goals of the General Plan. the Elko County Planning 
Commission determined that a land use plan for this area would be necessary 
at this time in order to avoid development that would create a potential for 
conflicting land uses. At their regular meeting on June 25, 1986, they 
requested assistance from the Nevada State Land Use Planning Agency in 
preparing a land use plan for the lands surrounding the South Fork State 
Recreation Area. 

A work program for use a8 a guideline in developing a land use plan was 
subsequently prepared for the Planning Commission and accepted. As soon a8 
a geographic boundary for the plan area was established, development of an 
area plan began. 

The South Fork Area Plan was the subject of four public workshops and five 
public hearings held by the Elko County Planning Commi8sion and the Board of 
County Commissioners between March 11, 1987, and January 17, 1990. It was 
officially adopted by the Board at a public hearing on January 17, 1990, as 
recommended by the Planning Commission. 
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STATUTORY PROVISIONS
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Chapter 321 of the Nevada Revised Statutes addresses state planning of U:e 
use of Ian din Nevada and i ncl u des Ie gislative find ings and declarations in 
relation to the role of local governments and the State in the planning 
process. 
following: 

The findings and declarations identified in NRS 321.640 include the 

1. that it is in the public interest to place the 
the planning process with local governments; 

primary authority for 

2. that unregulated growth and development of the state will result in 
harm to the public safety, health, comfort, convenience, resources, 
and general welfare; 

3. that local governments 
opment of areas within 
good; 

have a responsibility for guiding the devel­
their respective boundaries for the common 

4. that planning must be done in harmony to insure orderly growth and 
preservation of the state; and 

5. as specifically related to the South Fork Area Plan, that Sta.te 
participation in land use planning should be . limited to providing 
assistance to local governments upon request. Additional limitations 
of S tate participation in land use planning are defined in NR.S 
321.640.5. 

Chapter 278 of the Nevada Revised Statutes sets forth statutory prOVISIons for 
local governments to carry out their role in the planning process, including 
procedures for the adoption of a long-term general plan to serve as a. master 
plan for the physical development of the area within their jurisdiction and 
implementation of the plan through zoning districts and ordinances. 

Chapter 278 of the Nevada Revised Statutes provides the following in relation 
to regulatory authority of local governments: 

"NRS 278.020 Regulation by governing bodies of improvement of land 
and location of structures for general welfare. 

1. For the purpose of promoting health, safety, morals, or 
the general weltare of the community, the governing bodies of 
cities and counties are authorized and empowered to regulate 
and restrict the improvement of land and to control the 
location and soundness of structures. 

v 



2. Any such regulation, restriction and control shall take into 
account the potential impairment or natural resources and t.he totRI 
population which the available natural resources will support without 
unreasonable impairment." 

Specific statutory provisions pertaining to procedural requirements for de­
veloping, adopting, and implementing the South Fork Area Plan are provided 
in the Appendix. 
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PART I:' BACKGROUND TO PLANNING 



PLAN AREA
 

'"., 
.~ The South Fork Area Plan encompasses approximately 92 square 

surround and include the South Fork State Recreation Area. 
bou ndary is fu rther described as follows: 

miles 
The 

that 
plan 

Township 32 North, Range 55 East, all; 

Township 
36; 

32 North, Range 54 East, Sections 1, 12, 13, 24, 25, and 

Township 33 North, Range 54 East, Sections 13, 24, 25, and 36; 

Township 33 North, Range 55 East, Sections 13 through 36; 

-, Township 33 North, Range 56 East, Sections 17, 18, 20, 30, and 
and all of Section 29 except the Northwest quarter; 

32, 

Township 32 North, Range 56 East, Sections 4 through 9, 16 through 
20, Sections 29 through 32, and the West. half of Sections 21 and 28. 

There are approximately 58,720 acres of land wit.hin the plan boundary as 
shown on in Figure 1. The Vicinity Map (Figure 2) indicates the location of 
the plan area in relation to Elko County and surrounding areas. 
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HISTORY 

Existing Rrchaeologi.cal information indicates that the presumed ~nrliest. 

inhabitants were the Paleo-Indian stage (11,000-12,000 years ago). While no 
Paleo-Indian sites are known in the area, their major characteristic WaR that 
they were primarily big game hunters. 

During the same period, there were people in the Great Basin who us~rl 
.:.11 various types of large stemmed points. Archaeologists proposed the name of 

"Western Pluvial Lakes Tradition" for the flaked stone artifacts, and aRAociated 
the users of these artifacts as Proto-Archaic. The Western Pluvial Lake 
Tradition represented a hunting-foraging based economy practiced by people 
who may have camped on or near the shores of receding lakes and along rivers 
much of the time. . 

The Archaic stage. which began about 6.000 yetlrs ago, was a long and highly 
successful period of adaption to the Great Basin environment. Commonly 
divided into two or three time periods by the changes in subsistence, material 
cultu re or settlem~nt patterns, the people of the Archaic stage ranged from 
sedentary villages in the Owens Valley to small hunting groups that foraged 
over a large territory. Archaeologists postulate a settlement pattern adapted 
to a foraging/collecting economy, often consisting of a winter base camp, 
sometimes a secondary summer base camp, and numerous small temporary 
camps. The arrival of the Euro-American brought the Archaic state to an end; 
however, their presence is commonly associated with the ancestors of the 
Western Shoshone and other Numic-speo.kers.

~ 

The Western Shoshone's presence in the area has been postulated by linguists-.-I to have resulted from a rapid spread of numic-speaking peoples from the 
southwest. These people have inhabited the regions surrounding the state1 
recreation area for approximately 1,000 years. Throughout the Grf~at Basin, 
numic-speaking groups such as the Western Shoshone were known to use:JJ 
various techniques to modify wild plant harvest in addition to hunting and 
gathering. Today, a branch of the Te-Moak Western Shoshone reside on theI 
South Fork Indian Reservation south of the plan area.. 

'J 
The first white man to see any portion of what is now Nevada, was a company 
of some forty trappers led by the noted mountaineer, Jedediah Smith in the-l 
1820's. The route of that expedition was through a portion of what is now 
western Wyoming, down the Humboldt River to the Walker River country and1 
out through what isno.w known as Walker's Pass and into California. During 
this time the Hudson Bay Company claimed the region between the Rocky and11 
Sierra Nevada Mountains as their exclusive grounds for trapping. P~ter S. 
Ogden began trapping the region in 1831 and traveled down the HumboldtI 
River (known as Mary's River) following the same route as Smith. Capt. B.L. 

til Bonneville and Joseph Walker also took trapping and exploration trips into 
Nevada and traveled the area around the Humboldt River during the 1830's. In 

.J 1833 Ch"rislopher (Kit) Carson along with a Hudson Bay Company expedition 
also visited the region of the Humboldt River. These were the first explorers 
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who opened the way across the continent through the Great Basin to Califor­
nia, and were followed by emigrants who sought the western coast as their 
home. 

The first emigrant party to cross Nevada passed through the South Fork area 
in 1841. The Bidwell-Bartleson party crossed the Ruby Mountains at Harrison 
Pass and proceeded down the South Fork Canyon to the Humboldt River 
Valley. This trail, later known as the Hastings Cut-Off of the California 
Emigrant Trail, was also used in 1846 by the Reed-Donner party. Ironically, 
almost 30 days of travel time was lost, sowing the seeds for the disaster 
which overtook them in the Sierras in December of that year. 

In the Fall of 1868, the Elko-White Pine Toll Road was built during a boom 
period in the White Pine Mining District. Passing through the South Fork 
area, it ran southwest from the old Denver Bridge, over the Humboldt River 
just west of Elko, to Twin Bridges and then south along the west side of 
Huntington Valley enroute to Hamilton. The owners, George Sheperd and 
Frank Denver, had a monopoly over wheeled, horseback and pack train traffic 
for about six months, until the rival Gilson Toll Road was completed. In 
August 1882, Elko County purchased the Elko-White Pine Toll Road and made 
it a public highway. Horse changing and overnight stations were built at 
intervals along the toll, roads and perhaps the most famous was Sheperd's 
Station at Twin Bridges. Sheperd's Station included a stage station, hotel, 
bar and dining room. Located Just 15-16 miles from Elko, it soon became the 
place to go for parties, balls, New Year's and Christmas galas, etc. There is 
some evidence of the presence of a stage statton at the Ed Tomera Ranch as 
well. The structure is reported to have burned down in 1928. 

In May 1869, Articles of Incorporation were filed for the South Fork Wood 
Rafting Company, "for the purpose of rafting logs, timber, lumber and wood on 
the South Fork of the Humboldt River." According to an article in the Elko 
Ind ependent on July 17, 1869, the company was engaged in clearing and 
preparing the South Fork channel for log drives, though little else apparently 
ever came of this enterprise. 

There are three historic ranch complexes in the South Fork area that have had 
agricultural activities since before the turn ot the century and serve as 
examples of Western U.S. ranching history. All three ranch areas are within 
the state recreation area and will either be partially or completely inundated 
by the reservoir. Historic structures, farm implements/equipment and other 
memorabilia will be preserved as much as possible tor use as part ot a Cultural 
Resource Visitor Center. 

Interest in developing a reservoir on the South Fork of the Humboldt River 
was initiated in 1938 when Congress passed the Flood Control Act, which 
authorized site leasibillty studies tor dams and reservoir8. A report entitled 
"Humboldt River and Tributaries, Nevada" was prepared by the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers (Corps) and '8ubmitted to Congress in 1950; an improvement plan 
was subsequently authorized. The objective of the plan was to increase flood 
control and maximize water conservation throughout the basin. The plan 
included the construction ot several dam! on tributaries of the Humboldt River, 
but the one relevant to the South Fork Area PLan was a dam across the South 

6 

r, 

r
L, 

L
 
I
 
f
l_ 

\ 

L 



I 

1 

i -

Fork of the Humboldt at its confluence with Tenmile Creek. The construct.ion 
of this dam would have resulted in a 120,000 acre-foot reservoir (Hylton Lake) 
with a su dace area of 3,750 acres. 

As interest in the reservoir project grew, the Elko County Fair and Recreation 
Board determined that the project was significant for residents as well as non­
residents, and they began setting aside funds for future development of the 
project. The Hylton Lake Portion of the Humboldt River project also generated 
a strong interest in developing private lands near the site of the proposed 
reservoir, and by 1963, four sections of land had been subdivided into 872 
individual lots knows as the Lucky Nugget Ranches Subdivision. One section 
with 256 lots was later reverted to acreage, and 7 lots were included in the 
3,354 acres of private land that was eventually purchased by the Elko County 
Fair and Recreation Board and acquired by the state as part of the state 
recreation area. 

The Corps continued to prepare studies and update construction costs and 
economic feasibility of the project. Recreational aspects of the project were 
eventually included in the studies, but some of the sites were dropped. The 
Nevada Legislature became involved in 1973 by supporting the project. They 
directed state agencies to cooperate with the Corps and funded an engineering 
an environmental study of the project. The April 1974 study concluded that 
the project was still viable. ' 

By February 1975, private lands that included all or portions of nine sections 
had been divided into 101 additional parcels, known as the Western Hills 
Subdivision. There has been a continuous interest in creating additional 
residential lots, and when this plan was developed, there were 778 parcels 
within the 92 square-mile plan area that were 40 acres or less in size. 

Final involvement in the Humboldt River project by the Corps ended in 198!. 
Feasibility alternatives had been investigated in greater detail and documents 
had been drafted, but no action was taken by the Corps. 

The Elko County Fair and Recreation Board continued to pursue their interest 
in the South Fork reservoir. In 1982, they had a report done on the feasibi­
lity of developing a small recreational reservoir near the Hylton site. The 
report concluded that a 40,000 acre-foot reservoir would cost between 16 and 
20 million dollars. Acting on that report, they had preliminary design recom­
mendations developed. Subsequently, legislation was passed in 1983 that 
provided state participation in the project and funding through the issuance of 
state revenue bonds. 

Senate Bill 153 of the 1983 session of the Nevada Legislature (Nevada Statutes, 
Chapter 479) authorized the Director of the Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources to enter into a contract with the Elko County Recreation 
Board for the construction of a dam on the South Fork of the Humboldt River 
and the creation of a state park in the surrounding area. 

7 



The legislation further provided for the iS8uance of state general ohliglltion 
bonds which included the design for the state park, with matching funds from 
the Elko County Recreation Board. PRyment of the bond debt Inclurled joint 
participation by the Elko County Recreation Board and the State of Nf'VfHi.q. 

F'unds were allocated for engineering design studies, development of I.he 
recreation master plan, and land acquisition. 

The master plan was finalized for the Elko County Recreation Board in 
September, 1984. 

l I 

Source of Information:	 South Fork State Recreation Area Master Plan, and 
the Elko County Assessor's Office - 1986 \
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NATURAL FEATURES 

TOPOGRAPHY 

The terrain within the South Fork Area Plan ranges from steep slopes to 
relatively flat land. The highest elevation is a 6,307 foot peak located in the 
Elko Mountains near the northern plan boundary, and the lowest is the 5,060 
foot canyon floor along the northwestern boundary. 

Approximately 15 percent of the 92 square mile area has slopes in excess of 25 
percent. The majority of those areas are located in the western portion of 
the plan area as shown in Figure 3. The steeper slopes form the bluffs and 
can yon walls that range ,from 5,060 feet to nearly 5,800 feet in elevation and 
provide the channel for the South Fork of the Humboldt River as it flows 
westerly from the reservoir. As the river is joined by Dixie Creek near the 
western boundary of the plan area at the base of Grindstone Mountain. it 
begins to flow northerly through the South Fork Canyon until it meanders out 
of the plan boundary toward its confluence with the main channel of the 
Humboldt River, midway between Elko and Carlin. 

Approximately 46 percent' of the land within the plan boundary ranges from 
being relatively flat to gentle slopes of about 10 percent. Most of the lands 
within this slope classification are located in the White Flats area and blend 
into the State Recreation Area. The remaining 39 percent with slopes renging 
from 10 to 25 percent is rolling hills and bluffs that overlook the reservoir. 
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I 
GEOLOGY 

The geological information that has been made a part of the South Fork Area-l 
Plan does not include the entire plan area. Mapped information was available 
only for the western half, as shown in Figures 4 and 5. The general areas ofI 
the various geological formations are shown in Figure 4 with identifying 

.,1	 designations used on the sou rce map. Figure 5 indicates the genend area of 
fault lines. Geological formations within the plan area are briefly described 
below, with the general area of each (ormation shown in Figure 4.I 
The Alluvium and Colluvium (Holocene and Pleistocene) generally occurs in theI 
plan area at elevations below 5,300 feet. This formation consists of silt. sand, 
and gravel that is found along the streams and as slope wash. The general:J 
location of this formation ,is shown in Figure 4 as Qal. 

I 
Nearly all	 of the area between 5,300 and 5,600 feet consists of the Gravel, 

';)	 Sand. and Silt (Holocene and Pleistocene) (ormation, which is nontuffaceou6 
deposits on alluvial benches and terraces. This comprises a major portion of 
the plan area, and is shown in Figure 4 as Qg. According to the source ofI 
information, this formation commonly has a thickness of 20 to 60 feet. 

1 
Adjacent to the previously .described geological formation on the south side of 

cA the South Fork River is the Moleen Formation (Middle and Lower Pennsyl­
vanian). This (ormation consists of limestone, silty and sandy limestone, chert. 

I and conglomerates. It is also present on the north side of the river for 
approximately one mile. This formation is shown in Figure 4 as rPm. 

~ According to the source of in (ormation, this formation has a thickness of 1,200 
to t.600 feet. At the higher elevations o( this same general area, the 

I Humboldt Formation is present. This is tutt, vitric ash, tuffaceous siltstone 
and sandstone, conglomerates. limestone, and some diatomite. This formation 

~ is shown in Figure 4 as Th, and according to the source of information, has a 
thickness of about 1,900 feet. 

:I 
The approximate location of a fault line on the south side of the river 

r provides the bou ndary for another geological formation that extends to the 
nontuffaceous deposits previously described as Qg. This is the Diamond Peak 

~ Formation (Lower Pennsylvanian and Upper and Lower Mississippian), which is 
a conglomerate of mostly chert and quartzite, sandstone, marl and shA.ly bedR,

I limestone, and lenticular units. This formation is shown in Figure 4 as IPmd, 
and according to the source of information, has a thickness of 4,700±. feet. 

=t 
Much of the area north of the state recreation area that is between 5,600 

~ and 5,800 feet in elevation is a Cherty Limestone Formation (Eocene), and is 
shown in Figure 4 as TIc. According to the source of information, this

I formation has a thickness of 1,000 feet. At the higher elevations, this 
formation is generally adjacent to a Strathearn Formation (Lower Permian andI Upper Pennsylvanian), an Andesite and Basalt Andesite Formation (Upper 
Miocene), or a Limestone and Limestone-Clast Conglomerate FormationI (Eocene'?). The Strathearn Formation is a sandy limestone, calcareous silt ­
stone, crossbedded sandy and pebbly limestone, and quartzite and chert-clast'1 conglomerate. It is shown in Figure 4 as PIPs, and according to the source of 
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information, has a thickness of 1,200 to 2.00 feet. The Andesite Rnd l3f\slllt 
Andesite FormAtion consists of dense and aphanitic flows, and according to th!> 
source of informR.tion, has a thickness of about 1,000 feet. It is shown in 
Figure 4 as Tb. The Limestone and Limestone-Clast Conglomerate Formation is 
a dense conglomerate of pebble to boulder sized clasts of mo'?t1y carbonate 
rocks derived form nearby Paleozoic formations. According to the SOUrce of 
information, the maximum measured thickne8s is 635 feet. This formation is 
shown in Figure 4 as Tel. 

The northwestern portion of the plan area, where several fault lines are 
located, is comprised of all of the formations previously described, with the 
exception of Tb and IPm. An additional formation that ie significantly present ,
in this same area is the Main Body of an Undivided Upper and Lower Permian 
and Upper Pennsylvanian Rocks. It is a thin-bedded calcareous siltstone and 
sandstone, limestone, dolomite, and conglomerates. This formation is shown in 
Figure 4 us PIPu, and according to the source of information, has a thickness 
of 4,OOO± feet. Another formation in this area not previously described is the 
Tomera Formation (Middle Pennsylvanian). This formation is interbedded and r' 
interfingering limestone and siliceous-clast conglomerate, and according to the 
sou rce of information, has a thickness of 1,200 to 1,600 feet. It is shown in t 

Figure 4 as IPt. 

