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Chapter 1. Purpose and Need 

1.1. Introduction 
The Confluence Park conservation easement (Project) was established in 2000 with the intent 
to acquire and protect approximately 500-acres of an ecosystem complex of riparian and 
upland habitats associated with the Virgin River and its confluence with Ash Creek and La 
Verkin Creek. The location and current extents of the Project are shown on Map 1 in Appendix 
A.  

Approximately 125-acres in the valley bottom were initially included in the Project. In 2002, the 
Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR) acquired a conservation easement of 
approximately 149.4-acres of upland and river habitats within land owned by Washington 
County to add to the Project. The stated purpose of the easement was to: “protect and 
enhance water quality and water supplies; protect wildlife habitat and maintain habitat 
connectivity and related values to ensure biodiversity; protect riparian areas; maintain and 
restore natural ecosystem functions; protect prehistoric and historic cultural sites; protect and 
enhance non-motorized, outdoor recreational opportunities; protect scenic vistas; protect 
historic values, and; encourage the public awareness and appreciation of the Conservation 
Values of the Property.” The Deed of Conservation Easement (Entry Number 00791481) is 
attached in Appendix B.  

The 2002 purchase used Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation funds (Section 6 of the 
Endangered Species Act) under Grant #E-8-L, issued by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 
The funding required UDWR to satisfy a number of conditions in order to secure USFWS 
approval for funding. 

In 2007, another 52.65-acres of conservation easement were added to the Project, for a total 
area of approximately 327-acres. 

Washington County proposes to dispose of 1.457-acres of land from the legal description of the 
2002 Deed of Conservation Easement (Entry Number 00791481) that “no longer holds 
conservation easement values.” Residential development directly abuts the south and east 
sides of the parcel, and the west side abuts private property that shows evidence of motorized 
use and could be developed in the future. An access road was cut through the parcel during 
development of the eastern subdivision between 2004 and 2006. As a result of the surrounding 
land uses, the parcel has been modified from natural conditions that existed when the property 
was purchased in 2002 and is now largely isolated from the remainder of the conservation 
easement.  

Following approval of the disposal, UDWR is expected to acquire approximately 20.702-acres in 
two parcels that are contiguous to the Project to compensate for the economic and 
conservation values that would be lost as a result of the disposal (see Map 2 in Appendix A). 
Hurricane City and La Verkin City have both executed resolutions of support for the proposed 
disposal and subsequent compensatory acquisition; the resolutions are attached as Appendix C. 
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The UDWR is seeking approval from the USFWS to dispose of 1.457-acres from the Confluence 
Park conservation easement that no longer meets the authorized purpose of the original 
federal grant.  

USFWS approval of the proposed disposal of 1.457-acres constitutes a federal action subject to 
the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)1. Consequently, this 
Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared to document the analysis of the proposed 
action and the environmental effects that would be likely to result. The EA and comments from 
the public review will provide the USFWS information needed to determine if the proposed 
action would be likely to cause any significant impacts to the environment. If significant adverse 
effects are found to be unlikely, USFWS would issue a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 
and allow UDWR to proceed with the disposal. If significant impacts appear likely to result from 
the proposed action, USFWS would prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to more 
fully analyze the impacts of allowing UDWR to proceed with the proposed disposal. 

1.2. Purpose and Need for Action 
The purpose of the proposed action is to maintain or increase the economic and conservation 
values of the Confluence Park conservation easement. The parcel for disposal has been 
disturbed by adjacent residential development and motorized use since at least 2006. For these 
reasons, the 1.457-acre parcel no longer meets the authorized purpose of the original federal 
grant. The need is to meet the requirements of the Section 6 Cooperative Endangered Species 
Conservation grant program in accordance with applicable federal regulations (2 CFR 200.311) 
while accommodating the request for disposal from Washington County.  

Chapter 2. Alternatives 
This EA focuses on the No Action and Proposed Action alternatives. 

2.1. No Action 
Under the No Action alternative, UDWR would retain a conservation easement for the 1.457-
acre area that no longer meets the authorized purpose of the original federal grant.  