Source of Information: 

r 
~ -­

r' 
\
L, 

L 

Geological Map of the Carlin-Pinon Range Area,. Elko 
and Eureka Counties, Nevada, prepared in 1978 by 
the Department of the Interior, U.S. Geological 
Survey, in cooperation with the Nevada Bureau of IMines and Geology. L 
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SOILS 

Characteristics and limitations of the 22 major soil associations within the 
South Fork plan area as shown In Figure 6 are very diverse and therefore 
cannot be readily summarized. For purposes of developing the ~outh Fork 
Area Plan, information regarding soils was obtained from the Soil Conservation 
Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. This information was separated 
into various categories that Include physical location, soil depth, and soil 
characteristics for each major soil association within the plan area. This 
information is summarized in the Appendix as Tables VIII, VIX, and X. Table 
XI in Appendix provides a brief definition of each major soil association. 

The survey from which this information was obtained Is referred to as an 
"Order III" survey that is a reconnaissance report prepared primarily from 
photo interpretations and soil associations that have been grouped with other 
soil types with similar characteristics. More specific information would have 
to be obtained through on-site investigations of specific areas. 

Many of the soil associations within the plan area have severe limitations as 
indicated in Figure 7, Soil Limitations. Table I summarizes the types of severe 
limitations that occur in each subseries of a particular soil association. Table 
II summarizes the types of severe limitations that are intermingled with 
limitations of e. lesser degree. Those in the latter category cannot be mapped 
until on-site investigations are conducted, because it is not possible to define 
the boundaries of the individual subserles within the major soil associations. 

A soil rating system is used by the Soil Conservation Service in order to help 
engineers, planners, and others understand how soil properties influence 
behavior when used for engineering purposes. Ratings are confirmed by those 
familiar with that soil and by the experience of users. It the performance of 
the soil is not consistent with the estimates, then the ratings need to be 
validated by field observations of the behavior of the soil. Local and state 
cooperating agencies are enlisted to obtain such supporting data. 

Soils are rated in their "natural" state, which means that no unusual modi­
fication of the soil site or material is made other than that which is con­
sidered normal practice for the rated use. Only the most restrictive features 
are listed. In rating soils for engineering uses, it is important to remember 
that engineers and others can modify soil features or can design or adjust the 
plans for a structure to compensate for most degrees of limitations. Host of 
these practices, however, are costly. The owner may be willing to live with a 
few limitations, provided that the use doeB not violate local ordinances or 
regulations. The final decision in selecting a site for a particular use is a 
personal one and generally involves weighing the costs (or site preparation and 
maintenance. 

According to the Soil Conservation Service rating system, a "severe" rating is 
given to soils that have one or more properties unfavorable for the rated use, 
,such as steep slopes, bedrock near the surface, flooding, high shrink-swell 
pote ntial, a seasonal high water table, or low strength. This degree of 
limitation generally requires major soil reclamation, special design, or intensive 
maintenance. Some of these soils, however, can be improved by reducing or 
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removing the soil fellture that lImitsllse, but In most situations, it is rli:ficult 
and costly to alter the soil or to design a structure 80 as to	 compensate for a 
severe degree of limitation. 

When ratingA are mR.de by the Soli Conservation Service in relation to septic 
tank absorption fields, only the soil between depths of 24 and 60 inches are 
considered. Consideration is given to the affect of soll limitations and site 
featu res on the absorption of the effluent, construction and maintenance of 
the system, and pu blichealth. Limitations and site features that mfed the 
abf;orption of the effluent are permeability, depth to a seasonal htgh water 
tR.hle, depth to bedrock, cemented pan, and susceptibility to flooding. Stones, 
boulders, and a shallow depth to bedrock, or a cemented pan interfere with 
installation. Excessive slope may cause lateral seepage and surfacing of the 
effluent in downslope areas. Also, soil erosion is a hazard where absorption 
fields are installed in sl~ping soils. 

Some soils are underlain by looAe sand and gravel or fractured bedrock at a 
depth less than 4 feet below the distribution lines. In these soils the ab­
sorption field may not adequately filter the effluent, particularly when the 
system is new, and as a result the groundwater supply may be contaminated. 
Soils that have a hazard of inadequate filtration are given a severe rating. 

Percolation tests used to evaluate soil suitability for septic tank a.bsorption L 
fields should be performed during the seasons when the water table is highest 
and the soil is at minimum absorptive capacity. The percolation rates do not 
correspond to the permeability rates because they are measured by different 
methods. Experience indicates that soils that have a percolation raite faster 
than 45 minutes per Inch function satisfactorily, soils that have R. rate 
between 45 and 60 minutes per inch ha.ve moderate limitations, and S;Oils that 
have a rate slower than 60 minutes per inch have severe limitations. 

L.. 
r- , 
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I 

Source of Inlormation: Soil Conservation Service, U.S. Department of 
,Agriculture	 i 
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TABLE I 

SIJl+iARY OF SEVERE SOl L LI HITATIOOS 

I Soil ., 
___1.§2 

i 206 

I 2.?6 

__?.Q.l1 

324 

41.2 

.. 710 

839 

I 972-

973 

., 

Depth toCemented Low Str~th ErodesI ­ Shrink IPeres 
For RoadsSloPe~ ~-.ilLC;:l.as81U~tJonl n~ ~~.!Lf--~ S~ll ISl~hJ 

aa c b c._- - ---­ -

b b 

a b 

abcabc 

a b 

abc abc a c b c 

_____.?9.L__ __!l--,-P a b b~ 

a b a b a a 
I 

a b a b b a b a b 

a a b
 

aJ? c
 abc b ca.s; a c 

ac b c 

A. A. 

TABLE II 

SU!'tiARY OF SE.VERE SOIL LIHITATICNS 
Im'rnMUULED WInI LIHITATI<N3 

OF A LESSEE DBJREE 

Soil 
ClassificaHon Flggds Wetness 

Cemented 
Pan 

Depth to 
Rock SlOPe 

Low Strength 
For Roerods 

Erodes 
Easily 

Shrink 
Swell 

Per-cs 
Slowly 

a b110 b b b B. b c 

149 a a b 

222 c c a a b 

228 b b a b a b 

3_~3 a a be b 

325 b a a c 

378 ab b c 

489 a c a b ab 

490 b c 

491 b b 

813 a.c a 

NOTE: See Tahle XI for description or so11 aeries a, b, and c. 
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DRAINAGE AND FLOOD PLAINS 

Drainage within the South Fork plan area Ie collected by Huntington Creek, 
Dixie Crep.k, and Tenmile Creek, all of which flow Into the South Fork of the 
Humboldt River within the plan boundary. 

r-

Huntington Creek and the South Fork of the Humboldt River flow into the 
plan area at the extreme southern boundary. Huntington Creek then joins the 
South Fork River in the Twin Bridges area, which is approximately one mile 
from the plan boundary. These two drainages collect runoff from only ap­
proximately 2,000 acres within the plan area. 

Tenmile Creek enters the plan area through the extreme northeastern boun­
dary, flowing through the Western Hills Subdivision and into the South Fork 
River at n point approximately one-half mile east of the dam structure. Dixie 
Creek flows along the western plan boundary, into the plan area, and then 
flows into the South Fork River as it forms a horse-shoe bend and begins to 
flow in a northerly direction. These two creeks and the river collect drainage 
from the remainder of the plan area. 

' 

Approximately 1,870 acres. along these drainage collectors have been identified 
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency as being flood prone and have 
been designated on the official flood maps of that agency as "Areas of Special 
Flood Hazard." Those acreages are summarized as follows: 

Drainage Area Approximate Acres 

Hlmtington Creek-South Fork Area 
Dixie Creek 
Tenmile Creek 
South Fork of the Humboldt River 

500 
100 
600 
700 

Total 1,900 

As set forth in Title 44 of the Code of Federal Regulations, the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) administers the National Flood 
Insurance Program. This program provides a means of making flood insurance 
availa.ble to owners of property that has been identiCfed as being prone to. 
flooding. In order for flood insurance to be available, however, the community 
in which the property identified as flood prone is located must participate in 
the program, as Elko County does. One of the stipulations that FEMA places 
on a participating community is the promotion of better flood plain manage­
ment through ordinances and bullding codes that meet certain criteria as set 
forth by federal regulations. The purpose of the National Flood Insurance 
Program is to carry out national goals of minimIzing the loss of lives, prop­
erty, and natural resources due to (looding. 

Those areas that have been identified 
Hazard" are shown in Figure 8. 

by FEMA as "Areas of Special Flood 

t 
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CLIMATE 

The climate in the vicinity of the South Fork Area Plan is semi-arid, wit.h1 

, 
sub-zero winter temperatures and hot, dry summers. January is the coldest 
month with an average of 23.3°. The coldest temperat.ure recorded is -43° in 
January 1937. July, the warmest month has an average dally maximum of 
90.4°, and a minimum of 48.6°. Maximums of 102° have been rf~corded. 

Because of the dry, clear air, night time radiation occurs causing wide ranges 

J	 in daily temperat.u res. 

1	 The average annual precipitation is 9.73 inches, with the heaviest amounts 
falling as snow during winter months. Average annual snowfall is about 36 

J	 inches. December has an average snowfall of 9.8 inches, with a maximum 
snowfall of 31.2 inches r,ecorded in December 1955. The maximum 24 hour 
snowfall was 16.7 inches in January 1951. Summer prp-cipitation occurs mostlyI 
as showers and does not contribute greatly toward vegetative growth; there­
fore, irrigation is np-cessary to Bustain crops. The drieBt month is July with1 
an average of .35 inches. 

J 
The average number of days with clear skies is 131, 100 days are partly 

1 cloudy, and 134 are cloudy. The prevailing wind is from the southwest and is 
the strongest in the late winter and spring. Average wind speed is 6.0 miles 

J	 per hour. 

I The climatology information is based on data that has been gathered at the 
Elko Weather Station since November 1930. The station is located at the 

1 Elko Municipal Airport, which Is approximately the Bame elevation as the 

.­ rese rvoi rsi teo Conditions ·wlthin the 
elevation	 and micro-climatic conditions. 
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plan area may vary, according to 

~ Source of Information: South Fork State Recreation Area Master Plan 
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WATER RESOURCES 

The South Fork I\rea Plan is comprised of portions of four separatf' ground­
watpr basins within the Nevada Division of Water Resource's H1Jmboldt River 
Basin. These four groundwater basins have been further divided into ~ubareas 

within the South Fork Area Plan 8S shown on Figure 9, Hydrographic Subareas. 
The groundwater basins and their respective subareas are: 

Hydrographic Basin	 Suoorea 

1. South Fork Area (4-46)	 D 

2. Huntington Valley (4-47)	 E 

3.	 Dixie Creek - A,B,C,F,G,H
 
Tenmile Creek Area (4-48)
 

4. Elko Segment (4-49)	 I 

To better understand the water situation within the South .: ~rk plan area, a 
broader overview is necessary. Water Resources Reconnaissance Series Report 
35 for the Huntington Valley Area, prepared cooperatively by the State 
Division of Water Resources and the U.S. Geological Survey in 1966, provides 
the source of information for that purpose. The Reconnaissance Report is an 
appraisal of water resources that includes the entire South Fork 'of the 
Humboldt River drainage area, the Huntington Creek drainage area, and the 
Dixie Creek-Tenmile Creek drainage area, which totals approximately 820,000 
acres. The entire South Fork Area Plan is included in this report, with the 
exception of the Elko Segment, which contains 960 acres of privately owned 
land and 1,840 acres that are managed by the BLM. 

The Huntington Valley Area is topographically an open valley which drains into 
the main channel of the Humboldt River as the South Fork of the river. The 
Sou th Fork leaves the boundary of the Huntington Valley Area just before it 
leaves the boundary of the South Fork Area Plan. It is at this point that the 
lowest elevation within the Reconnaissance Report area of 5,100 feet occurs. 
Major mountain ranges in, or comprising the boundary of the Huntington 
Valley Area are the Ruby Mountains, Diamond Mountains, Sulphur and Pinon 
Ranges, Cedar Ridge and the Elko Mountains. 1 

The principal streams of the Huntington Valley Area have their headwaters in 
the Ruby Mountains and flow generally westward until they join the northward 
flowing segments of Huntington Creek and the South Fork of the Humboldt 
River. Huntington Creek joins with the South Fork near the southern 
bou ndary of the South Fork Area Plan. The rivercontinuee in a northerly 
direction until it is deflected westward by the Elko Mountains and is joined by 
Tenmile Creek and Dixie Creek. It then cuts a gorge through the mountains 
in a northerly direction before it joins the main channel of the Humboldt 
River. 1 
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The source of streamflow Into the South Fork of the Humboldt River is 
derived mainly from snowmelt on the west flank of the Ruby Mountains. 
Streamflow is increased by tributaries, but some streams, including Dixie Creek 
and Tenmile Crp.ek, usually reach the rh."'er for only short periods of timp.. 
Runoff is subject to loas by evapotranspiration and Infiltration. which is 
increased by the diversion of streamtlo·..... onto fields for irrigation. l 

Prior to development by man, all of the groundwater In the Huntington Valley 
Area was discharged by evaporation, tra'lspiration, and surface and subsurface 
out-flow to the Humboldt River. With the adv-ent of mining and agriculture, 
springs and st.reamflow were diverted and wells were pumped to satisfy 
industrial, stock, and irrigation needs. 1 

Most of the groundwater Is discharged by evapotranspiration from the phrea­
tophyte areas. Phreat9phytes are the plants that grow along the principal 
stream channels and Include meadow grass, rabbit brush, saltgrR.ss, and 
grcflRewood. Cottonwood, willow, aspen, and tulp. grow along the banks of the 
principal streams. This area of groundwater discharge covers about 39,000 
acres of the flood plain, and it is estimated that the amount of discharge is 
21,000 acre feet per year. 

GroundwAter recharge in the Huntington Valley Area Is derived from pre­
cipitation within the drainage basin, but the amount ot infiltration is limited 
because t.he alluvium near most of the streams is saturated to land surface and 
most potential recharge; therefore, it is either rejected or enters storage for 
only a short period of time and then drains back to the stream, leaving the 
area as streamflow. The result is no net change in groundwater storage. 
Over the long term, when no net change of groundwater in storage OCCllrFl, 
recharge iR equal to groundwater discharge. Based on the estimates of 
discharge, groundwater recharge was computed in the Reconnaissance Report to 
be equal to the sum of the estimated discharge by evapotranspiration of 
21,000 acre feet per year and by subsurface out-tIow of 9,000 acre feet per [ 
year. l L 

The following data from the Reconnaissance Report reflects total acreage of 
eElch groundwater basin within the Huntington Valley Area and the estimated L 
amou-nt of groundwater recharge (or each basin. 

!]roUl'ldwater Basin 

South Fork Area 

Huntington Valley 

Dixie Creek-Tenmile 
Creek Ares. 

Land Area 
(Acres) 

66,000 

505,000 

249,000 

Oroundwater
 
Recharge
 

(Acre Feet)­

4,000 

14 ,000 

13,000 

Discharge from wells was estimated to be 400 acre feet per ,.ear in 1964 when 
data was gathered for the Reconnaissance Report. At tltat time, there were 
six wells within the entire Huntington Valley Area that were used for irri ­
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I 
g a tio n pur poses to Stl pp Ierne n t streamflow during dry years, an d it was1 
estimated that these wells did not exceed 300 acre feet per year. Stock wells 
and domestic .......ells within the Huntington Valley Area are numerous hilt it WIlSoJ 
estimated in 1954 that discharge from theRe wells probably did not exceed 100 
acre feet per :-ear. lI 

-~	 It is estimated that there are 29,000 acres of irrigated land within the entire 
Huntington Valley Area. A total of 39,697 acres had been adjudicated in 
connection with surface water rights in 1964 when the Reconnaissance ReportI 
was prepared. Diversions of streamflow and approximate losses resulting from 
evapotranspiration are estimated to be 38,000 acre feet per year,! Virtually all'I 
Sll rface water within these basins has been appropriated. Therefore, only 
unappropriated underground water is available for future development.-!I 

I 
Water Quality 

""tJ 
The Reconnaissance Report add ressed water quality mainly as it relates to 

I agricultural uses, jndicating that water from all sources is generally suitable 
for irrigation. The quality of the water varies with time and movement. As it 

1	 moves toward the area of discharge in the lower parts of the val1ey,-the 
mineral content increases. Water within the Huntington Valley area is 
primarily a calcium bicarbonate type. l-~ 

I 
South Fork Area Plan 

~ 
The amount of usable groundwater in storage, which is available on an 

I economic basis, depends in part on the distribution of water-storing deposits, 
the distribution a.nd range in chemical concentration of the groundwater, the 

'I number and distribution of wells, and the quantities of water withdrawn. 
Perennial yield cannot exceed the natural replenishment to an area indefinitely

.d and ultimatelj' is limited to the maximum amount of natural discharge that can 
be salvaged for beneficial use. To determine the most suitable areas of groundg water development, many factors, such as soil type, topography, drainage, 
water quality, effect on streams, water rights, and pumping lift should be:g considered.1 

I 

-. According to records of the Division of Water Resources, there are permits to 
appropriate approximately 9,000 acre feet of groundwater within the plan area 
for irrigation and recreational uses. Some of this water is appropriated for 
the purpose of supplementing surface water, and some of it is supplemental to.a other wells used for irrigation or recreational uses,2 

I The South Fork plan area is located primarily within that portion of the 
Huntington Valley Area that Is described in Reconnaissance Report 35 as

JiJ "valley lowlands" that are less than 6,000 feet in elevation. These lowlands 
are bordered by portions of the Elko Mounlainsand by the Pinon Range in the 
northern and western portions of the plan area, respecUvely.l-, ! 

The "valley lowlands" are underlain by alluvial fill which comprise the principal 
ground water reservoir. The alluvial fill is older alluvium of mostly uncon­

~ 
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solidaied debris derived from the adjacent mountains which ranges from 35 to 
27D feet in depth with low to moderately high permeability. The older 
alluvium is considered to be a fair to good sou rce of water to wells which are 
in ~reas that are saturated. A younger alluvium is thinly deposited along the 
princEpal drainages and has B. high permeability rate. 1 

The higher elevations of the Huntington Valley Area are identified in the 
Reconnaissance Report as "mountainous" and are composed of consolidated 
carbonate rocks. Because of the topographic position of these areas and 
hecause of the unknown depth and distribution of the consolldated rock, they 
are not considered to be a reliable source of water for residential development. 
Sufficient information is not available to determine whether consolidated 
carbonate rocks are actually present in the higher elevations of the South 
Fork plan area. 

Table III gives n calcula.ted breakdown of available information in relation to 
water resources within the plan area, based on the assumption that the 
groundwater is distributed evenly thronghout the entire basin. The acre feet 
of wat.er within each subarea is then converted to a dwelling unit equivalency 

r-

in order to develop residential density factors in relation to available infor­ I 
mation. The dwelling unit equivalency is based on a daily maximum of 1,800 
gallons per day as refer~nced in NRS 534.180, or 2.02 acre feet per year per 
d welling. The calculations in Table III reflect a deficit or 7,820 acre feet of 
groun dwater, which is equivalent to 3,875 dwelling units. The rollowing is a 
summarj' of that information as it pertains to each subarea. 

ACRE FEET OF GRaJND WATER 
Subarea Gross A ro riated Net I 

I 
IA 1,131 1,446 315 560 716 156 

B 650 2,673 -2,023 321 1,323 

c 494 4,144 -3,650 244 2,051 

D 80 2,402 -2,322 39 1,189 

E 28 0 28 13 0 

F 130 0 130 64 0 

G 52 14 38 25 7 

H 351 57 294 173 28 

I 

-1,002 
f 

L 
-1,807 

-1,150 

13 
I 
I.

64
 

18
 

145
 
I 
L_.~ 

Totals 2,916 10,736 -7.820 1.439 5,314 -3,875 
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TABLE III 

.CALCULATlctm OF WATER RESOORCE INF'CRofATlOO Page 1 of 2 

~I LAND ~UP-
Public (B!..M)% of State Recreation AreaTotal PrivateA..._ 

Nllt"'n AC/OOGWB AF/GW Acres 00len AF/ml Acres OO/cn AF/GW~ Acres OOLcn AF/GW 

56021.740 8.7 38.8A 1 131 12 540 652323 880 23 46 8.320 214 432 

38.4 4 240 110 222 1.534 40B 12.330 5.0 650 321 81 6.556 345171 

244 38.7 1212 320 603 8 4949.440 1.520 39 79C 5.600 145 293 
'.

33.6D 1 310 2.0 80 39 00 0 0 0 0 1 310 39 78 

. 0.2 28 60.0E 780 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 780 13 26 

64 38.6 2.4802,480 64 129 01.0 130 0 0F 0 0 0 

44.8 121120 0.4 52 25 560G 24 0 0 0 560 13 26 

. 38.7 3 560 92 186 0 0173. 02.7 351 3 160 82 1666.720H 

1.840 0 960- - - -2.800 -I - -
 -- -
1 3341.439 - 127 540 661 3.934 206102 27.246 1 3662.916 677-Totals 58.72Q 

Colwm 
'2 .. 5 6 108 97 11 12 143 131 

II.) 
Q) 

AF = Acre feet of groundwater
 
GW = Groundwater
 

DU/en = Dwelling \mit conversion (2.02 acre feet per dwelling)
 
Acres/DU = Average acres per dwelling unit based on equal distribution of estimated 

amount of available groundwater resources over the entire plan area, regardless 
of ownership or administrative jurisdiction 

Note: 1. No hydrographic information was available for Subarea I. 

2. A procedural explanation of each colwnn is provided in the Appendix. 



CALCULATICNS OF WArm RESOORCE INFOOMATlOO 
l u.... It:: L. V.L L. 

I 
! 

tv 
..0 

WATER RESOURCES 
Basin AOllrooriate :I 

Total Existi:ur lots Irriililtion Recreation Total 
S Name A,c!'@9 AF/ml Number AF AF DU/cn AF DU/cn AF DU/cn ! 

A Dixie-Tenmile Cr 249.000 13 000 110 222 1 224 606 0 0 1 446 716 

B Dixie-'l'",nm;le Cr. 249 000 13.000 630 1 273 a 0 1 400i. 693 2 673 1 323 

C Dixie-Tenmile Cr. 249000 13 000 2 4 0 0 4 140L 2 049 4 144 2 051 

D South Fork Ares 66 000 4 000 1 2 2 400 1 188 0 0 2 402 1 189 

E Valley 505 000 14.000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 

F Dix! e-'l'",nmi 1e Cr. 249 000 13 000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 

G Dixie-'I'..nm;le Cr. 249 000 13 000 7 14 0 0 0 0 14 7 

H Dixie-'l'..nmi1e Cr. 249 000 13.000 28 . 57 0 a 0 0 57 28 

I Elko t - - 0 - - - - - - -
rrrt1'A r .<: - - - 778 1 .572 3.624 1.794 5 540 2 742 10 736 5 314 
cxx.uHH 

15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 

AF =Acre teet of grouOOwater 
ml = Grourdwater 

ooten =Dwelling unit conversion (2.02 acre feet per dwelling) 
Acres/OO =Average acres per dwelling tmit based on equal distribution of estimated 

amount of available grotmdwater resources over the entire plan area, regardless 
at ownership or admcinistrative jurisdiction 

NOI'E: 1. No hydrographic infoI"'D8tion was available for Subarea I. 

2. A procedural explanation of esch column is provided in the Appendix. 

Net 
AF 

- 315 

-2 023 

-3 650 

-2 322 

28 

130 

38 

294 

-

-7 820 

26 

DU/cn 

- 156 

-1 002 

-1 807 

-1 150 

13 

64 

18 

145 

-

-3 875 
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The number of acres required to support each ro.-el1ing uni t is based on the 
net recharge of the entire area of the groundwater basin and derived in 
accordance with the following formula: 2 

'J of which, if not all, have occurred since 1964. These dwelling units are 
included in the total number of existing lots within the plan area. 

J 
Because the Reconnaissance Report is an appraisal of 'Water resources, it is'J. 
based on certain assumptions and estimates, and should not be construed as a 
method that will produce results of equivalent reliability to those based on.;1 abundant data. However, the infoI118tion available does indicate that 
residential and commercial development within the plan area should be

J minimized until further information is available to indicate otherwise. All 
of the groundwater basins wi thin the plan area have been "designated" by the 

~ State Engineer. z 

.J 

J 
..•:J 

J	 30 

OJ 

J 

AS 

AB 
~ 

P.J 
AFB1 

:J AFS 

, 2.02I 

DU 
,J 

A/DU 
1 

:J 

! 

J 

-.J 

1 

~ This data was 
the average

1 the land use 
Plan, there 

= Total acres of subarea (Figure 9)
 

=Total acres of groundwater basin (Reconnaissance Report 35)
 

= Percentage of acreage of total basin
 

= Net acre feet per year of total basin
 

= Net acre feet per year of subarea (Figtxre 9)
 

=Acre feet required for each dwelling \mit per year at 1,800
 
gallons per day (NRS 534.180) 

= Estimated number of allowable dwelling \mits 

= Estimated number of acres required. for each dwelling unit. 

1~AS = P 
AB 

2.	 P(AFB) = AFS 

3.	 AFS = DU 
2.02 

4.	 AS = A/OO
 
DU
 

used to determine an estimated number of dwelling units and 
number of acres required for each dwelling unit. According to 
inventory conducted in conj\mction with the South Fork Area 
are 38 single family dwelling units within the plan area, most 



"Designation" of a groundwater basin is an indication that the water 
resources available for further de~~lopment are limited to such a de~ree 

that caution should be taken to avoid irreversible damage to the recharge 
capabilities of the groundwater resin by overuse. Based on this impli­
cation, the State Engineer has exercised the power authorl7.Prl by ~s 

534.030, which allows for closer management of the resources within such 
basins. 2 

Water storage in the reservoir in relation to residential development 
within the South Fork plan area must also be addressed at this time. Water 
levels are likely to rise in the immediate vicinity of the reservoir; 
however, this does not mean there will be additional water available for 
appropriation under NRS Chapter 534, since it will be considered as bank 
storage and part of the reservoir water. The water rights that have been 
appropriated for the purpose of developing the reservoir are not available 
for other uses: they are necessary in order to maintain the reservoir at a 
functional level for the recreA.tional purposes for which it was developed. 
Groundwater use for residential developnent in excess of the average annual 
recharge would have an adverse impact on the surface water necessary to 
protect the river ~nddownstream water rights. 2 

Development beyond the caPabilities of a~~ilable water resources could be 
detrimentAl to the resources as well as the users. However, if a sparse 
density is maintained within the plan area, residential development should 
not adversely impact the supply of groundwater. Some of the water used for 
irrigation and recreational purposes -~ll filter back into the groundwater 
table. Without detailed studies as to the exact amount of groundwater that 
is being used and returned to the grcund:'wa.ter table, -residential development 
within the plan area should be limited. It should be noted that existing 
parcels within Subarea B, p;l.rticularly in the Lucky Nugget Subdivision, 
could adversely imp;l.ct the supply of gr~~ater if all of the parcels are 
developed. In surrmary, if it is determined that there is an adequa.te supply 
of water to support an increase in density, it may be necessary to re­
evaluate the plan at that time and adjust residential densities as appro­
priate. This approach would protect the resources yet allow development in 
suitable areas. 

Sources of Information: 1. Water Resoarces Reconnaissance Report No. 35 
prepared cooperatively by the State Division 
of Water Resources and the U.S. Geological 
Survey. 1966 

2. Nevada Division of Water Resources 
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1 WILDLIFE 

~ 
All of the lands within the South Fork Area Plan provide habitat for certain 

~ species of wildlife, including mule deer, sage grouse, chukar, gold"en eagle, and 
prairie falcon. Specific habitat areas are shown in Figure 10. 

-J] 
The entire area is a yearlong habitat for mule deer and sage grouse.. Most of 

~ the sage grouse strutting grounds are located in the southwestern portion of 

";I 
the plan area.. The South Fork canyon area provides a nesting area for a high 
density of golden eagles and prairie falcons. The northwestern portion of the 

::a 
plan area. provides habitat for chukar, ranging from medium density in the 
general area of' the South Fork canyon to low density in the remaining area. 
The following is a brief summary of the approximate acreages of the various 

~ types of wildlife habitat within the plan area: 

\I 

-J.I 

fJ 

:II Golden Eagle/Prairie Falcon 

Wildlife Soecies 

Chukar - low density 

Chukar - medium density 

-

~ 

1.1 

JJ 

U 
'~ 

CJ 
1) 

~ 

11 

:tI 

11 
~ 

JJ 

11 

Approximate Habitat Acres 

9,000 

5,-800 

high density 1,280 

~. 

I', ,. 
Source of Information: 
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I~~~~I I.or.r Density O1ukar Habitat SOUTH FORK AREA PLAN L 
t Ie" 11ediun Density O1ukar Habitat 

lUtO COUNTY I'I.ANNING COMMISSION 1 . t.-:·.-:·.·:-:-:i High Density Colden Eagle/Prairie Falcon Nesting Area 
WILDLIFE DISTRIBUTION L.;f Sage Grcuse Strutting Ground . WITHIN PLAN BOUNDARY 

oor~--!Yearlong Habitat for M..11e Deer FIGURE 10
 

I m.A ISage Grouse Habitat
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CULTURAL RESOURCES 

, 

An archaeological report that was prepared in conjunction with the en­
vironmental surveys conducted prior to construction of the dam indicates that 
cultural resources are present within an area of approximately ten miles ira 

'1 diameter, centered on the reservoir project area. During preliminaryar­
cheological investigations, 46 prehistoric sites and 3 historic sites were found 

..J in the survey area. The prehistoric sites Include isolated artifacts, ceramic 
and lithic scatters, and rock shelters. The historic sites are the three 
ranching complexes within the state recreation area. 

;J 

I 
Source of Information: 

.~ 

-.J 

1 

~ 

I 

fJ 

-' 
-, 

Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology-, 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. 

VISUAL RESOURCES 

The state recreation area is primarily visible from the higher elevations (,i l.h=.It Western Hills Subdivision, the Lucky Nugget Subdivisions and other lands that 
are adjacent to its western boundary, and from lands adjacent to its south­
western boundary. The rolling hills along the east aide of the Jiggs Highway 
and the area south of the Lucky Nugget Subdivisions would also offer visibility11 of the slate recreation 

I 

'I 

-lII 

I 

:u 
I 

1) ,.. 
I 

-=I 
] 

area from the higher elevations. 
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LAND OWNERSHIP
 

More than half of the land within the boundary of the South Fork Area Plan 
is publicly owned and managed either by the Bureau ot Land Management 
(BLM) or the State of NevadA.. The park boundary includes 3.35-1 acres of 
state-owned land and an additional 580 acres currently leased from the BLH 
under the Recreation and Public Purposes (R&PP) Act. The federal go·...ernment 
owns approximately 28,740 acres that are managed by the BLM, or 48 percent 
of the plan area. An additional 80 acres of federally owned land is leased by 
the BLH to the Nevada Department of Transportation for a highway materials 
site. Public ownership comprises approximately 59 percent or the total plan 
area. Land ownership is shown in Figure 11, and is summarized in Table IV. 

The 28,740 acres in federal ownership is public land managed by the BLH 
primarily as open space and rangeland. A use permit was issued by the BLH 
to the State of Nevada. for extraction of rip rap materials from a 40 acre 
parcel for dam construction. The BLM has designated 3,360 acres, primarily 
in the South Fork Canyon area, as a Special Recreation Management Area. Of 
the 3,360 acres, 2,290 are within the plan boundary, extending east and 
northeast from the canyon along Tenmile Creek, and north along approximately 
one mile of the historic ·Elko-Hamilton Stage Route. Figure 12 depicts this 
area. 

A fire rehabilitation project that included approximately 700 acres ...ithin the 
plan boundary was completed by the BLM in 1986. The rehabilitation project 
which WR.S essential in order to prevent soil erosion on steep slopes, included 
the planting of several hundred bitterbrush seedlings for the purpose of 
enhancing wildlife habitat and providing deer winter range. 

The Elko Resource Management Plan prepared by the BLH as part of their 
planning process identifies federally owned lands on the east side of State 
Route 228 for disposal through land exchanges. These are parcels that are 
generally isolated from other lands managed by the BLH and are difficult and 
uneconomic to manage. The BLM is currently involved in a land exchange in 
the southwestern portion of the South Fork Area Plan. The exchange would 
take 1,920 acres out of federal ownership, increasing private ownership within 
the plan boundary by 2 percent. Public land ownership ~'ithin the plan 
boundary would be increased by 640 acres. The lands involved in the proposed 
exchange are shown in Figure 13. An exchange that would have increased the 
acres of private land by 2,320 was supported by the Elko County Planning 
Commission prior to development of the South Fork Area Plan. 

The State of Nevada acquired 3,354 acres from the Elko Recreation Board to 
develop the reservoir and state recreation area. The Slate also leases 
approximately 580 acres from the BLH under the R&PP Act. As the park is 
developed. title to these lands will be transferred to the -State for management 
by the Division of State Parks. 

35 

L. 

r 
L. 

I·
 
I
 

I. 



....... 

The State filed an amendment to the R&PP application for an additional 240 
acres adjacent to the wildlife management area in the southern portion of the 
park. It \"'ill be necessary for an environmental assessment to be prepared 
before a lease with the intent to transfer these lands to the State can be 
issued. This area was not incJuded in the original application .becausp. the 
environmental assessment process would have delayed tim~ly development of 
the reservoir and recreation area. 

1 
The Nevada Department of Transportation controls 80 acres of land ad­
ministered by the BLM for use as ·a highway materials site. There are· two 
excavation sites that are located just west or State Route 228 and north of 
the county road that enters the park boundary near Twin Bridges. 

, 
Approximately 7,500 acres, or 13 percent, of the plan area have been divided 
into 778 parcels of 40 acres or less in size. The remaining 30 percent of the 
plan area. consists of large parcels ot privately owned land ranging in size 
from 80 acres to several hundred acres. Table XII in the Appendix indica.tes 
land ownership of large acreages. Significantly large ownerships in sections 
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immediately adjacent to the 
reference purposes only. 
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TABLE IV
 

1.	 Federal 

Bureau of Land Management (BUf).. 
Proposed Land Exchange: BUi/Private 

BlM	 Leases to the State of Nevada 

A.	 Division of State Lands 
(South	 Fork State Recreation 
Area nwmaged by the 
Division of State Parks) 

• B.	 Department of Transportation 
(Highway Materials Site)

J 
BlM Use Permit for Dam Construction 

BlM	 Lease Amencbnent - Pending 

Division of State Lands 
(South Fork State Recreation 
Area managed by the 

I "	 Division of State Parks) 

2.	 state of Nevada 

Division of State Lands (South Fork 
State Recreation Ares mnaged by

~ the	 Division of State Parks)· 

J 3.	 Private 

"1 
Land	 in Parcels of 40 Acres or Less 

!I Land	 in Parcels i~ Excess of 40 Acres 

I 
Proposed Uun Exch8nge: Priva1:e/BUf 

26,640 

1,920 

580 

80 

40 

240 

3,354 

7,693 

17,633 

640 

45.0 

3.3 

1.0 

0.1 

0.5 

5.7 

13.0 

30.3 

1.1 

1« 
WAL	 08,729 100.0 

I 
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LAND USE
 

E:dsting land use activity within the South Fork plan area is of a rural 
lu~riculturfll nature that surrounciA the state recrefltlon area. AcreA.~p.~ of t.he 
various categories of land uses and the number of residential dwelling units 
are summarized in Table V, and is shown in Figure 14. 