1 Executive Order 14154, Unleashing American Energy (Jan. 20, 2025), and a Presidential Memorandum, Ending 
Illegal Discrimination and Restoring Merit-Based Opportunity (Jan. 21, 2025), require the Department to strictly 
adhere to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321 et seq. Further, such Order and 
Memorandum repeal Executive Orders 12898 (Feb. 11, 1994) and 14096 (Apr. 21, 2023). Because Executive Orders 
12898 and 14096 have been repealed, complying with such Orders is a legal impossibility. The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service verifies that it has complied with the requirements of NEPA, including the Department’s 
regulations and procedures implementing NEPA at 43 C.F.R. Part 46 and Part 516 of the Departmental Manual, 
consistent with the President’s January 2025 Order and Memorandum. 
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2.2. Proposed Action 
Under the proposed action, UDWR would dispose of a 1.457-acre parcel from the Confluence 
Park conservation easement.   

Following approval of the disposal, UDWR would acquire 20.702-acres in two parcels that are 
contiguous to Confluence Park to compensate for the economic and conservation values that 
would be lost because of the disposal. The proposed parcels are shown in greater details in 
Map 2 in Appendix A. 

UDWR has completed an appraisal and appraisal review that comply with the provisions of both 
the Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions and the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice for each of the parcels involved in the proposed disposal and 
expected compensatory acquisition. 

Chapter 3. Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences 
This chapter describes the current physical, biological, and social environment for the project, 
and analyzes the potential meaningful effects of the proposal. The effects of taking no action 
are discussed to provide a baseline for comparison. 

The proposed disposal and subsequent acquisition occur on the eastern edge of the Great Basin 
section of the Basin and Range physiographic province (Fenneman and Johnson 1946). More 
specifically, the area is located where the Virgin River flows out of the Hurricane Cliffs and Ash 
Creek and La Verkin Creek converge with the river. The area is characterized by a steep, narrow 
canyon with rugged basalt cliffs and the Virgin River running through the bottom. Elevations 
range between 3,000-feet above sea level in the canyon bottom and 3,300-feet on the plateaus 
above. The climate is semi-arid, with an average total annual precipitation of only 11 inches. 
Temperatures range between winter lows of 27 °F and summer highs of 99 °F (Western 
Regional Climate Center 2024).  

3.1. Parcel for Disposal 
The parcel for disposal is approximately 1.457-acres in size and is located directly adjacent to a 
residential subdivision on the south plateau above the Virgin River. A trailhead with parking and 
restrooms occurs at the north end of the parcel in an area that would be retained in 
conservation easement by UDWR. A dirt road bisects the parcel. A representative photo of the 
parcel taken from the trailhead is provided in Figure 3-1. 
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Figure 3-1. Photo of the parcel for disposal, looking uphill (south) at 190° (10-28-2024) 

3.1.1 Soils and Prime and Unique Farmland 

Affected Environment 

The soil in the parcel for disposal is described as Winkel gravelly find sandy loam, 1 to 8 percent 
slopes. It is classified as “not prime farmland” by the Natural Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS) in the soil report for the parcel (attached as Appendix D). Important farmlands do not 
occur in the parcel. Soils have been disturbed by creation and use of the dirt road, but the area 
is very rocky and erosion is not apparent in the area.    

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

There would be no impact to soils under the No Action Alternative. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

Up to 1.457-acres of soil would no longer be protected. There would be no impact to important 
farmlands. 
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3.1.2 Wildlife Resources 

Affected Environment 

Wildlife habitats were identified from publicly available UDWR data (UDWR 2024) and the 
UDWR’s Wildlife Habitat Analysis Tool on February 15, 2025; the report is provided in Appendix 
E. The parcel for disposal is wholly within mapped:

• Year-long crucial habitat for Gambel’s quail (Callipepla gambelii)
• Year-long substantial habitat for mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus)
• Year-long substantial habitat for ring-necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus)
• Year-long habitat for turkey (Meleagris gallopavo)
• Summer-fall substantial habitat for white-winged dove (Zenaida asiatica)

These habitats and the animals that may occupy them have been impacted by the adjacent 
residential development and human presence in the area. The development has fragmented 
habitat, and disturbance results in displacement of animals into less suitable habitats, 
behavioral disruption, and stress due to noise and human activity. 

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would have no impact on wildlife resources. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

Up to 1.457-acres of UDWR-mapped habitat for Gambel’s quail, mule deer, ring-necked 
pheasant, turkey, and white-winged dove would no longer be protected.  