RESIDENTIAL. Residential development within the plan area compriRes ap­
proximately 3.6 percent of the entire area, which represents a very low 
density. The majority of residential development has occurred in the Western 
Hills Subdivision. There are ten dwellings located along the Tenmile Creek 
area, and another 21 in the northern portion of the subdivision at the higher 
elevAtions. There are -4 residential dwellings on large parcels that are part or 
support facilities for agricultural uses, but two of those are within the state 
recreation area and will no longer be used for residential purposes. One will 
be used as an interpretive center and the other will be removed before the 
area is inundated by the reservoir. Very little residential development has 
occurred on the 630 lots located within the southwestern portion of the plan 
area, which includes the Lucky Nugget Subdivision. 

AGRICULTURAL. There are two categories of agricultural land uses within 
the plan area: (1) lands that are utilized for livestock grazing, and (2) lands 
that are meadows or irrigated for pasture. 

Nearly 80 percent of the plan area is used for livestock grazing and open 
space. Grazing allotments from which grazing fees are collected eJtlst on all 
of the lands managed by the BLM. 

Meadows and irrigated pastures are located along Tenmile Creek and in the 
South Fork-Huntington Creek area. According to available information, a 
majority of the lands within this designation have combinations of severe soil 
limitations that include flood and erosion potential, high water table, and slow 
percolation. 

PUBLIC FACILITIES. ·Public facilities are limited to the 3,934 Acre state 
recreation area and a fire station that is on one acre at land leased to the 
Nevada Division ot Forestry. The fire station is located in the Tenmile Creek 
area of the Western Hills Subdivision. 
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r..... 
..., OTHER. r-fiscellaneous uses within the plan area include equipment storage.. 

on a lot in the northern part of the Western Hills Subdivision, an 80 acre 
parcel of land west of the Jiggs Highway and north of the Twin Brid~p.~ Road 
that ig leasp.d to the Nevada Department of Transportation as a highwn.y 
materials gite, two separate areas 40 acres each that are being used tempo­
rarily as material sites for construction of the dam, a 40-acre materials site on 

) private land within the NE 1/4 SW 1/4, Section 36, Township 32 North, Range 
55 East (south of Twin Bridges), a 5 acre parcel adjacent to the Western Hills 
Subdivision that is used for a livestock watering facility, and approximately.J 
231 acres of dedicated right of way. This is a total of approximately 480 
acres, or .7 percent of the entire plan area.1 

J 
VACANT. 

g 

I 

J 

1 

~ 

J 
.'1 

J , 
.;31 

a 
'I 

j 

~ 

oS 
g 

~ 

I 

The remaining 

Source of Information:J 
-.!I 

1.) 

t 

10 percent of the plan area is vacant land. 

A land use survey tor the purposeot developing the 
South Fork Area Plan wag conducted by the State 
Land Use Planning Agency in August. 1986. 
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TABLE V
 

EXISTlfIl1 LAND USE WTIHIN PLAN ro.JNDARY
 

APProxi.... 
ApproxilDBte . Acr 

Lan:! Use	 Activity Acres Dwellings OfOv~ 

1. Residential ," 

A.	 Agricultural (Meadow/Irrigated Pasture) 

Within Park Boundary 2,000 2 2.0ae 
Within Western Hills Subdivision 400 10 

l- .Large parcels with residential 
support facilities within plan 

botmdary 400 2 r-­
Large parcels with residential l 
support facilities outside 

Iof plan. botmdary	 100 
! 
l. 

B.	 Non-Agricultural
 

Land in Parcels of 10 to 40 acres 780 21
 

Lard in Parcels Less than 10 acres 10 5
 r 
l2. Livestock Grazing/Open Space	 46,555 

3. Public Facilities r 
L.., 

A. state Recreation Area	 3,934* 

B. Fire	 Station 1 L 
4. other I 

L_ 
A. Equipnent St9rage	 40 

i·
B. Materials Sites 

L. 
NOOI' 80 
Dam Construction 80 l_Private	 40 

C. Livestock Water Facility	 6 
l_~ 

D. Dedicated Right or Way	 231 

5. Va.cant	 6.064 
rotAL	 58.129 19 2,oooL 
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ZONING
 

There are currently three zoning districts within the South Fork plnn areR: 
(1) AR, AgriculturAl Residential, (2) P, Public and (3) OS, Open Space. ThoBe
 
districts Are shown in Figure 15.
 

AR, AGRICULTURAL RESIDENTIAL. The intent of this district is to provide 
areas primarily for rural or estate-type living, but allowing certain "hobby 
and/or recreation" agricultural pursuits to be maintained on land parcels of a.t 
least one acre. Lands within the plan area that are zoned "AR" are subdivided 
lot.s that are less than ten acres in size. This includes the Lucky Nugget 
Su bdivisions, 6 lots adjacent to the northweRtern boundary of the state re­
creation area in Section 9, Township 32 North, Range 55 East, and two other 
parcels located in the Twin Bridges area. I 

P, PUBLIC. Public districts are created to apply to land that is owned by a 
governmental agency and is in some form of public use, including open space, 
parks, schools and other public buildings and fa.cilities. The purpose of 
destg nating such land 6.S· "p" on the Zoning Map is to relate the Zoning Map 
to major elements of the actual land use. The 3,934 acre state recreation is , ···1 
zoned "P." 

, 

I 
I 
I. 

as, OPEN SPACE. The open space district is Intended to provide protection 
for Flgricultural areas from urhl\n development of residential subdivisions, and 
to serve as an open space area around the more intensive urban uses. 
Noncommercial seasonal recreation activities not requiring fixed improvements 
are allowed. The minimum lot size within the Open Space District is 10 acres. 
The remainder of the plan area, not previously described, is within the "OS" 
zoning district. 
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POPULATION 

There are C'dTently 38 d\o.relling units on the 25,966 acres of pl:"i ..·,::::.~ Lind 
within thp plan area. These dwelling units could sllppor t. a pOf"da:::icn .:,f 100. 
This figure is in 3ccordance with the C.S. Bureau of the Census - ~evaja 1980 
which indicates that 2.67 is the average number of persons per d---eliing unit in 
Elko County. The maximum number of dwelling units within the plan area 

(' 

'lccording to existing zoning is 3,877 or a population potential of 1G.,35C. This I 

includes an additional 1,280 acres of BLN land that will be prfva::'ely owned 
when the proposed land exchange is completed. 

" 
J 

~tany of the 778 existing lots have more land area than required by existing I
L 

zoning but not enough to maintain the maximum number of dwelling units per 
acres if divided further. 'Therefore, the maximum potential numt~r of d ....relling i'
units per acre for the private land within the entire plan area car-not be I
applied. This is reflected in Table n, Population Potential - E.risting Zoning. , 

TABLE VI 

IalULATlOO POl"ENl'IAL - EXISTI~ zauoo 

I 
IEXISTlOO 

EUIL.IXXJT 
,-

HediWll Density j 

Residential 1 57 1 304 5 2 67 3 .;81 13 I-
\ 

. 
I 

Low Density 
Residential 1 6 006 0 562 31 2.67 1 :00 82 

Low Density 
Residential 2 1 0 827 2 2.67 818 5 

Low Density 
-L__ 

l'l 
Residtmi tal J 0 0 

1,10 0 100 

I 
L I 

1 Existing parcels of 10-40 acres in size.
 

Z Undeveloped private laId in parcels larger than 40 acres in size.
 

J Undeveloped land that will become private after the proposed land
 
exchange is completed. 

I 
LJ 
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TRA..~SPORTATION 

There are approximately 130 miles of roads within the South Fork plan area. 
Because of the rural nature of the area, the status of these roads varies from 
50 miles that are unimproved and undedicated to 10 miles of paved road that is 
maintained by the Nevada Department ot Transportation. This is the Jiggs 
Highway which traverses the "-estern portion ot the plan area. Other classi­
fications of roads include 18 miles that are maintained by Elko County, 33 
miles of dedicated, but unaccepted rights of way, 15 miles of unimproved roads 
that are easements and most of 'Which are non-agency maintained, and ap­
proximately 3.4 miles ot unpaved road that is currently managed by the 
Division of State Parks within the state recreation area. Figure 16, Existing 
Road Classifications, indicates the status and maintenance ot the roads within 
the plan area. 

Only those roads that were being lIDanaged by either the county, the state, or~ 
a federal agency when the South Fork Area Plan was developed are shown in 
Figure 16. All at the roads in the Western Hills and Grindstone Mountain-J 
Subdivisions are right ot way easements, and all ot the roads within the three,	 sections of the Lucky Nugget Subdivision have been dedicated to the county 
bu t were not accepted. . Right of ....ay easements were recorded with the 
parceling of land within Sections 7 and 9, Township 32 North, Range 55 Eat:it.JI 
All other roads within the plan area are unimproved, undedicated, without 

I easements, and generally ot a priImitive condition. 

'"'I As a result ot the reservoir project, a new road was developed across the 
southern portion ot the state recreation area to provide access to the Lucky 

--I Nugget Subdivision because the onginal access will become inundated. , 

, 

The road system within the recrea:.:tion area is a part ot the 1984 Master Plan 
for the South Fork State Recreation Area. Several alternatives were con­

:!1 sidered during the development ot the park master plan to determine the most 
feasible route that would serve as the main access. The "alternative that was 

I considered to be the most economicallj- feasible was a paved access road from 
the Jiggs Highway, approximately one mile north ot its intersection with the 
Twin Bridges road, to the fee-collection station within the park boundary. 

-­ The master plan for the South Fe:rk State Recreation Area was developed on 
the premise ot the main entrance being located near the southern boundary.

I' The park master' plan addresses the need for one entrance in order to properly 
administer security enforcement and have a successtul tee-collection system,.t and calls tor fencing ot the entire park boundary and closure ot the county 
road at the north boundary of the park once the main access road is de­I veloped. 

11 Figure 17 indicates the master-planned circulation pattern tor the state 
recreation area. As the park becomes more tully developed, the circulationII element of that plan wilt' be re-1!valuated. 
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PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES
 

The demand for public facilities and services within the South Fork plan ar-ea 
is very limited at this time because ot the sparse population and rural 
characteristics ot the area. Facilities and services such as schools. recreation. 
police and tire protection. utilities. and waste disposal are addressed below. 

SCHOOLS. At the present time. any school-age children that live within the 
plan area would be bussed to schools in Elko. A new elementary school in 
the Spring Creek area is scheduled to be completed in 1989. The first phase 
of this facility w1ll be completed tor use in the fall of 1988; however. it has 
not yet been determined whether elementary school-aged children from the 
South Fork area would attend that school or continue going to Elko. 

RECREATION. Recreational opportunities within the plan area are orientEd 
toward outdoor activities such as hiking hunting, fishing. and ratting. Tbe 
South Fork State Recreation Area and the area identified by the BLM as tbe 
South Fork Special Recreation Management Area will enhance outdoor rec­
reational activities within the plan area. 

The state recreation area will provide visitors with the opportunity to enjoy 
water-oriented and other outdoor recreational activities. It will have such 
amenities as a boat ramp along the northern shore of the reservoir and a 
marina facility along the southwestern shore. It is estimated that the res­
ervoir will be completed by June 1988. 

The following is a list of services and facilities that the Division of State 
Parks anticipates being included in the marina concession area: 

boat ramp, general store/bait and tackle shop, gas pumps/fuel dock. 
floating boat berths/mooring buoys, dry boat storage. snack bar/deli. 
boat/water craft/recreation equipment rentals. marine sales and services. 
fishing/hunting guide service. RV campground with utility hook-ups. and 
swimming beaches 

Approximately 47 percent of the perimeter of the state recreation area is 
buffered by public lands that are administered by the BLM. Those lands are 
located primarily along the eastern boundary, extending to the Jiggs Highwaz-. 
and the north boundary, with the exception of private lands in the south half 
of Section 3, Township 32 North, Range 55 East." The remaining public lands 
are sparsely intermingled with private lands along the southwestern boundary-. 

The special r"ecreaUon management area identified by the BLM includes the 
South Fork Canyon and a portion of the historic EIIs,.9::J"Ja,m!lton Stage Route 
along the western boundary at the Western Hills Subdivision and lands along 
Tenmile Creek to the South Fork of the Humboldt River. This area is shown 
in Figure 12. The South Fork Canyon Area is the most sensitive area within 
the plan boundary because of its steep slopes, highly erodible soils, and 
flooding potential. The canyon area also provides pre-historic as well as 
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historic values, scenic values, natu ral featu reE, k~y wildlife habit.at., and 
recreational opportunities. The historic Hastings Cut-Off of the California 
Emigrant Trail also follows the river through the canyon. Lanris in theiI Special Recreation Management Area that are man3.gerl by the BLM are inter­
mingled with privat.ely owned lands. The BLM has no jurisdiction over the 

~ privately owned lands. 

'I. 
The BLM is in the initial phase of developing a. m..anagement plan for the 
lands within this area that they administer, envisioning a river launch point,r 
and sanitation facilities in order to enhance water-based recreation. The eJ{F.lct 

,"' location of these amenities is dependent upon negotiations such as eA.sements,
--iii . 

land exchanges, and	 a management agreement with the Division of State Parks. 
-!O.	 Commercial activitIes within this area in relation tn recreational uses may 

occur if there is a demand for such activities, but structural development in 
addition to amenities developed by the BLM will l:e disccuraged.a 

~.	 Camping facilities will not be constructed on BLM-adnlin:.stered lands that are 
within the flood plain of the South Fork Canyon Area downstream from the 
dam.a 
FIRE PROTECTION. The South Fork plan area iE currently served by a fire~ 
protection district that is administered by the Nevada Divison of Forestry in 
accordance with NRS 473.' This fire district was fo~med in order to provideA 
fire protection for the unincorporated portions of Elko County. The Board of 
County Commissioners serves as the board of directcrs ror this district. The~ 
existing fire station that is located in the Tenmile Creek area of the Western 
Hills Subdivision is managed by the Nevada Division of Forestry in cooperation~ 
with Elko County through an inter-local agreement. 

~. 
POLICE PROTECTION. Police protection for the South Fork 1:'lan area is 
currently provided by the Elko County Sheriff's Depart:nent• 

..ii'	 WASTE DISPOSAL. There are no public services 1olOithin the plan area for 
liquid or solid waste disposal. Individual sewage disposal systems are the 

9" 
.~ responsibility of indIvidual property owners and a=e required to meet local 

and state health regulations.! The nearest sanitary land fill is located in the 
~ Spring Creek area approximately three miles east of the intersection of the 

Jiggs Highway and -the Lamoille Highway.	 ­
:if 

UTILITIES. Public utilities within the South Fork area plan are electrical and 
"'8 telephone service. Telephone service is provided .by C.P. National, Inc., and 

electrical service is. provided by Wells Rural Electric Company and Sierra 
.ZI Pacific Power Company•. The service areas and existing power lines as they 

pertain to	 the plan area are shown in Figure 18. 
~ 

:II. 

31 !	 Nevada Administrative Code, Chapter 444. Regulations Governing 
Individual Sewage Disposal Systems, dated July 20, 1982; ad­'-:11 ministered by the Nevada State Division oC Health', Consumer Health 
Protection Services, Carson City, Nevada 89710.]jI 
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SUMMARY OF WORKSHOPS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS
 

During the development of the South Fork Area Plan, four public workshops 
and five public hearings were held. Each workshop and hearing is summari7.ed 
in the chronology below. 

March 11, 1987, Workshop. Information that had been gathered to date was 
presented to the public. That information consisted primarily of existing 
zoning, land ownership, land' use, wildlife habitat, slope classifications, and 
road t:lassifications. The purpose of this workshop was to gather information 
that would be useful in drafting plan goals, objectives and policies. 

June 10, 1987, Workshop. The purpose of this workshop was to gather public 
input during the process of reviewing the goals and objectives that were 
drafted. the first draft of the plan, consisting of those portions of back­
ground information that had been prepared to date, was also made available 
for public review. 

October 3, 1987. Work8hop. The plIrpose of this workshop was to present 
information to the Planning Commission that had been prepared since the Ju ne 
10 workshop, primarily regarding water resources and plan alternatives. 
Access to the state -recreation area was also discussed. The Planning Commis­
sion favored Alternative I as the preferred plan because it was the closest to 
providing a population potential that would be within the estimated amount of 
available water resources. This preference was based on the source of infor­
mation available at that time. The Planning Commission also favored a 
circulation plan that would provide an interim solution to concerns about 
access and allow for the circulation element of the master plan for the state 
recreation area and the South Fork Area Plan to be re-eval~ated at a later 
date. 

The interim solution included considerations by the Division of State Parks to 
install any fee-collection station, at least on a temporary basis, nearer to the 
north access, and re-evaluation of the circulation element of the master plan 
for the state recreation area as -well as the South Fork Area Plan. 

Public Input. Access to the state recreation area was consistently the issue 
that raised the most concern during each workshop, particularly in relation to 
the intent of the park master plan to eventuallY close the existing county road 
at the northern park boundary and develop a permanent main access road near 
the southern boundary, 

Other issues of concern in relation to the master-planned acce88 included fire 
protection and response time, distance from Elko to facilities within the state 
recreation area, and fencing along the new access road serving the Lucky 
Nugget subdivision to deter the p08sibility of free access in that area. 

Members of the public who attended the workshops generally supported the 
goals and objectives as drafted. Emphasis was repeatedly placed on allowing a 
very limited amount of commercial activity within the plan area, and that any 
such activity be compatible with commercial USeS anticipated within the state 
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recreation area. This concept was based on an intent to keep the majority of 
commercial activity within the Elko urban area. The location of any com­
mercial act.ivity within the plan area was a general concern, with an interest 
in limiting the size of any commercial area, being specific about the locRt.ion­
primarily along the Jiggs Highway, and implementing strict enforcement 
measures. 

Other comments received during workshops include the following: 
I
i
LL
 Forty-acre lots in the Tenmile Creek area of the Western lIills Sub­

division to prevent further division at the meadowlands; 

2. Ten-acre lots in the upper portion at the Western Hills Subdivision; 

3. Limit further subdividing within the plan area to parcels not less r-
than forty acres in size: 

4. Limit further subdIviding within the plan 
than ten acres in size: 

area to parcels not less 

5. A need for additional residential lots; 

6. Implement restrictions that would 
stored within public view; 

prevent junked cars from being 

7. A need for fencing 
property owners; 

areas where range cattle create problems for 

8. St.rong favor of open space: 

I,

r
1
i 

\ 

9. Protect meadowlands by discouraging turther parceling: 

L,10. Protect. wildlife on private propert.y; part.icularly in the Tenmile 
Creek area; 

11. Prot.ect aest.hetic values and visual resources; 

12. Protect historic features; 

13. Allow commercial activity on private propert.y abutting the northern 
boundary of the staterecreat.1on area, Including uses such as camp 
sites, boat rentals, boat storage, and a boat. service station in t.he 
Western Hl11e Subdivi8ion; 

14. Opposition to commercial activity being monopolized within t.he state 
recreation area; 

15. Opposition to mobile home parks; 

16. Caution about. potential for spot. zoning; 

[ 
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17. Implement regulations that would prevent improper grading and 
require revegetation and/or reclamation practices; and 

18.	 Opposition to addi~ional private lands being created by the disposal 
of 8LH lands. 

November 4. 1987. Public Hearing. The first public hearing for the purpose of 
'j adopting the South Fork Area- Plan was held by the Elko County Planning 

Commission, with approximately 30 people in attendance. A chronology of the
.1 steps taken prior to that date In relation to the development of the plan was 

su mmarized. Information concerning circulation, natural constraints, limiting
!I factors pertaining to the availability of wa.ter resources, and plan alternatives 

was presented to the public. The location of the permanent main access to
Ii the state recreation area and water resource information were the most critical 

issues of concern during the public hearing.
II 

As for access, at a day meeting on November 4, 1987 the Board of County
11 Commissioners rescinded a 1984 decision to support the location of the main 

entrance to the state recreation area near th.e southern boundary and to dose
~I the existing county road at the north boundary. Further action by the 

Commissioners on November 4 was to (1) improve the county road from theIt Twin	 Bridges tu tn-off to th~ new road that serves the Lucky Nugget sub-
I: -..9).'i-i~~n, a.nd (2) detl!('mine feasibility and public support of a new county­

-	 ";afntamed access eith. in a direct line westward from tHe Jiggs Highway to 
the north park boundary, or improvement of the existing county road. 

Regarding water resources, concerns were raised about the date of the sourcet' 
of information from which the Water Resource section of the plan was 
prepared, and public participants sought an update of that information.1 
Because access and the availability of water resources were key factors inJ 
preparing plan alternatives, the result was a call for a second public hearing. 

J 
March 2. 1988. Publlc HearinJ(. A second public hearing held by the Blko 
County Planning Commission was attended by approximately 35 people.J 
Discussion of the access and water issues resumed after a brief overview of 

;) the process. 

Access to the state recreation area from its northern boundary was supported1 

a 
by the planning commissioners, but because the permanent main access road is 
currently master-planned for the southern area of the park, reference to the 
exact location in the circulation element of this. plan could not be resolved. 

) Until this issue is resolved, the exact location of commercial recreational uses 
could	 not be determined. 

J 
In response to public desire to seek an update of available water resource 

J information, it was reported to the planning commissioners that an official 
update would be extremely costly and time consuming. Detailed presentations 

1 by professionals in the fields of hydrology, geology, engineering, and legal 
issues theorized that the amount of water resources available for residential 

1 use within the plan area is much greater than estimated in the Water Re­
sources section of the plan. Theories were based on field experience, the 
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assumption that the percentage of groundwater recharge i3 considerably 
greater, and that t.he actual amount of daily use is mu~h less than the 
statutory ma~im\lm of 1.800 gallons per day per dwelling unit that can be 
pumped from a domestic well. 

April 27. 1988. Public Hearing. A third public hearing held by the EJko County 
Planning Cc;>mmission was attended by approximately 30 people. A proposal of 
higher densities and more areas of commercial uses was presented. The 
proposal included one-acre. two and one-half to five-acre. and ten-acre parcels 
within the plan area snd four areas of commercial. The proposal repreRented a 
total population potential of approximately 20.000. There was substantial 
public opposition to the development of parcels of less than ten acres in size 
and support for retention of the rural characteristics. agricultural, and open 
space uses. and for protection of the resources. 

The Planning Commission did not support the expansion of commercial land URe 
designations within the plan area and directed the State Land" Use Planning 
Agency to revise the plan to emphasize that no commercial activity should be 
allowed to occur until development of the area supports the demand for such 
uses. 

After reiterating their intent as to the location of-commercial recreational uses 
as specified at the close of the March 2 public hearing, the Planning Commis­
sion adopted the South Fork Area Plan by a unanimous aye vote. 

The plan depicted all private land 'Within the plan area as one dwelling unit 
for each ten acres, with the exception of the Lucky Nugget subdivisions nnd 
areas designated as a "Special Area.'" The latter included all areas identified 
as being prone to flooding and areas within the South Fork Canyon having 
extremely steep slopes. The density factor for lands within the "Special Area" 
was one dwelling unit for each fcrty- acres. 

A certified copy, including the land use plan map, was forwarded to the Board 
of County Commissioners by Resolution No. PC 19-88. recommending that a 
public hearing be held by that body and that the South Fork Area Plan be 
adopted. 

November 15. 1988. Public Hearing. The fourth public hearing was held by the 
Board of County Commissioners and vas attended by approximately 40 people. 
A summary of the plan and an explanation ot the land use plan map as 
adopted by the Elko County Planning Commission were presented. Questions 
were raised about the resolution of the access issue and the location of 
commercial land use designations. Discussions from previous public hearings 
about these issues were reiterated. 

The Board of County Commissioners was requested to consider the designation 
of certain areas for commercial development. The proposal included the 
designation of areas for recreatlon-oriented commercial development on private 
land adjacent to the north and southw-estern boundaries of the state recreation 
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I 
area. It also included the designation pf areas for residential-orientedI 
commercial development along the Jiggs Highway' at its intersection with 
existing roads that provide access to the state recreation area from the northI 
and from the south. 

J 
Action on the adoption of the South Fork Area Plan was tabled until February 
15. 1989. at which time the Board of County Commissioners requested the ElkoI 
Cou nty Planning Commission to consider, possible alternatives that would be 
more compatible with the available resources, natural constraints, availabilityI 
of county services, and the rural characteristics of the area. 

I 
June 21. 1989, Workshop. The Elko County Planning Commission discussed 
alternatives as requested by the Board of County Commissioners, and alterI 
further discussion during their regular meeting on August 23. 1989. reported a 
recommendation. In summary, the Report recommended that CommercialI 
Recreation and Neighborhood Commercial land use designations be eliminated. 
It also recommended that all areas designated as one dwelling unit for eachI 
ten acres be changed to one dwelling unit for each forty acres. The justifica­
tions for these recommendations are included in the Report that appears in theI 
front of the Plan. 

I 
January 17. 1990. Public Hearing. The Board of County Commissioners adopted 

11 the South Fork Area. Plan as recommended by the Elko County Planning 
Commission. 
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FINDINGS~ 

-J 
GENERAL. The development of the South Fork Area Plan is a reBult of the 
intent of the Elko County Planning Commission to protect the "resources as~ 
well as the health, safety, and general welfare of the public'- This action is in 
accordance with the statutory authority of the planning commission and the~ 
ElkoCounty General Plan. Specific findings are listed below: 

! 
1.	 General Plan. A General Plan for Elko County was prepared in 1971 

~	 in accordance with a 1969 contract between Elko County, the State 
of Nevada, and a private consulting firm with financial assistance 
through a federal planning grant. The General Plan provides a basis 
for regulating development '\otithin Elko County, protecting resources, 

~ 

and implementing other measures necessary for effective land use 
planning through the enforcement of a zoning ordinance. 

~ 

~ 
2.	 Nevada Revised Statut-es. NRS 278.170 provides the planning 

~	 commission with the autht.ority to adopt a master plan for all, or any 
part, of the area within their jurisdiction. 

~ 
3. Planning Commission. The Elko County Planning Commission 

.] recognized the increased public interest in the South Fork area 
because of the reservoir and recreational potential, and in keeping 

~	 with the goals of the General Plan, called for the development of an 
area master plan. A geographic boundary for the South Fork Area 
Plan encompassing approximately 88 square miles was established on 
August 27, 1986, and aImended to 92 square miles on January 28, 
1987. 

INVENTORY. An analysis of the in~-ent.ories conducted as a part of the South 
Fork Area Plan concludes that there are certain areas in which development 
should be limited. Those limitations are further described as follows: 

1.	 Hfstoric and Prehistoric Features•. The are~ identified by the BLM 
as the South Fork Special Recreation Management Area includes 
valuable historic and pre-historic features. 

2. Natural Features. There are natural features and sensitive areas 
located mainly in the SO'!Jth Fork Canyon area that include golden 
eagle and prairie falcon nesting areas and fragile land forms. 

3.	 Natural Resources. Availa.ble hydrological information indicates that 
water resources within the plan area are limited. Dense concen­
trations of residential development could adversely affect" ground­
water recharge capabilities. 

4. Natural Constraints. Soil capability and slope "constraints in certain 
areas will limit development capabilities, as will the low-lying areas 
along the South Fork of the Humboldt River, Huntington Creek, 
Dixie Creek, and renmlle Crei!k, which are prone to (looding~ The 
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storage of water in the reservoir could raise the water t.able on 
adjacent lands; however, the extent of infiltration, if any, cannot be i 
determined until "'ater is actually stored in the reservoir. There is \ 

a possibility that this factor, if it occurs, could place limit.1\tions on 
I. 

the location or design of individual sewage disposal systems within '--' 
the low-lying areas of the Lucky Nugget Subdivisi.on at some time in ! 

I ,the future. There are also earthquake faults located in certain 
areas as shown in Figure 5. These (aults are located primarily on 
IFlnds administered by the BLM or in areas where anticipated 
development is relatively sparse. . 
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

LAND USE 

~ Goal. To promote the use of the plan area in the interest 'of e;dsting 
argicultural uses, the rural characteristics of the area, residential needs, and 

~ recreational activities on public lands. 

J	 Objectives. The objectives of the South Fork Area Plan in relation to land 
use are: a 

1. Agricultural. Promote the retention of existing agricultural uses 
:'J including livestock grazing within areas designated as open space. 

J 2. Residential. Promote residential development at a density level that 
is com patible with the ru ral c.haracteristics of the area, public 

~ services, and available resources. 

..1 3. Recreational. Promote the preservation ot existing natural rec­
reational amenities within the South Fork Area as much as possible

J for present and future generations. 

a 
NATURAL	 RESOURCES·1 
Goal. To	 protect the renewable and nonrenewable natural resources within the1 plan area. 

J Objectives. The objectives of the South Fork Area Plan in relation to 
protecting natural resources are:I 

Sensitive	 Areas and Natural Features. Promote .the preservation and:1 protection ot sensitive areas and natu ral teatures. 

1 2. Soils. Promote development practic~s that would_ minimize soil 
:] erosion and discourage disturbances in sensitive areas. 

3. Wildlite. Protect significant wildlite habitat,. including wetlands,~ 
riparian areas, and range lands trom adverse impacts caused by 
incompatible development activities. ...~~ 

4. Water Resources. Protect water resources from pollution byiI 
individual sewage disposal systems or other methods of sewage or 
waste disposal that may adversely atfect the supply of water,I 
protect water supplies from potentially adverse impacts caused by 
the development of future water systems, promote a level of11 

• development· that will be within the avan~bi1ity of the water 
resources in the area, promote the protection ot riparian areas in 
relation to groundwater recharge, and promote water· conservation 

-w practices whenever possible• 
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5.	 Utilization of Natural Resources. Promote utilization of available 
natural resources in a manner least detrimental to other land IIses 
encourage rehabilitation practices in areas disturbed hy the e){~ 
traction of minerals and petroleum products, and promote the 
protection of wildlife and livestock, whenever possible, from 
endangerment caused by extraction operations. 

DEVELOPMENT 
\ 

Goal. To promote development within the limitations of available resources. 
r 

Objectives. The objectives of the South Fork Area Plan in relation to I
I 

development are: 

1.	 Focal Point. Promote development in a manner that will establish 
the South Fork State Recreation Area as the focal cen ter of the 
plan area. 

2.	 Growth Rate and Carrying Capacity. Promote a development i_
i 

pattern that will not jeopardize public services, transportation 
facilities, natu.ral resources, and the overall quality of life within 
the plan area. 

3.	 Development Policies. Develop policies that address the protection 
of natural features, cultural resources, visual resources, open space, 
and enhancement of the quality of lifestyle within the plan area. 

4.	 Circulation. Provide adequate roadways for proper circulation 
within the plan area and promote land use patterns that are 
consistent with the circulation network and availability of public 
services and natural resources. 

5.	 Public Facilities. Promote orderly growth and development of 
public facilities and address future expansion of public services 
including pollee and fire protection, sewage disposal facilities, 
educational facilities, and other community services as warranted by 
development of the area. I ' 

i 
l 

NATURAL HAZARDS 

Goal. To promote protection of the natural resources and the users of the l. 
land from the perils of natural hazards. 

Objectives. The obJectives of the South Fork 'Area Plan in relation to 
natural hazards are: 

1.	 Fire. Provide a fire .protection plan that can be expanded to L 
maintain adequate services as development of the area increases. 

'.L 
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2. Flood. Discourage development in areas that are prcne to flooding 
in order to prevent the loss of lives and property. 

3.	 Earthquake. Provide a method of protecting lives and property 
(rom potential risk caused by seismic activity. 

4.	 Emergency Management. Provide emergency management procedures 
that are in a constant state of readiness in the event that a 
disastrous situation occurs. 

I
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":	 PLAN POLICIES 
I 

AGRICULTURAL 

Continued ngricultural use of mea.dows, irrigated pastures~ and public lands 
and open space for livestock grazing should be encouraged.

~ 

. I 
RESIDENTIAL 

1 
The density of residential deve~opment should be maintained at II level that is 
low enough to preserve the rural characteristics of the area and not beY 
detrimental to the resources. 

J 
Considera.tion should be given 
ditions exist:~ 

1.	 Slopes in excess of 252 
2.	 Fragile land forms 
3.	 Severe soil limitations1 
4.	 Earthquake fault lines 

to limiting densities when the following con­

percent 

:J	 5. Pre-historic and historic values 
6.	 High-density wildlife habitat 

i 
Residential development in areas that have been identified as having a 

~ potential for flooding should be discouraged. 

, i The density of residential deve!optment should be consistent with the land use 
designations for the South Fork Area Plan. 

Only single family dwellfng units should be allowed, and each unit should be 
'-tJ in separate ownership on an individual lot. 

J 
RECREATION 

13 
Areas of. recreational use should be segregated into two categories: (1) the; state recreation areai and (2) the BLM special recreation management area. 

- ~ 
1.	 South Fork State Recreation Area. The state recreation area 

should be the focal point of the. plan area. It shoul4..be buffered 
~ from private development through the encouragement of retaining 

BLM-lldministered lands adjacent to its boundaries in public owner­J ship. 

:JJ 2.	 South Fork Canyon Specla1 Recreation Management Area CBLM). The 
special recreation management area will provide recreational 

~ opportunities such as hiking, trail rides, water-rel~ted activities, or 
other similar uses that would cause minimal impact to the area.1 Commercial enterprises in relation to recreational uses within the 
special recreation management area, such as trail rides, guide.! 
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services, raft rentals or other water oriented uses should be limited 
to lands that are managed by the BLM. Structural development 
within this area should be limited to amenities developed by the 
BLM. 

The exchange of private lands for other lands managed by the BLM 
that are outside the boundaries of the special recreation management 
area should be encouraged in orderlo protect this sensitive area. 

PUBLIC 

The re are two cate gories of public land within the plan area: (1) land 
managed by the BLM, and (2) land managed by the State. 

1.	 Land Managed by the BLH. Management of these lands should 
continue under the multiple use concept and in accordance with the 
1987 Elko Resource Management Plan prepared by the Elko District 
Office of the BLM. Exchanges of private land within the Special 
Recreation Management Area for other land managed by the BLM 
should be encouraged, with the exception of public land adjacent to 
the state recreation area. The land exchange supported by the , 

, 
I.County prior to development of the South Fork Area Plan should 

proceed, but acreage ot public land shOUld otherwise remain con­
stant. i 

I 
2.	 Land Managed by the State of Nevada. These lands will be managed
 

by the Nevada Division of State Parks in accordance with the
 
Master Plan for the South Fork State Recreation Area.
 I 

CIRCULATION l 
As the residential density within the South Fork plan area increases, air 
quality and public health and safety will become more affected by dust r. 
generated by traffic on the urtpaved roads. Consideration should be given to L~ 

addressing thia problem by oiling or paving those roads most heavily travelled 
as the area develops. 

l~ 
Any new roads that are developed within the plan area should be done so in 
consideration of the natural topography and soil constraints in order to avoid 
the potential tor excessive erosion. Further, any future roads should align 
with existing maintained roads .whenever possible In order to provide· a L 

fu nctional pattern of circulation. . 

The circulation pattern of the South Fork Area Plan in relation to the state 
recreation area should be consistent with the park master plan. The Master 
Plan for the South Fork State Recreation Area will be re-evaluated at such 
time as the recreational facilities are more tully developed. 'rhe circulation l.._ 
element· of both plans should be re-evaluated concurrently. 

I 
L.. 
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PUBLIC FACILITIES 

The need for public facilities and services for the plan area, as well as their 
respective locations, must be determined by the rate and location that growth 
nctually occurs. The Rparse development of the plan area at the preRent time, 
whic.h includes approximately 40 single family dwelling units, does· not justify 
the need for additional facilities. However, in order to meet the objectives of 
the plan and promote health, safety, and general welfare of the area, this 
element of the plan should be re-evaluated during periodic reviews of the 
entire South Fork Area Plan. 

Public facilities and services that should be considered in a review process 
include, at a minimum, police and fire protection, water supply, waste disposal, 
utilities, and educational facilities. 