3.1.3 Fish and Other Aquatic Species 

Affected Environment 

There are no aquatic habitats within the parcel for disposal. 

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would have no impact on fish or other aquatic species. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

The proposed action would have no impact on fish or other aquatic species. 

3.1.4 Endangered, Threatened, Candidate, and State-sensitive Species 

Affected Environment 

A list of federally listed species and critical habitats that may occur in the project area was 
obtained from the Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) system on February 15, 
2025; the list is provided in the biological evaluation prepared for the project (see Appendix F). 
The following species federally listed as threatened or endangered under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) could occur within or near the parcel for disposal: 

• California condor (Gymnogyps californianus) – Experimental Population, Non-essential:
Suitable cliff nesting habitat (USFWS 1996) may occur within 1-mile of the parcel for
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disposal; however, there are no known nests or roost sites within 1 mile. The parcel is 
within the scavenging range of condors from Zion National Park (National Park Service 
2024), but carrion is unlikely to occur within the parcel for disposal, which is directly 
adjacent to a residential subdivision; any carcasses would likely be removed from the 
area to avoid impacts to homeowners. California condors are unlikely to occur in the 
parcel for disposal due to the proximity to human occupation. 

• Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) – Threatened: The nearest critical habitat
occurs less than 3 miles to the northeast of the parcel for disposal. There is no suitable
nesting or roosting habitat within the project area, but the project area is within the
known dispersal/migratory range of the owls (USFWS 2012) from Zion National Park
(National Park Service 2017), and owls could forage for small mammals in the parcel for
disposal. According to the Mexican Spotted Owl Utah Habitat Interactive Map (USFWS
2024a), the northern end of the parcel for disposal is within modeled habitat for
“medium to high probability of presence” for the species (Lewis 2014).

• Southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) – Endangered: The nearest
critical habitat occurs approximately 6 miles downstream of the parcel for disposal.
Suitable habitat of lower elevation riparian areas has historically occurred in the Virgin
River system (USFWS 2002). Riparian vegetation does not occur in the parcel for
disposal and the nearest riparian area is over 1,000 feet away in the canyon bottom.
Southwestern willow flycatchers are unlikely to occur within the parcel for disposal due
to the lack of riparian vegetation and the proximity to human occupation.

• Yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus) – Threatened: The nearest critical habitat
for this species occurs over 165 miles south of the project area. Suitable riparian
woodlands with overstory and understory components (USFWS 2021) do not occur
within 1,000 feet of the parcel for disposal. Yellow-billed cuckoo are unlikely to occur
within the parcel for disposal due to the lack of riparian vegetation and the proximity to
human occupation.

• Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) – Threatened: The nearest critical habitat is less
than 2,000 feet to the west of the project area. Suitable desert habitat (USFWS 2011)
occurs within the parcel for disposal.

• Monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus) – Proposed Threatened: Monarchs require
milkweed (Asclepias spp.), overwintering habitat, and migration habitat. Overwintering
occurs along the Pacific Coast, and migration habitat is typically associated with riparian
corridors (USFWS 2024b). Milkweed does not occur within the parcel for disposal and
the nearest riparian vegetation is over 1,000 feet away in the canyon bottom. Monarch
butterflies are unlikely to occur within the parcel for disposal.

• Suckley’s cuckoo bumble bee (Bombus suckleyi) – Proposed Endangered: Suitable nectar
and pollen sources (USFWS 2024c) likely occur within the parcel for disposal, which is
within the range of the species.

There are no critical habitats within the parcel for disposal. 
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A list of federally listed species and state species of greatest conservation need (SGCN) that 
have been recorded within one-half (0.5) mile of the parcel for disposal was obtained from the 
UDWR’s Wildlife Habitat Analysis Tool on February 15, 2025; the report is provided in Appendix 
E: 

• Arizona toad (Anaxyrus microscaphus) – SGCN: The Arizona toad only occurs in lowland
riparian habitats within the Virgin River Basin in Utah (UDWR 2015). The species was
most recently recorded within 0.5 miles of the parcel for disposal in 2019, likely within
the riparian area associated with the Virgin River. There are no riparian habitats within
the parcel for disposal and Arizona toad is unlikely to occur within the area.