POPULATION 

If all privately owned land is developed according to the land use designations 
of the land use plan map for the South Fork Area Plan, there will be a 
potential population of approximately 3,360 or 1,260 single family dwelling 
units. Population figures in this plan are in accordance with the U.S. Bureau 
of the Census - 1980, which indicates that the average number of persons per 
dwelling unit in Elko County is 2.67. Table VII, indicates acreages of the 
various land use designations and specific figures in relation to dwelling units 
and population potential within the plan area. 

TABLE VII 

Residential 
Desistnation 

DWELLIm UNITS (00) 
Total Acres 10~ 
Acres Per ro Buildout 

EXisting 
Buildout 

Persons 
Per ro 

PCFULATlOO 
1~ Existing 
Buildout Buildout 

Medium 
Densitv 1.457 2 616 5 2.67 1.644 13 

Low 
Density 25.800 40 645 33 2.67 1.722 87 

TOl'AL 1.261 38 . 3.366 100 

The figures in this table do not refle"ct a relationship between population 
potential and water resources. It should be noted that more than 9,000 acre 
feet of groundwater within the plan area have been appJ;'opriated by the State 
Engineer for. irrigation and recreational uses•. It should also be noted that the 
owners of the 778 lots within the plan area that already exist are entitled to 
seek the necessary building permits to develop their lots for single family 
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residential uses. Including the appropriation ot water for these lots, the net 
deficit of groundwater resources is in e:<ccess ot 7,000 acre teet. Therefore, 
increased densities in eJl:cess of the population potential projected in this plan 
could result in negative impacts on the users as well as the resources. 

As development occurs within the plan area, including the buildout of existing 
lots, certain precautionary measures should be taken to guard against ad verse 
impacts on water supply systems that serve existing dwelling units and on the 
water supply as a whole. Methods ot accomplishing these protective measures 
include, but are not necessarily limited to the tollowing: 

1.	 Strict monitoring ot the location ot wells and sewage disposal 
systems in order to minimize any adverse impacts on the ability of 
adjoining land owners to locate their wells and sewage disposal 
systems; 

2.	 ~{onitor wells 6.S development occurs to determine whether adverse 
impacts on existing water supplies have occurred; 

3.	 Coordinate with the State Engineer's office to determine whether 
new information regarding the availability of water resources within 
the plan area is available; and 

4.	 Incorporate any pertinent new information into the plan as soon as 
possible. 

The location ot individual sewage disposal systems and the depth of the water 
table on lots at the lower elevations ot the Lucky Nugget Subdivision in 
Section 15, Township 32 North, Range 55 East, should be carefully monitored 
to determine whether any changes occur a8 a result ot water being stored in 
the reservoir. If changes occur, the plan should be amended to include that 
information. 

State regulations that govern individual sewage disposal systems require such 
systems to be up to 150 feet from streams or water courses, depending on the 
type of system. This would Include the reservoir, the South Fork ot the 
Humboldt River, Huntington Creek, DiXie Creek, and Tenmile Creek. This 
should be taken into consideration during the process of reviewing proposed 
development within _the plan area. 

., .. ':-.-......--­
To insure that the plan goals and objectives are being met, other issues that 
should be considered during the process ot reviewing new proposals for de­
velopment within the plan area should include, but not be limited, to the 
following: 

1.	 Any potential impacts that a proposed development may have on 
public facilities; 

2.	 The location of proposed roads in relation to potential impact to 
sensitive areas and whether such roads are conslstent with the cir ­
culation element of this plan; 
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3.	 Any potential impacts that natural constraints m.:!y have on a 
proposed development, such as flood prone areas or areas of known 
earthquake faults; and1 

4.	 Any potential impact that a proposed development may have on the 
resources', such as areas of key wildlife habitat, riparian areas, 

1	 sensitive areas such as the South Fork Canyon, arees with severe 
soil constraints, cultural resources, or visual resources. 

GENERAL 

Residential development should occur in a manner that will mlnlm:lZe impair­J 
ment to the resources and promote the health, safety, and general welfare of 
the public. Consideration should be given to the following when reviewing 
development proposals. 

1.	 Protection of natural features, cultural resources rural charac­
teristics, visual resources, and open space; 

2.	 Topography nnd other land features; 

3.	 Protection of livestock and wildlife through signing, fencing, and/orI 
cattleguards as necessary; 

4. Minimize soil erosion and vegetative disturbances;.. 
5.	 Minimize stream sedimentation in order to protect resource values, 

including groundwater recharge, riparian areas and \oildlife habitat, 
recreational opportunities, and aesthetic values; 

6.	 Seek additional professional research in relation to hydrology, 
drainage, soil characteristics, geology, archaeology or oth-er fields as 
may be necessary in order to meet plan objectives, when a proposed 
development appears to be detrimental to the resources. fragile or 
sensitive areas, or to the health, safety and general welfare of the 
public; 

7.	 Water supply and sewage disposal systems that- compl,.. with state 
laws;
 

1
 
8. Provision of a continuous supply of water that is of an acceptable

I quality; 

I 9.	 Drainage designs that will prevent damage to properties as well as 
the resources; 

~ 

10. Easements for	 drainage and public purposes such as utilities;I 
. -, 11•	 Design standards for lots, streets, and roads that will minimize 

negative impacts; 

l1li 
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12. Adequa.te legal 
easements; 

access either through dedication or right of way 

13. Consideration or topographical features and public sarety in accor­
dance with state regulations in relation to access trom the Jiggs 
Higbway and the entrance road to the state recreation area; 

14. Limited or prohibited development in areas known to be subject to 
natural hazards unless safe mitigative measures can be taken; 

\ 

15. Method of assuring that sufficient funds will be available to 
complete all necessary Improvements and that the com pletion of 
those improvements wlll be timely; 

16. Flexibility to enter into development agreements with land owners in 
order to minimize impairment to the resources and promote the 
health safety, and general welfare of the public as set forth in the 
Plan Policies. 

.,
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LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 

The pattern of the residential land use designations on the Land Use Plan .Map 
represent a density that is consistent with the rural. agricultural. and open 
space characteristics oC the South Fork plan area and should not be det­
rimental to the resources. The Collowing is a brieC description of the land 
use designations within the plan area and the uses that are intended "for the 
lands within those designations. 

PUBLIC OPEN SPACE. The intent oC this land use designation is to identify 
undeveloped lands that are administered by a governmental agency. All of the 
lands shown on the Land Use Plan Map as It Public Open Space" are lands 
managed by the BLM or lands that will be managed by the BLH once the 
proposed land exchange is consummated. Other private lands that become 
public as the result oC exchanges should be designated as "Public Open Space." 
and other public land exchanged Cor private land should be designated as 
"Low Density Residential." . . 

STATE RECREATION AREA.' The lands shown on the Land Use Plan Map as 
"State Recreation Area" are lands that are owned by the State of Nevada or 
leased by the State from the BLH Cor recreational purposes with the intent of 
a patent being issued. This area will be managed by the Division oC State 
Parks as the South Fork State Recreation Area. 

MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL. The intent oC this designation is to identify 
lands that have been subdivided into parcels that are less than ten acres in 
size. All of the parcels within this designation are near the boundary of the 
state recreation area. The density factor oC two acres for each dwelling unit 
is intended to minimize the potential for Curther development oC this area in 
order to be consistent with the policies oC the South Fork Area Plan. There 
is also a potential Cor resource constraints to place limitations on further 
development of the areas within this designation. Permitted uses within this 
designation should be limited to single Camily residential with incidental 
agricultural uses and home occupations as deCined in the AR, Agricultural 
Residential District. Commercial activity should not be allowed. 

LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL. The intent oC this designation is to identify 
lands within the plan area that are currently being used Cor open space. 
agriculture. or single Camily residential uses. The density factor oC forty acres 
for each dwelling unit will retain the rural and open space characteristics oC 
the plan area and minimize impairment of the resources. Noncommercial 
recreational activities such as hunting, fishing, or other similar uses should be 
allowed within this designation, provided that there are no structural improve­
ments. Commercial activity should not be allowed. 

I 
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PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 

ZONING REGULATIONS. 

Implementation. The p.rincipal means of implementing the plan proposals will 
be through the use and application of Title 4, Zoning Regulations. The zoning 
districts and the regulations of each district will largely determine the uses 
that will occur on the lands within the South Fork Area Plan. Therefore, it is 
important to establish zoning districts that are consistent with the land use 
designations indicated on the Land Use Plan Map. 

Guidelines. For ettective implementation of the plan, the following guidelines 
should be followed: 

1.	 Establish zoning districts that will be consistent with the land use 
designations of this plan; 

2.	 Rezone the areas where existing zoning districts are inconsistent 
with the designations of this plan to zoning districts that are 
consistent; and . 

3.	 Retain consistency between zoning districts and the designations 
within the plan· area. 

Land Use Designations and Zoning Districts. The following is a summary of 
the land use designations and the zoning districts that would be appropriate in 
order to attain consistency with each designation. 

L	 Public Open Space. Zoning districts for lands in this designation 
should be consistent with the open space districts that are described 
in this section as appropriate zoning districts for lands designated as 
Ru ral Residential and Special Area. It is intended that the zoning 
district referred to in this section as the "OS40, Conservation 
Reserve District" would apply to public lands within the Special Area 
designation•. The "OS, Open Space District" would apply to the 
remaining public lands. 

2.	 State Recreation Area. An appropriate zoning district for lands 
within this designation would be the IIp, Public District," which is 
provided for in Title 4, Chapter 6, of the Elko County Zoning 
Regulations. 

3.	 Medium Densit,.. Residential. An .appropriate zoning district for lands 
in this designation would be "AR-2, Agricultural Residential." This 
would require a minor revision to the "AR,· Agricultural Residential 
District" as provided in Title 4, Chapter 6, of the Elko County 
Zoning Regulations. The minimum parcel size in this zoning district 
should not be less than two acres. Any existing parcels within this 
zoning district that are less than two acres would be considered as 
"legal non-conforming lots," and would have the same rights of 
development as two-acre parcels within the same- district• 
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5.	 Low Density Residential•. An appropriate zOIJing district for lands 
within this designation would be an open space district that would 
protect areas where resource constraints limit the distribution and 
density of residential development. This would require the establish­
ment of an "OS40, Conservation Reserve District." The minimum 
parcel size in thls zoning district should not be less t.han torty 
acres. Any existing parcels ,,;thin this zoning district that are less 
than torty acres would be considered as "legal non-conforming lots," 
and would have the same rights of development as forty-acre parcels 
within the same district. 

Combined Districts. There are four "'Combined Districts" as defined in Title 4, 
Chapter 7, of the Elko County Zoning Regulations that may be appropriately 
applied to the South Fork Area Plan. Those districts are (1) "FG, Fish and 
Game Critical Areas," (2) "FP, Flood Plain Districts," (3) "GW, Groundwater 

l
r 

Districts," and (4) "ML, Meadowlands Districts." Those districts are further 
described as follows: 

I ~ 
1.	 "FG, Fiah and Game Critical Areas." The intent of these districts is 

to establish recognition o€ designated areas of wildlife habitat that i I 
provides nolice to prospective developers and land owners that 
special planning considerations are required In such areas. 

2.	 "FP, Flood Plain Dlstrict.s." The intent of these districts is to 
establish recognition of flood plain areas in order to provide notice 
to prospective developers and land owners that flooding may be I 
expected in given aree.s. 

3.	 "GW. Groundwater Districts." The intent ot these districts is to lJestablish recognition of a groundwater condition that provides notice 
to prospective developers and land owners that a specific condition 
may be expected in a given area. 

4.	 "ML. Meadowlands." The purpose of these districts is to establish 
recognition of a meadowland designation for specific agricultural 
lands. 

SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS.	 I 
I ' 

Implementation. The arrangement of land uses within the South Fork Area 
Plan will involve the application of Title 5, Subdivision Regulations. Effective I 

use ot these regulations should pro....-ide the following:	 -J 

1.	 Lots of sufficient size and appropriate deaign for the use intended; 

2.	 Preservation of environmental aBaets; 

3.	 Densities of land uses colJlllDensurate with the natural capabilities ot 
the land; 

4.	 An aesthetically pleasing environment; l. 
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5.	 Streets and highways with adequate width, locatIon and design; and 

6.	 The necessary improvements to protect the health, safety, and 
general welfare of the public. 

Consistency. The subdivision regulations and the Plan Policies of the South 
Fork Ares Plan are generally consistent; therefore, only minor, if any, changes 
in those regulations would be necessary for proper implementation of The Plan. 

GENERAL IMPLEMENTATION. 

General Policies. Depending on the type of development that is proposed 
within the plan area, zoning and subdivision regulations may not thoroughly 
provide the avenue or implementation, that is intended in the plan. If this 
occurs, implementation should be made with reference to the General Policies 
e:tr"the South Fork Area Plan whenever possible. 
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SPECIFIC STATUTORY PROVISIONS 
~ 

.-a The basic statutory provisions are specified in Part I of this pla.n. The 
following statutes pertain speciCically to procedural requirements in developing1 the plan as well as adoption and implementation. 

11 NRS 278.160 specifies that the master plan include certain subject matter, or 
portions thereof as appropriate, from which the basis for the physical de­I velopment	 of an area may be made. Included in those elements is a land use,	 plan, which is defined in NRS 278.160 (e) as an inventory and classification of 
natural land types and of existing land cover and uses, and comprehensive 
plans for the most desirable utilization of land•..J 
NRS 278.170 provides the planning commission with the authority to adopt a1 master plan for all, or any part, ot the area within their jurisdiction. This 
statutory authority is pertinent to the development of the South For~ Area 

~ Plan. 

J NRS 278.180 requires the planning commission to notify the school district,	 when the development ot a master plan includes community design. This is to 
insure that school sites are adequately and properly located. The community 
design element of a master plan is defined in NRS 278.160 (a) as standards andJ 
principles governing the su bdivision of land and suggestive patterns for 
community design and development.1 

NRS. 278.210 pertains to the procedures tor adoption of a master plan by the 
planning commission. The planning commission must hold at least one public 
hearing prior to adopting a master plan, and at least ten days prior to the 
hearing, publish a notice in a newspaper of general circulation. Adoption of a 
master plan by the planning commission must be done by a resolution which 
refers expressly to the maps, descriptive matter, and other ma.tter intended to 
constitute the plan. The action taken by the planning commission must then 
be recorded on the map, plan, and descriptive matter by the identifying 
signatures of the secretary and chairman. An attested copy of the master plan 
is then certified to the governing body for its consideration. 

" 

NRS 278.220 sets forth the requirements for the governing body when adopting 
a master plan. The governing body must also hold at least one public hearing 
and publish a notice in a newspaper in the same manner as prescribed for -the 
planning commission. - . Endorsement and certification of the master plan as' 
adopted by the planning commission establishes a plan to conserve and 
promote public health, safety, and general welfare. Any changes in the. master 
plan must be referred back to the planning commission tor a report. Failure 

-- of the planning commission to attest the changes and report to the governing 
body within 40 days, or a longer period of time as' designated, constitutes 
approval of the changes. . 
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NRS 278.230 addresses the master plan being put into effect by the governing 
body. Upon a recommendation by the planning commission, the governing body 
shall determine reasonable and practical means or putting the master plan into 
effect in order to serve as a pattern and guide for orderly physical growth 
and development which will cause the least amount of natu'ral resource 
imp"airment, and is a basis for the efficient expenditure of funds the,reof 
relating to the subjects ot the master plan. The governing body may adopt 
and use such procedures as may be necessary for t.his purpose. 

[ i 
NRS 278.240 requires the planning commission to approve acquisition or 
abandonment of streets, parks, open space, etc., end construction of public" 
buildings in an area that has an adopted master pla.n. 

NRS 278.260 provides statutory authority to the governing body to amend the 
boundaries ot zoning districts and zoning regulations- This would be applicable 
in thp. event the South Fork Area Plan constitutes the need for such amend­
ments. 
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TABLE VIII 

PHYSICAL LOC.ATICIf 00' son, ASSOCIATIOOS Page 1 of 2 

.......
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, A1.'.tJVTAr, --- Pf ,~ 

Peidilr:mt 
Sloping 

Fan Fana 
Diaaected Inaet 

P'ana I Fans 
Renants 
(FIlN!I\ Pl ... inA 

Fan 
~, 

;)A.L.&.' ~ - Flood 
PlAin.. 

Axial 
" .. 

110 0 11 b 
1419 ~ -ll- -.L\.J.L 
illi2 b 
2CIf) 

222 8. b a 
226 b 8. 

, a 
22a 8. b a.b b 
261 
291 a b a 
323 ~ b b 
324 
325· ~ 

37R III ~ c 
442 a 
489 
490 c A c 
491· 8. 

710 
813 c 
839 b b c a 
972 ~ 

973 

oorE: See Table XI for description of soil series b t arxiat c. 



PHYSICAL LOCATIOO OF SOn. ASSOCIATICNS Page 2 of 2 
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Jrru,S 

Rill. Low Inl 
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b 
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152 b b c a 
206 b.c b a b 
222 b _b I 
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226 b a 

28 a 
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323 .. a b 
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325 & e 
3'18 b c 
442 '. 
4B9 c 
4'90 b 
491 b 
'110 & b 
813 a 
839 
972 a b b 
973 a 

tCI'E: See Table XI for description of soil series a, b, and c. 
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OJ TABLE IX 

-, . SOIL DEPrnS Page 1 of 1 
; ..... 

Soil Very Moderately Very 
Association Shallow Shallow Deep Deep Deep 

110 b,e a 

149 a,b 

152 ale b 

206 b,e a 

222 e a,b 

226 b a 
. : 

228 a,b 

• I 

~ 

261 

291 

a ble 

a,b 

323 a e b 

324 a,b 

325 alb e 

378 a,b e 
~ 

442 a 
~ 

489 a,e b 
~ 

490 a,e b 
~ 

_.~--= 

491 b ·a 
~ 

710 a b 
.~ 

813 a,e b 
~ 

839 a,b,c
1J 

972 b:J 
973 a~ 

NOTE: See Table XI for description of soil series a, b, and c.~. 
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TABLE X 

SOIL aIARACl'i1USTIQ; Page 1 ot 3 

00 
to.) 