• Flannelmouth sucker (Catostomus latipinnis) – SGCN: The flannelmouth sucker is a fish
that is endemic to the Colorado River Basin. There are no aquatic habitats or fish within
the parcel for disposal.

• Gila monster (Heloderma suspectum) – SGCN: The Gila monster occupies desert scrub
habitats (NatureServe 2024), which occur within the parcel for disposal. The species was
most recently recorded within 0.5 miles of the parcel for disposal in 2023.

• Mojave Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) – SGCN and Federally Threatened: The
species was most recently recorded within 0.5 miles of the parcel for disposal in 2020.

• Smith's black-headed snake (Tantilla hobartsmithi) – SGCN: The Smith's black-headed
snake is rare in the state, but typically found near stream corridors (UDWR 2019). The
species was most recently recorded within 0.5 miles of the parcel for disposal in 2020,
likely within the riparian area associated with the Virgin River. There are no riparian
habitats within the parcel for disposal and Smith's black-headed snake is unlikely to
occur within the area.

• Virgin River chub (Gila seminuda) – SGCN and Federally Endangered: The fish is endemic
to the Virgin River and the Muddy River in Nevada (USFWS 2020). There are no aquatic
habitats or fish within the parcel for disposal.

• Virgin spinedace (Lepidomeda mollispinis) – SGCN: The Virgin spinedace is also a fish
species that is endemic to the Virgin River (USFWS 2020). There are no aquatic habitats
or fish within the parcel for disposal.

• Western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii) – SGCN: The western bat typically roosts in
deciduous trees, predominantly in riparian areas (UDWR 2015). Riparian habitat does
not occur within the parcel for disposal and western red bat is unlikely to occur in the
area.

• Woundfin (Plagopterus argentissimus) – SGCN and Federally Endangered: The fish is
currently only known to occur in the upper Virgin River (USFWS 2020). There are no
aquatic habitats or fish within the parcel for disposal.

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

There would be no effect to federally listed species, critical habitats, or state SGCN under the 
No Action Alternative. 
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Impacts of the Proposed Action 

Approximately 1.457-acres that could provide habitat for Mexican spotted owl, desert tortoise, 
Suckley’s cuckoo bumble bee, and Gila monster would be disposed of from the conservation 
easement. A biological evaluation was prepared to conduct informal consultation under Section 
7 of the ESA for impacts to federally listed species. Based on the biological evaluation, USFWS is 
expected to concur with the effects determinations below: 

• May affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the Mexican spotted owl, southwestern
willow flycatcher, yellow-billed cuckoo, desert tortoise, Virgin River chub, or woundfin.

• Would not likely jeopardize the continued existence of the California condor, monarch
butterfly, or Suckley’s cuckoo bumble bee.

• Would have no effect on critical habitats.

3.1.5 Vegetation 

Affected Environment 

The parcel for disposal is primarily vegetated by low-growing desert shrubs and grasses. Broom 
snakeweed (Gutierrezia sarothrae), Mormon tea (Ephedra viridis), and cheatgrass (Bromus 
tectorum) were the predominant species observed in October of 2024.   

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

There would be no impacts to vegetation under the No Action Alternative. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

Up to 1.457 acres of desert shrub vegetation would no longer be protected. 

3.1.6 Water and Wetland Resources 

Affected Environment 

Based on an onsite review by Jones & DeMille Engineering environmental staff on October 28, 
2024, waters and wetlands do not occur within the parcel for disposal. 

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would have no impact on waters or wetlands. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

The proposed action would have no impact on waters or wetlands. 

3.1.7 Cultural Resources 

Affected Environment 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (54 U.S.C. 300101), as 
amended, mandates that federal agencies consider the potential effects of a proposed federal 
undertaking on historic properties. Historic properties are defined as any prehistoric or historic 
district, site, building, structure, or object greater than 50 years of age that are included in, or 
eligible for, inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP; 36 CFR 800.16(l)). Per 
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the 2001 Programmatic Agreement between the Utah State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO), the USFWS, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and UDWR, the UDWR shall 
consult with the SHPO pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800 for implementing Section 106 of the NHPA. 

The UDWR defined the area of potential effect (APE) as the 1.46 acres that compose the parcel 
for disposal. The APE is the geographic area within which an undertaking may directly or 
indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties 
exist (36 CFR 800.16(d)). 

The APE was surveyed for cultural resources in 2014 by personnel from the UDWR that met the 
Secretary of the Interior’s qualifications in archaeology. The survey did not identify any cultural 
resources within the parcel for disposal. A file search in October of 2024 did not identify any 
new cultural resources, but did identify that a portion of the parcel has been previously 
disturbed through neighboring land development and recreation infrastructure. An informal 
intensive survey was also conducted in October of 2024 and did not identify any cultural 
resources or historic properties. The UDWR’s consultation request letter documenting these 
findings is attached as Appendix F. 

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would have no effect on cultural resources or historic properties. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

Due to the lack of cultural resources or historic properties within the parcel for disposal, there 
would be no effect historic properties from implementation of the proposed action. The SHPO 
concurred with a determination of “no historic properties affected” on October 31, 2024; the 
concurrence letter is attached in Appendix G.  

3.1.8 Recreation and Public Use 

Affected Environment 

The parcel is largely unused for recreation or public purposes, though the very north end 
overlaps the parking area for the Virgin River Trailhead, which provides recreational access to 
Confluence Park. 

Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would have no impact on recreation or public use. 

Impacts of the Proposed Action 

The trailhead facilities would remain within the conservation easement, though some of the 
parking area would be in the parcel for disposal. Washington County would likely retain the 
parking area as part of the recreational facility. 

3.1.9 Conservation Values 

The conservation values of the original easement that includes the parcel for disposal were 
listed as: 

• Water quality and water supplies
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• Wildlife habitat and habitat connectivity and related values to ensure biodiversity
• Riparian areas
• Natural ecosystem functions
• Prehistoric and historic cultural sites
• Non-motorized outdoor recreational opportunities
• Scenic vistas
• Historic values

Based on the analysis, the parcel for disposal provides limited wildlife habitat, natural 
ecosystem functions, and non-motorized outdoor recreational opportunities. As a result, the 
affected parcel no longer meets the original authorized purpose of the federal award.  

3.2. Reasonably Foreseeable Effects 
The terminology “reasonably foreseeable effects” is used throughout this section and refers to 
effects that are sufficiently likely to occur and that encompass both the direct and indirect 
effects of the actions as well as effects of the actions when combined with other potential past, 
present, and future effects. 

The purpose of this section is to describe the interaction among the effects of the alternatives 
and relevant past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions. This interaction may be: 

• Additive: the effects of the actions add together to make up a cumulative effect.
• Countervailing: the effects of some actions balance or mitigate the effects of other

actions.
• Synergistic: the effects of the actions together are greater than the sum of their

individual effects.

The analysis area represents a landscape surrounding the project area where past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable future management actions have occurred or will occur. Known past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the geographic area of the project are 
summarized below: 

• Residential, commercial, and municipal development: The population of Washington
County is projected to increase by 229 percent (with an associated increase in 150,000
households) by 2065 (Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2017). Additional residential
development within the county would be necessary to accommodate the projected
population increase, and commercial and municipal development would be expected to
increase in proportion to the population. Municipal development includes water and
sewer systems, power lines, local roads, and other infrastructure. The same type of
infrastructure development is anticipated in the future to meet demand associated with
population growth. Based on the adjacent development, we expect that the parcel
would be developed at an unknown time after disposal.

• Conservation: Approximately 20.702 acres in two parcels that are contiguous to the
Project would be added to the Project under conservation easement.



Environmental Assessment Confluence Park Land Disposal 

UDWR/USFWS 11 August 2025 

3.2.1 Washington County Acquisition Parcels 

The two parcels to be acquired by UDWR are contiguous with the southern edge of the existing 
Project. Parcel 1 is approximately 1.364 acres and is located less than 500 feet east of the parcel 
for disposal. It is located on the steep slope just below the plateau. A photo of the site is 
provided in Figure 3-2. 