~- .­AI .lJV 11_ 

- -Hv toe.Y u -' Silty ~1t'_ t"'1WW61 - . DoltWite w..esttoe 
110 -b - b 
149 A 

152 b 
206 a a,c 
222 b b A -.a 
226 b A a 
228 b A a 
261 a b 
291 
323 b 
324­ b 
325 e b 
378 c b b 
442 a a 
489 c 
490 b 
491 b 
710 a b 
813 a a 
839 C a.c 
972 a.b 
973 a 

NOTE: See Table XI tor description ot soil series a, b, and c. , 
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SOIL aIARACl'mISTICS Page 2 of 3 

03 
~. 

-

Igneous Kixed. T__ 
·tA Rhvnl\te Rocks Rocks ('0.. ' 

_ A_ -
110 c a.c 
1 
1 8. c 
21 b 
222 A. c 
226 h A. 

228 8. 

261 b b 
291 a.b . 
323 r!. c 
324 
325 r!. 

378 a a 
442 
489 c c 
490 a.b b' a.c 
491 a a b 
710 
A13 t"! c 
A39 b 

07~ n , . .... Q.-., .. rrtta:=zc 

973 
! Q-'-.7'­

NOTE: See Table XI for description of soil series a, b, and c. 



SOIL atARAC"l'ImSTICS Page 3 ot 3 

CD 
.c-­

\KVr.Amc 

Sedi~ta17 Mixed Volcanic . - . - -­ cn...l_ Silt ~Hl 'I\t:f~ ~.'1 ,; ,.. Ash 
110 c 
149 8. 

152 a 
206 ·b b 
222 a 
226 a 
228 . a b 
261 c: a c 
291 b 
323 . 8.' b c 
324 '8." 

325 It. 

378 c a 
442 
489 
490 a 
491 It. 

710 
813 c· 
839 
972 c 
973 

oorE: See Table XI tor description of soil series a, b, and c. 
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TABLE XI 

MAJOR SOIL ASSOCIATIONS 

} 
Symbol 

110 

Field Name and Characteristics 

Moranch-Ocala-Oravada Association 

a. Moranch. The Moranch series consists at 
d rained soils formed in alluvium from mixed 
fan skirts. 

very 
rock 

deep, well 
sources on 

1• 

b. 

c. 

Ocala. The Ocala series consists oC deep, somewhat poorly 
drained soils formed in mixed silty alluvium from various rocks 
on floodplains and low stream terraces. 

Orvada. The arvada series consists of deep, well drained soils 
on alluvial Cans formed in alluvium from mixed rocks and loess 
high in volcanic ash. 

149 Kelk-Sonoma Assqciation 

a. Kelk. The Kelk series, £looded phase, consists of very deep, 
well or moderately well drained soils formed in silty alluvium 
from volcanic sources on floodplains, alluvial plains and 
drainages. 

' 

b. Sonoma. The Sonoma series, drained phase, consists of very 
deep soils formed in alluvium on floodplains. 

152 Dewar-Zevadez-Puett Association 

a. Dewar. The Dewar series consists at shallow, well drained 
soils formed in mixed silty alluvium, old marine sediments and 
loess on dissec~ed terraces. . 

b. Zevadez.· The Zevadez series consists of very deep,. well 
drained soils formed in mixed alluvium on fan piedmont 
remnants, hills and plateaus. 

c. Puett. The Puett series consists of shallow, well drained soils 
formed on terrace back slopes in material weathered from 
tuffaceous sandstone. . 

206 Hopeka-Grfna-Izod Association 

a. Hopeka. The Hopeka series consists of very shallow, well 
drained soil formed ·in material weathered trom .doiomite and 
limestone on mountain slopes. 
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b.	 Grina. The Grina series consists of shallow, well drained soils 
formed in residuum weathered from siltstone, shale and 
tuffaceous sandstone on low hills, mountain ridges and dis­
sected terraces. 

c.	 Izod. The hod series, cobbly phase, consists of shallow, 
somewhat excessively drainedsotls t.hat formed in residuum 
weathered from limestone on low hills. I~ 

222 Enko-Zevadez-Puett Association	 I 

a.	 Enko. The Enko series consists of very deep well drained soils 
formed in mixed loamy alluvium mainly from basalt, ryolite 
sandstone conglomerate and tutt along drainages, dissected 
alluvial 'fans and terraces. 

b.	 Zevadez. The Zevadez series consists of very deep, well 
drained soils formed in mixed alluvium on fan piedmont 
remnants, hills and plateaus. 

c.	 Puett. The Puett series consists of shallow, well drained soils 
formed qn terrace back slopes in material weathered from 
tuffaceous sandstone. 

226 Enko-Rad Association 

a.	 Enko. Refer to Symbol 222a. 

b.	 Rad. The Rad series consists of deep, well drained soils 
formed in loess and loamy alluvium on t.erraces and alluvial 
fans. 

228 Enko-Kelk Association, flooded	 L. 
a.	 Enko. Refer to Symbol 222a. t: 
b.	 Kelk. The Kelk series, flood phase, consists of very deep, well 

. or moderately well drained soils formed in silty alluvium from 
volcanic sources on floodplains, alluvial plains and drainages. 

261 Linkup-Roca-Vanwyper Association 

a.	 Linkup. The Linkup, cobbly phase, consists of shallow, well 
drained solls formed in residuum and alluvium from tuff and 
basalt. I 

I 
t. 

b.	 Roce.. The Roca series, graveU,.. phase, consists oC moderately 
deep, well drained soils formed in residuum from quartzite, 
conglomerate and sandstone. 
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c.	 Vanwyper. The Vanwyper series consists of moderatp.ly dep.p, 
well drained soils that formed in residuum weathered from 
various volcanic and sedimentary rocks on sidcslopes of low 
hills, uplands, and dissected alluvial terraces. 

291 . T.weba-Moranch Association 

a.	 Tweba. The Tweba series, moderately wet phase, consists of 
very r;:!eep soils that have altered drainage. They form in 
alluvium from mixed rock sources on floodplains and inset fans. 

b.	 Moranch. The Moranch series consists of very deep, well 
drained soils formed in alluvium from mixed rock sources on 
fan skirts. 

323 Grina-Kelk-Orovada Association 

a.	 Grina. The Grina series, gravelly phase, consists of shallow, 
well drained Roils .formed in residuum from tuffaceous sedi­
ments. They are on low hills. 

b.	 Kelk. The Kelk series consists of very deep, well drained soils 
formed in silty alluvium mainly from volcanic sources on 
remnant floodplains, dissected fans and terraces. 

c.	 Orovada. The Orovada series consists of deep well drained 
soils on allu·vial fans, formed in alluvium from mixed rocks and 
lo~ss high in volcanic ash. 

324 Grina-Samor Association 

a.	 Grina. Refer to Symbol 323a. 

b.	 Samar. The Samor series consists of shallow, well drained soils 
that formed in residuum from limestone on hills. 

325 Grina-Karpp-Rad AssociatiC?n. 

a.	 Grina. Refer to Symbol 323a. 

b.	 Karpp. The Karpp series consists of shallow, well drained soils 
that formed in alluvium from mainly limestone. . 

c.	 Rad. The Rad series consists of deep, well drained soils 
formed in loess and 10amT alluvium on terraces and alluvial 
fans. 

87 



378 Chiara-Spilock-Kelk Association 

a.	 Chiara. The Chiara series consists of shallow, well drained 
soils formed in alluvium froGl mixed rocks and loess with large 
amounts of volcanic ash on a.lluvial fans. 

b.	 Spilock. The Spilock series consists of shallow, well drained 
soils that formed in allu~ium from limestone and conglomerate 
on alluvial ballena sideslopes. 

c.	 Kelk. The Kelk series consisf.s of very deep, well drained soils 
formed in silty alluvium mainly from volcanic sources on 
remnant floodplains, dissected fans and terraces. 

442 Devilsgait-Crooked Creek Complex Association 

a.	 Devilsgait. The Devilsgait senes, gravelly substratum phase, 
consists of very deep, very poorly drained soils that formed in 
a silty alluvium/gravelly alluvium on floodplains. 

489 Hunnton-Wieland-Bfoya Association 

a.	 Hunnton. The Hunnton series consists of moderately deep, well 
drained soils that are formed in loamy alluvium mainly from 
igneous flows, limestone, conglomerate and andesitic tuff on 
dissected alluvial fans and terraces. 

b.	 Wieland. The Wieland series consists of very deep, well 
drained soils formed in mixed alluvium from volcanic and 
sedimentary bedrock on dissected fans and terraces. 

c.	 Bioya. The Bioya series consists of moderately deep, well 
drained soils formed in loess over residuum from basalt and 

. other igneous rocks on uplands. 

490 Orovada-Bioya-Haybourne Association 

a. Orovada. The Orovada Jeries consists of deep, well drained [­
soils on alluvial fans, formed in allu,.rium from. mixed rocks and I 

loess high in volcanic ash. 
\ ­

b.	 Bioya. Refer to Symbol 489c. 

c.	 Haybourne. The Haybourne series consists of deep, well 
drained soils formed in alluvium tram mixed rocks. They are 
on nearly level to strongly sloping alluvial fans. 

IL __ 

491 Orovada-Puet.t Association 
l.~ 

a.	 Orovada. Refer to Symbol 490a. 

l 
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b.	 Puett, The Puett series, cool phase, consists of shallow, well
"jI drained soils that formed in mixed colluvium and alluvium from 

calcareous sandstone and limestone.
-::J 

710 SRmor-Pcrrone-Rock Outcrop Association 
~ 

a.	 Samor. The Samor series consists of shallow, well drained soils 
~ formed in residuum from limestone on hills. 

--~ b.	 Porrone. The Porrone series consists of very deep, well 
drained soils that formed hl colluvium from mainly limestone"3 rocks on sideslopes of hills. 

~ 813 Spi1ock-Goch~a-Chiara Association 

m a.	 Spilock. The Spilock series consists of shallow, well drained 
soils that formed in alluvium from limestone and conglomerate

~ on alluvial ballena sideslopes. 

IIJI b.	 Gochea. The Gochea (Bedrock substratum phase) consists of 
deep, well drained soils formed in alluvium from mixed sources"til on sideslopes of foothills. 

F1I c.	 Chiara. The Chiara series consists of shallow, well drained 
soils formed in alluvium from mixed rocks and loess with largem 
amounts of volcanic ash on	 alluvial fans• 

.~ 

839 Wocfu s-Tweba-Devilsgait Association 

:til 
a.	 ~';oofus. The Woofus series consists of very deep, very poorly 

drained soils that formed in silty alluvium. They occur onU 
axial	 stream floodplains.

:D. 
b.	 Tweba. The Tweba series moderately wet phase, consists of 

Yery deep soils that have a1tered drainage. They form in 
alluvium from mixed rock sources on floodplains and inset fans. 

·'1tJ c.	 Devilsgait. the Devilsgait series, gravelly substratum- phase, 
ttJ	 consists of· very deep, very poorly drained soils that formed in 

a silty alluvium on floodplains. 
m 

972 Izod-Porrone-Chiara Association 
·cm 

a.	 lzod. The !zod series consists at shallow, somewhat excessively 
m	 drained, soils that torm in residuum. weathered from limestone 

on low hills.-=m. 
b.	 Porrone. The Porrone series consists of Yery deep well drained

OJ­	 soils that formed In colluvium from mainly limestone rocks on 
sideslopes of hills.

O! 
.,g. 
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c.	 Chiara. The Chiara series consists oC shallow, well drained 
soils Cormed in alluvium from mixed rocks and loess with large 
amounts oC volcanic ash on alluvial fans. 

973 fzod-Rock 

a.	 Izod. 

Outcrop Association 

Refer to Symbol 972a. 

f 
L 

r' 

I 
I 

f 

[. 

[ 

f_ 

l
 

l
 
Source or Information:	 SoU Conservation Service, United States Department 

of Agriculture L 
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WATER RESOURCE INFORMATION
 

The following is a procedural explanation of each column in Table III of the 
Water Resources section of the South Fork Area Plan. 

Column 
Number Explanation 

1 Total acres within each subarea. 

2 Percentage that each subarea is of the entire groundwater basin 
(Column 1 divided by Column 16). 

3 Estimated amount of 
times Column 17). 

groundwater within each subarea (Column 2 

4 Acre feet of groundwater within each subarea divided by 2.02, which 
is the figure used to determine the amount of water used annually 
for each dwelling u nit. The estimated number of dwelling units in 
this column is the total number of dwelllng units that the subarea 
would support without consideration to existing lots or other uses 
such as irrigation or recreation. 

5 Total acres of each subarea divided by the number of dwelling units 
in Column 4. 

6 Acres of lands within each subarea that are managed by the BLM. 

7 The acres of BLM land within each subarea divided by the number of 
acres per dwelling unit in Column 5. 

8 The number of dwelling units in Column 7 multiplied by 2.02. 

9 The acres of land 
recreation area. 

within each subarea that is within the state 

10 The acres of land within the state recreation area divided by the 
number of acres per dwelling unit in Column 5. 

11 The number of dwelllng units in Column 10 multiplied by 2.02. 

12 Acres of private land within each subarea. 

13 Acres of private land divided by the number of acres 
. unit in Column 5. 

per dwelling 

14 The number of dwelling units in Column 13 multiplied by 2.02. 

15 Name of the groundwater basin in which each subarea is located. 
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Column 
Number Explanation 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

Nu mber of acres within the entire groundwater basin, according to 
the reconnaissance report used to develop the Water Resources 
Section of the plan. 

Total estimated amount of annual groundwater recharge as 
referenced in the reconnaissance report. . 

Number of existing lots within each subarea. 

The number of existing lots in Column 18 multiplied by 2.02. 

Acre feet of groundwater within each subarea that has been 
appropriated for irrigation. 

The number of acre feet in Column 20 divided by 2.02. 

Acre feet of groundwater in each subarea that has been appropriated 
for recreational use. 

The number of acre feet in Column 22 divided by 2.02. 

The total acre feet of groundwater appropriated within each subarea. 
This is based on the following: (1) existing lots of record; and (2) 
permits that are of record In the State Engineer's Otfice. The status 
of those permits varies. Some have been certificated while others 
are pending proof of beneficial use. 

The total number of acre feet in Column 24 divided by 2.02. 

The total number of acre feet appropriated (Column 24) subtracted 
from the number of acre feet in Column 3. 

The total· numb~r of dwelUng units in Column 25 subtracted from the 
number of dwelling units in Column 4. 

[ 
I 

I 

I 
L 

I
 
l. 
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~ , TABLE XII 

S~IFIC LAND ~P 

Within Adjacent to, Ownership Plan Boundary Plan Boundarr Revised Acreage 1 

;..J Bureau of Land Management , State of Nevada 

;Ja McMullen, H.R. and C.R. 

Corta, Alice and RayI 

, 
., Corta, Alice 

',--I Corta, Ray 

Carpenter, J.C. and R.S. 

~ Carpenter, John C., Jr. 

r Tomera, Yole 

r"'J Julian Tomer~ Ranches, Inc. 

\1 Tomera, Julian and Half isa , 
Lynx Enterprises 

~ Southern Pacific Land Co. 

r LOS, Humboldt Stake 

"1 American Land Realty
 
(210 lots) .


J 
Security Bank of Nevada


i (30 lots)
 

~ other Private Lands 

29,400 28,120 

3,354 2 

3,200 320 

320 1,920 

1,920 

690 1,970 

1,875 

940 

2,400 

640 

1,760 

640 1,280 

1,280 

1,120 1,740 

640 

640 640 

7.901 

I TOrAL .	 58,729 

~ 

1	 1hese figures represent acreages within the plan botmdary a.fter the ,I land	 exchange is completed. 

2	 1his is the entire acreage of private land th8.t w.s PJrchased for the 
reservoir and state recreation area •.J 
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LA.:.'iD USE PLAN 

ALTERNATIVE I - PREFERRED PLAN 

PLAN PROPOSAL. 

Public Open Space. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative I in this category are lands managed by the BLM. The density 
factor for these lands is zero. 

State Recreation Area. The la.nds shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative I in this category are lands that are owned by the State of Nevada 
or leased by the State from the BLM for recreational purposes with the intent 
of a patent being issued. This area will be managed by the Division of State 
Parks as the South Fork State Recreation Area. The density factor for these 
lands is zero. 

Proposed Land Exchange. The lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative I in this category are the lands involved in the proposed exchange 
of BLH lands for private lands. For purposes of this plan, ownership of those 
lands is considered to be the same as it would be it the land exchange was 
finalized. The density factor is addressed in the applicable land use des­
ignations. 

Medium Density Residential. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map 
for Alternative I in this category are the existing lots that· are less than ten 
acres in size. The density factor for these lands is proposed as two acres per 
dwelling unit. 

Low Density Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Al­
ternative I in this category are the remaining private lands within the plan 
area that include parcels 10 to 40 acres in size as well as large parcels of 
undeveloped land, with the exception of those lands designated as Limited 
Residential. The density factor for the lands designated as Low Density 
Residential is proposed as 40 acres per dwelling unit.· 

Limited Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Alternative I 
in this category are lands within Hydrographic Subarea B that have been 
subdivided beyond the estimated amount of available water resources. The 
density factor for these lands is proposed as 160 acres per dwelling unit. 

Commercial Recreation. Lands along the Jiggs Highway in the vicinity of the 
new access road to the state recreation area are designated on the land use 
plan map for Alternative I as ComllDerclal Recreation. It is proposed that 
commercial uses in this area be !=ecreation-oriented uses that will be com­
patible with the state recreation area and available resources as well as being 
conducive to the rural characteristics and natural features of the area. 
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, Neighborhood Commercial. It is the intent of this plan that areas be des­
ignated as ~ei~hborhood Commercial oni...,- at such t.ime as there is adequate 
residential de~:e[opmer,t to ~u pport sllch uses. The exat:t location of lands 
within this designation should b~ detet'mined aL that time; therefore, no 
Neighbot·hu:.)d. Comn::erciai designation is shown on the land lise plan map fOt· 
Alternative [. 