Figure 3-2. Photo of Parcel 1 for Acquisition, looking northwest at 300° (10-28-2024) 

Parcel 2 is approximately 18.338 acres and is located upstream of the Project, nearly to the SR-9 
bridge over the Virgin River. Parcel 2 contains approximately 0.4 miles of the Virgin River and 
steep slopes on the south side of the canyon. A representative photo of the parcel is provided 
in Figure 3-3. 
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Figure 3-3. Photo of Parcel 2 for Acquisition, looking west at 270° (10-28-2024) 

The parcels for acquisition are expected to protect: 
• Water quality and water supplies
• Wildlife habitat and habitat connectivity and related values to ensure biodiversity
• Riparian areas
• Natural ecosystem functions
• Prehistoric and historic cultural sites
• Non-motorized outdoor recreational opportunities
• Scenic vistas
• Historic values

The addition of these parcels to the Project are intended to have a countervailing effect on the 
limited loss of wildlife habitat, natural ecosystem functions, and non-motorized outdoor 
recreational opportunities from the parcel for disposal. Both parcels are within mapped habitat 
for Gambel’s quail, mule deer, ring-necked pheasant, and white-winged dove. Parcel 1 is also 
within mapped habitat for turkey, while Parcel 2 provides aquatic and riparian habitats. Both 
parcels would provide habitat for various federally listed species and state species of greatest 
conservation need (SGCN). Acquisition of the addition parcels would maintain or increase the 
economic and conservation values of the Confluence Park conservation easement. 

Chapter 4. Public Involvement, Consultation, and Coordination 

4.1. Public Involvement 
The USFWS did not hold any public meeting for this proposed action, but the draft EA was 
available for public comment on their website from July 21, 2025 to August 20, 2025
(https://www.fws.gov/media/confluence-park-land-disposal-draft-ea). 

https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/office-conservation-investment-nepa-documents
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The proposed disposal was presented to the Hurricane and La Verkin city councils at their 
meetings on April 4, 2024, and March 6, 2024, respectively. Both cities executed resolutions of 
support for the proposed disposal and subsequent compensatory acquisition (see Appendix C). 

4.2. Consultation and Coordination 

4.2.1 National Historic Preservation Act 

The UDWR consulted with the Utah SHPO under the provisions of the 2001 Programmatic 
Agreement between the USFWS, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the UDWR, and 
the Utah SHPO on October 30, 2024, to comply with 36 CFR 800.4 through 800.6. The Utah 
SHPO responded on October 31, 2024, stating that they concurred with the determinations of 
eligibility and effect for the undertaking.  

USFWS is the lead agency responsible for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (NHPA; 54 U.S.C. § 306108), and its implementing 
regulations, 36 CFR 800.  Regarding the proposed action, USFWS provided letters to 25 tribal 
nations with the intent to initiate consultation in accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA.  
Tribal nations are provided six weeks from the time of receipt to respond to USFWS’ letter. Any 
comments requiring response will be addressed by USFWS and described in the final EA. 

4.2.2 Endangered Species Act 

The parcel proposed for disposal was acquired with federal funds (Grant #E-8-L ) that were 
authorized under Section 6 of the ESA.  The proposed disposal represents a federal action that 
requires Section 7 ESA consultation.  ESA consultation is pending with USFWS, but it is 
anticipated that an effects determination of “may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect” 
the Mexican spotted owl and desert tortoise, and “would not likely jeopardize the continued 
existence of” the Suckley’s cuckoo bumble bee will be issued. The final Section 7 ESA 
consultation effects determinations will be described in the final EA.  

4.3. List of Preparers 
This planning process used a third-party NEPA consultant and an interdisciplinary team: 

 Name/Organization Organization / Title Responsibilities 
Jenna Jorgensen/ Jones & DeMille Engineering  / 

Environmental Coordinator 
Document preparation, project 
analysis 

Arie Leeflang UDWR / Archaeologist Cultural compliance 
Jolene Rose UDWR / Wildlife Lands Specialist Project oversight 

Jay Ogawa USFWS / Fish and Wildlife Biologist Grant management, regulatory 
compliance  
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Appendix B. Deed of Conservation Easement
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Resolution 2024-17 

 

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING WASHINGTON COUNTY AND THE UTAH 

DIVISION OF WILDLIFE RESOURCES' GRANT AND PARTIAL RELEASE OF THE 

CONSERVATION EASEMENT IN CONFLUENCE PARK 

 

WHEREAS, Confluence Park is a 344-acre natural park owned and managed by 

Washington County, Utah, it is uniquely located within the boundaries  of Hurricane and 

LaVerkin Cities where Ash Creek and LaVerkin Creek meet the Virgin River; 

 
WHEREAS, Confluence Park sits at the bottom oflarge basaltic lava cliffs leaving it 

isolated from development; 

 

WHEREAS, Confluence Park is home to a variety of plant, animal, and fish species and 

has a long and storied history; 

 

WHEREAS, Confluence Park also provides a large variety of outstanding recreation that 

serves the citizens of Hurricane and LaVerkin; 

 

WHEREAS, Confluence Park is restricted by a perpetual Conservation Easement 

("Easement") as signed and executed on July 14, 2000, November 25, 2002, and the Deed 

recorded with the Recorder of Washington County Utah, on July 18, 2000, November 14, 2002, 

and April 27, 2007, respectively; 

 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the Easement existing within Confluence Park is to protect 

and enhance the natural wildlife habitat, scenic, cultural, historical, and open space values 

(collectively the "Conservation Value") of Confluence Park and to provide recreation 

opportunities for members of the public; 

 

WHEREAS, on February 1, 2022, the Washington County Board of Commissioners 

approved and executed a Land Trade Agreement Between Washington County, Utah, and JB 

Holding LLC ("Land Trade Agreement"); 

 

WHEREAS, Washington County is the Grantor and the State of Utah, Department of 

Natural Resources, Division of Wildlife Resources ("UDWR") is the Grantee of the Easement; 

 

WHEREAS, in December of 2023, Washington County and UDWR entered into an 

agreement to release approximately 1.46 acres of land from the Easement that have little to no 

Conservation Value and to grant approximately 20.7 additional acres of land into the Easement 

that have high Conservation Value ("Easement Grant and Release Agreement); and 

 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the citizens Hurricane City to support the Land 

Trade Agreement and the Easement Grant and Release Agreement; 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE HURRICANE CITY COUNCIL that 

Hurricane City supports the Land Trade Agreement and the Easement Grant and Release 

Agreement. 

 

 

 

The foregoing Resolution was presented at a regular meeting of the Hurricane City Council held 

at the Hunicane City Office Building on the 4th day of April 2024. Whereupon a motion to adopt 

and approve d Resolution was made by C,lWk fWulif and seconded by 

D{A11id -f11"'-r1Cri1' .  A roll call vote was then taken with the following results: 

 

 
Yea Nay Abstain Absent 

David Hirschi -X 
Kevin Thomas ..½_ 
Clark Fawcett 2s._ 

Drew Ellerman _x_ 
Joseph Prete A_ 
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Preface
Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. 
They highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information 
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for 
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban 
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. 
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste 
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, 
protect, or enhance the environment.

Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose 
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil 
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. 
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of 
soil limitations on various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for 
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area 
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some 
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/
portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering 
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center 
(https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil 
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are 
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a 
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as 
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to 
basements or underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the 
Agricultural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National 
Cooperative Soil Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available 
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, 
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, 
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a 
part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not 
all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 

2

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/
https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?cid=nrcs142p2_053951
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?cid=nrcs142p2_053951


alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, 
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice 
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of 
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or 
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity 
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made
Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous 
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous 
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and 
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, 
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and 
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil 
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The 
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the 
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is 
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other 
biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource 
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that 
share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water 
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey 
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that 
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the 
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind 
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and 
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific 
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they 
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict 
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a 
specific location on the landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their 
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil 
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only 
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented 
by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to 
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They 
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock 
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them 
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their 
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units). 
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil 
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for 
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic 
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character 
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil 
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scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the 
individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that 
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and 
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the 
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that 
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a 
unique combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable 
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components 
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way 
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such 
landforms and landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite 
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map. 
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of 
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, 
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the 
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at 
specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller 
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded. 
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, 
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil 
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of 
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct 
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit 
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other 
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally 
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists 
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed 
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the 
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through 
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management. 
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new 
interpretations are developed to meet local needs. Data are assembled from other 
sources, such as research information, production records, and field experience of 
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management 
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same 
kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on 
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over 
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, 
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will 
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict 
that a high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the 
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and 

Custom Soil Resource Report
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, 
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Soil Map
The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of 
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols 
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to 
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Washington County Area, Utah
Survey Area Data: Version 18, Aug 28, 2024