Population Potential. The maximum population potential \"'ithin the South Fork 
plan area \o,"ould be 3,130 if all of the private land is developed in accordance 
with the land use designations as shown" on the land use plan map for' Alter­

1'1 native I. 

According to available information regarding water resources, it is estimated 
that there is sufficient amount of water to support a potential population of 
2,900. This takes into consideration ·the existing lots that have been developed 
beyond the estimated amount of available water within Hydrographic Subarea B. 
Table XIII reflects information concerning population potential for Alternative 
1. 

TABLE XIII
 
PCl'ULATl~ POl»ll'I.AL
 

ALTmNATIVB I - PREhmcm PLAN
 

DWELLn«nJHITS (00) PG'ULATl~ 

KmS 100% WATm EXISTIMl PmSCM 100% WATm EXISfnlJ 
ro II 

, j 
Public 31,414 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hedilft Densit,.
 
Residential 1,457 2 616 616 5 2.67 1,644 1,644 13
 

Low Densit,.
 
Residential 21,278 40 531 507 33 2.67 1,417 1,354 87
 

L1Jlited 
Residential 4,240 160 30 O· 0 2.67 80 0 0

it 
C<laInercial 
Recreation 40 0 0 1 Q 0 0 2 . 0 r 

0 

00 

-, 
=­

I 

• 
I 

• 
~ 
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LAND USE PLAN 

ALTERNATIVE II - VERY LOW DENSITY~l 

111 
PLAN-PROPOSAL 

~I 
Public Open Space. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative II in this category ar.e lands managed by the BLM.· The density= ill 
factor for these lands is zero. 

cgl 
State Recreation Area. The lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative II in this category are lands that are owned by the State of~ 
Nevada or	 leased by the State from the BLM for recreational purposes with 

g	 the intent of a patent being issued. This area will be managed by the Division 
of State Parks as the South Fork State Recreation Area. The density factor 
for these lands is zero.=--ill 
Proposed Land Exchange. The lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative II in this category are the lands involved in the proposed exchange=­--•. of BLM lands for private hi.nds. For purposes of this plan, ownership of those 
lands is considered to be the same as it would be if the land exchange was 

~ finalized. The density factor is addressed in the applicable land use des­

• ignations. 

Medium Density Residential. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map=­ for Alternative II in this category are the existing lots that are less than ten 
acres in size. The density factor for these lands ie proposed as two acres per

-J! dwelling unit. 

• 
~ Low Density Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Alter­

native II in this category are lands that have been subdivided into parcels of 
~ 10 to 40 acres in size. The density factor for these lands is- proposed as 40 

acres per dwellin-g unit• 

• 
Limited Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Alternative II 

~ in this category are undeveloped large parcels of private lands. The density 
factor for these lands is proposed as 160 acres per dwelling unit• 

Commercial Recreation. Lands along the Jiggs Highway in the vicinity of the 
new access road to the state recreation area are designated on the land use 
plan map for Alternative II as Commercial Recreation. It Is proposed that.. ~ 

commercial uses in this area be recreation-oriented uses that will be com­
patible with the state recreation area and available resources as well as beingq conducive to the rural characteristics and natural f.eatures of the area. 

~ Neighborhood Commercial. It is the intent of this plan that areas be des­
ignatedas Neighborhood Commercial only at such time as there is adequate

~ residential development tostipport such uses. The exact location of lands 
within this designation should be determined at that timej therefore, no 

~ Neighborhood Commercial designation is shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative II. 

~ 
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Population Potential. The maximum population potential within the S·outh Fork 
plan ...·ould be 2,380 if all of the private land is developed in accordance with 
the land use designations as shown on the land use plan map fer .':'-.lte!"natlve I. 

II. 

.-\ccordin~ to available information regarding ·...·ater resources, it is estimated 
that there is a sufficient amount of water to support a potential population of 
2,900.' This takes into consideration the existing lots that have been de'\.-eloped 
beyond the estimated amount of available water within Hydrographic Subarea B. 
Table XIV reflects information concerning population potential for .;!...lternative 
II. 

TABLB XIV r-'
Kl'ULATICIf romn'IAL 

AI.TmlATIVE II - vmT LOI DfN:lITY 

DWELLn«l tJKITS (00) ~ 

AoC:Rm lOOlC WATER lOOlC IOO:!R OOSTI1'«J 

Public 31, 474 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hed1UIII Dens i t,. 
Res idential 1.457 2 616 616 5 2.67 1.6.... 1,3:44 13 

Low Density 
Residential 6,286 40 157 125 33 2.67 418 J34 ez 

Linlited 
Residential 19,232 160 119 3J3 0 2.67 317 E:>Q 5 \ 

ConIIIerclal 
Recreation 

Ri~t of Way 
.~IIIl!!.m 

40 0 0 1 0 

0 

0 0 2 

0 

0 

0 

L 

<l 
. ';/'1 
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LAND USE PLAN 

ALTERNATIVE III - LOW DENSITY 

PLAN PROPOSAL 

Public Open Space. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map for
 
Alternative III in this category are lands managed by the BLM. The density
 
factor for these lands is zero.
 

State Recreation Area. The lands shown on the land use plan map for
 
Alternative III in this category are lands that are owned by the State of
 
Nevada or leased by the State from the BLM for recreational purposes with
 
the intent of a patent being issued. This area will be managed by the Division
 
of -State Parks as the South Fork State Recreation Area. The density factor
 
for these lands is zero.
 

Proposed Land Exchange. The lands shown on the land use plan map for
 
Alternative. III in this category are the lands involved in the proposed ex­

change of BLM lands for private lands. For purposes of this plan, ownership
 
of- those lands is considered to be the same as it would be if the land
 
exchange was finalized. The density factor is addressed in the applicable land
 
use designations.
 

Medium Density Residential. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map 
I_ 

for Alternative III in this category are the existing lots that are less than ten 
acres in size. The density factor for these lands is proposed as two acres per 
dwelling unit. e 
Rural Residential. This category would be added by this alternative. There 
are two areas in this category as shown on the land use plan map for Alter­ [ 
native III: (l) Lands within the Western Hills Subdivision in the Tenmile 
Creek area that are adjacent to BLM land to the east and south of the 
subdivision. This would result in an increase in density within this 640-acre Larea of 48 dwelling units from: the existing 26 if no further development 
occurre-d. This represents an increase in population of 128, -which is nearly 
three times that of the existing density for that 640-acre area. This would 
also result in an increase in traffic, which in turn would affect air quality 
unless roads in that area are paved. Design for certain lots may also be 
difficult in some instances because of the existing lot design. and in some 
cases, it may not be possible to design lots that are in conformance with the 
zoning ordinance as tar as access and minimum lot width. (2) The remaining 
280 acres shown on the land use plan map for Alternative III as Rural 
Residential are located west of the Jiggs Highway in the vicinit;r of the future l__ 
access to the state recreation area. The density factor for lands in this 
category is proposed as ten acres per dwelling unit. 

LLow Density Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Alter­
native III in this category are the remaining lands that have been divided into 

- p~rcels of 10 to 40 acres in size. The density factor for these lands is I
L,proposed as 40 acres per dwelling unit. _ 

." .~ ... 
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Limited Residential. Lands sho\~·n on the land use plan map for Alternati\-e HI 
in this category are other undeveloped private lands and lands within the plan 
area that will become private after the proposed land exchange with the BLM 
is completed. The density factor for these lands is proposed us 160 acres per 
dwelling unit. 

Commercial Recreation. Lands along the Jiggs Highway in the .vicinity of the 
new access road to the state recreation area are designated on the land use 
plan map for Alternative III as Commercial Recreation. It is proposed that 
commercial uses in this area be recreation-oriented uses that will be com­
patible with the state recreation area and available resources as well as being 
cond\..!.cive to the rural characteristics and natural features of the area. 

1 Neighborhood Commercial. It is the intent of this plan that areas be des­
ignated as Neighborhood Commercial only at such time as there is adequate 
residential development to support such uses. The exact location of lands 

1	 within this designation should be determined at that time; therefore, no 
Neighborhood Commercial designation is shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative III. 

Population Potential. The maximum population potential within the South Fork 
plan area would be 2,570. if all of the private lands are developed in accor­
dance with the land use designations as shown on the land use plan map forII 
Alternative	 III. 

According	 to available information regarding water resources, it is estimated 
1 

I	 
that there is a sufficient amount of water to support a potential population of 
2,900. This takes into consideration the existing lots that have been developed 
beyond the estimated amount of available ~ater within Hydrographic Subarea B. 
Table XV reflects information concerning population potential for Alternative 
III. 

•
t 

TABLE 'JY 
PCl'UL4.T1ctf POImn'IAL 

ALnH4ATIVE III - IDI Dl16I1T 

I 
JMILDI] ~ (00) ~T1ctf 

~ 

I 
Public 

Aam!l 

31,474 

N:m:s 
POlnJ 

0 

1~ 

0 

WATm 

0 

ElCISTDeJ 

0 

PmlSCIIS 
PS1I m 

0 

1~ 

0 

WATm 

0 

ElCISTUG _....-.­
0 

I Ked itD Dens i tr 
Residential 1,457 2 616 616 6 2.67 1,644 1,644 13 .. Rla'al 
Residential 920 10 103 33 8 2.67 215 88 8 

I Low Densitr 
Residential 5,366 40 126 92 23 2.61 336 241 74 

~ 

I 
LWted 
Residential 19,232 160 119 333 2 2.67 311 889 5 

Connercial 

I Recreation 40 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 

Ri8ht or War 
-;I 2~t 0 0 0 0 0 n 0 0 

I 
TOrAi8 68720 964 1 075 38 2.1572 2.1110 100 
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LAND USE PLANT
 
ALTERNATIVE IV - MEDIUM DENSITY
!l 

J 
PLAN PROPOSAL 

11: 
Public Open Space. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map for 

,1 Alternative IV in this category are lands managed by the BLM. The density 
factor for these lands is zero. 

'i 
State Recreation Area. The lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative J.V in this category are lands that are owned by the State of!T 
Nevada or leased by the State from BLM for recreational purposes with the 
intent of a patent being issued. This area will be managed by the Division ofif 
State Parks as the South Fork State Recreation Area. The density factor for 
these lands is zero.11 
Proposed Land Exchange. The lands shown on the land use plan map forJI 
Alternative IV in this category are the lands involved in the proposed ex­

'D change of BLM lands for private lands. For purposes of this plan, ownership 
of those lands is considered to be the same as it would be if the land 

~ exchange was finalized. The density factor is addressed in the applicable land 
use designations. 

m 
Medium Density Residential. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map

=; for Alternative IV in this category are the· existing lots that are less than ten 
acres in size. The density factor for these lands is proposed as two acres per 

-l dwelling unit. 

• 

.,. 

I Rural Residential. This category would be added by this alternative. There 
are two areas in this category as shown on the land use plan map for Alter­

!I native IV: (1) Lands within the Western Hills Subdivision in the Tenmile 
Creek area that are adjacent to BLM land to the east and south of the 

I subdivision. This would result in an increase in density within this 64G-acre 
area of 48 dwelling units from the existing 26 if no further development 
occurred. This represents an increase in population of 128, which is nearly 
three times that of the existing density of that 64o-acre area. This .'Would 

~ also result in an increase in traffic, which. in turn would affect air quality 
unless roads in that area are paved. Design for certain lot~. may also be

I difficult in some instances because of the existing lot design, and in some 
cases, it may· be possible to design lots that are in conformance with the 
zoning ordinance as far as access and minimum lot width. (2) The remaining 
280 acres shown on the land use plan map for Alternative IV as Rural

I . Residential are located west of the Jiggs Highway in the vicinity of the future,. access to the state recreation area. The density· factor for lands in this 
category is proposed as ten acres per dwelling unit. 

I Low Density Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Alter­
native IV in this category are the remaining private lands within the planI area that include parcels. 10 to 40 acres in size a8 well as large parcels of 
undeveloped land, with two exceptions: (1) ThOBe lands designated as RuralS 
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[
Resiciential, and (2) Those lands designated as Limited Residential. The density 
factor for lands designated as Low Density Residential is proposed as 40 acres 
per dwelling unit. 

Limited Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map tor Alternative IV 
in this category are large parcels ot undeveloped lands within Hydrographic 
Subarea B (Figure 9). Subarea B includes other lands that. have been sub­
divided beyond the estimated amount of available water resources tor that 
area. 'The density factor for these lands is proposed as 160 acres per dwelling 
unit. 

i 
Commercial Recreation. Lands along the Jiggs Highway in the vicinity of the 
new access road to the state recreation area are designated on the land use 
plan JILap for Alternative IV as Commercial Recreation. It is proposed that 
commercial uses in this area be recreation-oriented uses that will be com­
patible with the state recreation area and available resources as well as being 
conducive to the rural characteristics and natural features of the area. 

[
Neighborhood Commercial. It is the intent of the this plan that areas be 
designated as Neighborhood Commercial only at such time as there is adequate 
residential development to support such uses. The exact location of lands 
within this designation should be determined at that time; therefore, no [ 
Neighborhood Commercial designation is shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative IV. 

Population Potential. The maximum population potential within the South Fork 
plan area would be 3,347 if all of the private land is developed in accordance 
with the land use designations as shown on the land use plan map for Alter­
native IV. 

According to available information regarding water resources, it is estimated 
that there is sufficient water to support a potential population of 2,900. This 
takes into consideration the existing lots that have been developed beyond the 
estimat.ed amount of available water within Hydrographic Subarea B. Table 
XVI reflects information concerning population potential for Alternative IV. 

LTABLE XVI
 
PCFULo\TIQI POIlm'lAL
 

AL'mlHATM IV - HmIUf DfXSI1T
 

DWEUneJ tMTS (00) 

ACRBlI laos WATIR 

Public 31,H4 0 0 0 

HedlUli Densi tT 
Residential 1,457 2 616 616 

Rural 
.Residential 920 10 103 33 

Low Denslt1 
Residential 20,358 40 509 ..25 

Llaited 
Residential 4,240 160 26 0 

Coaa!relal 
Recreation 40 0 0 1 

Rilht of WaT 
t 0 

L
PC.E'ULA.TIQI 

I 
iXISTINl PEJlSCHI laos WATm ElCIS'l'ThO L 

0 0 0 0 0 

5 2.67 1,6.... 1,644 13 

8 2.67 275 88 8 L 
23 2.67 1,359 1,136 79-

2 2.67 69 0 0 L 
0 0 0 2 0 _L 

0 0 
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LAND USE PLAN 

ALTERNATIVE V - HIGHEST DENSITY 
(DENSITY OF EXISTING ZONING) 

PLAN PROPOSAL 

Public Open Space. All of the lands shown on the land use plA.n mA.p for 
Alternat.ive V in this category are lands ,lnanaged by the BLM. The density 
factor tor these lands is zero. 

State Recreation Area. The lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative V in this category are lands that are owned by the State of 
Nevl'lda. or leased by the State from the BLM for recreational purposes with 
the intent of a patent being issued. This area. will be managed by the Division 
of State Parks as the South Fork State Recreation Area. The density factor 
for these lands is zero. 

Proposed Land Exchange. The lands shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative V in this category are lands involved in the proposed exchange of 
BLM lands for private 'lands. For purposes of this plan, ownership of those 
lands is considered to be the same as it would be if the land exchange was 
finalized. The density factor is addressed in the applicable land use des­
ignations. 

Med-ium Density Residential. All of the lands shown on the land use plan map 
for Alternative V in this category are. the existing lots that are less than ten 
acres in size. The density factor for these lands is one dwelling unit per 
acre, which is also the density allowed by existing zoning. 

Low Density Residential. Lands shown on the land use plan map for Alter­
native V in this category are the existing parcels that are 10 to 40 acres in 
size as well as large parcels of undeveloped land. This includes lands that will 
become privately owned after the proposed land exchange with the BLM. is 
completed. The density factor for these lands is ten acres per dwelling unit, 
which is also the d~nslt,.. allowed by existing zoning. 

Commercial Recreation. Lands along the Jiggs Highway in the vicinity ot the 
new access road to the state recreation area are designated on the land use 
plan map for Alternative V as Commercial Recreation.. It is proposed that 
commercial uses· in this area be recreation-ori~nted uses that will be com­ i . 

patible with the state recreation area and available resources as wen as being 
conducive to the rural characteristics and natural features ot the area. l__ 
Neighborhood Commercial. It is the intent of this plan that areas be des­
ignated as Neighborhood Commercial only at such time as there is adequate 
residential development to support such uses. The exact location of lands l~
within this designation should -be determined at that time; therefore, no 

. ,'.-'":'
Neighborhood Commerclal designation is shown on the land use plan map for 
Alternative v. . ,l ~ 

·~··}r;~~ 
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Population Potential. The maximum population potential within the South Fork 
plan area ,,'auld be 10,190 if no changes are made in the density factat"s that 
currentl~' exist. and if all of the private land as well as those lands pt"oposed 
for exchan~e from public to private ownership are developed in accordance 
with the land use designations shown on the land use plan map for Alternative 
V.­

It is estimated that there is a sufficient amount of water to support a 
population potential of 2,900. This takes into consideration the existing lots 
that have been developed beyond the estimated amount of available water 
within Hydrographic Subarea B. Table XVII reflects information concerning 
population for Alternative V. 

TABLE XVII
 
Pa'ULA.TICH POmn'IAL
 

ALnH{A1'IVE V - HIGGSr DENSI'lT (EXISTlNJ zc.tmO)
 

DWELLn«J UN113 (OO) PCl'UtATICH 

CH 
~ 100% WAnll ElCIS'I'IHJ I'mSCHS 100% WAnll EXISTI!'O 

Il,[X:lll' 

Public 31,474 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

He<! i 1I11l Dens i ty 
Residential 1.457 1 1,304 616 5 2.67 3,481 1,644 13 

Rural 
Residential 25,518 10 2,513 458 33 2.67 6,710 1,224 87 

Comnerclal 
Recreation 40 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 

Rllht ot Way 
ted 0 0 0 0 0 
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