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Sep 8, 2022—Sep 
29, 2022

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Custom Soil Resource Report

10



Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

WBD Winkel gravelly fine sandy 
loam, 1 to 8 percent slopes

1.5 100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest 1.5 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named 
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made 
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called 
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a 
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different 
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They 
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 
are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a 
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit 
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it 
was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate 
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or 
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The 
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however, 
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous 
areas.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil 
properties and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for 
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major 
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha 
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or 
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present 
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered 
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas 
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion 
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Washington County Area, Utah

WBD—Winkel gravelly fine sandy loam, 1 to 8 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: j8h9
Elevation: 2,800 to 4,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 8 to 11 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 57 to 61 degrees F
Frost-free period: 190 to 195 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Winkel and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Winkel

Setting
Landform: Mesas
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Calcareous material weathered from basalt, limestone, and wind-

deposited sand.

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 1 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam
H2 - 1 to 6 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam
H3 - 6 to 12 inches: very gravelly fine sandy loam
H4 - 12 to 16 inches: extremely cobbly fine sandy loam
H5 - 16 to 20 inches: indurated
H6 - 20 to 24 inches: unweathered bedrock

Properties and qualities
Slope: 1 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 11 to 19 inches to petrocalcic; 14 to 24 inches to lithic 

bedrock
Drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Medium
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

high (0.00 to 0.60 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 30 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 5.0
Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Very low (about 1.0 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D
Ecological site: R030XY134UT - Desert Shallow Loam (Creosotebush)

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Lava flows
Percent of map unit: 5 percent

Bermesa
Percent of map unit: 5 percent

Harrisburg
Percent of map unit: 5 percent

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Soil Information for All Uses

Suitabilities and Limitations for Use
The Suitabilities and Limitations for Use section includes various soil interpretations 
displayed as thematic maps with a summary table for the soil map units in the 
selected area of interest. A single value or rating for each map unit is generated by 
aggregating the interpretive ratings of individual map unit components. This 
aggregation process is defined for each interpretation.

Land Classifications

Land Classifications are specified land use and management groupings that are 
assigned to soil areas because combinations of soil have similar behavior for 
specified practices. Most are based on soil properties and other factors that directly 
influence the specific use of the soil. Example classifications include ecological site 
classification, farmland classification, irrigated and nonirrigated land capability 
classification, and hydric rating.

Farmland Classification

Farmland classification identifies map units as prime farmland, farmland of 
statewide importance, farmland of local importance, or unique farmland. It identifies 
the location and extent of the soils that are best suited to food, feed, fiber, forage, 
and oilseed crops. NRCS policy and procedures on prime and unique farmlands are 
published in the "Federal Register," Vol. 43, No. 21, January 31, 1978.

15
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MAP LEGEND
Area of Interest (AOI)

Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not 
available

Soil Rating Lines
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if 
drained
Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if 
irrigated
Prime farmland if 
drained and either 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and drained
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and either 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and the product 
of I (soil erodibility) x C 
(climate factor) does not 
exceed 60
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and reclaimed 
of excess salts and 
sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Custom Soil Resource Report

18



Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data 
as of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Washington County Area, Utah
Survey Area Data: Version 18, Aug 28, 2024

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Sep 8, 2022—Sep 
29, 2022

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Table—Farmland Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

WBD Winkel gravelly fine 
sandy loam, 1 to 8 
percent slopes

Not prime farmland 1.5 100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest 1.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Farmland Classification

Aggregation Method: No Aggregation Necessary

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Utah Division of Wildlife Resources
1594 W. North Temple
Salt Lake City, UT 84116
(801) 538-4700, wildlife.utah.gov Report Number: jen_16805

Report Date: 2025-02-15 11:14:08

confluence Park Land Exchange
Location: confluence Park in Washington County
Description: Land exchange

Project Area of Interest with a half-mile and two-mile radius.

Half-Mile Radius

Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

California
Myotis

Myotis
californicus

None None 1964-04-19

Western Red Bat Lasiurus
blossevillii

SGIN None 1935-06-15

NOT FOR CONSULTATION

https://ff18d22b16b3476c79b70835b737f6d88d91c8ff6c963ec95c300dd-apidata.googleusercontent.com/download/storage/v1/b/radd_tool_map_data/o/wildlife.utah.gov
file:///tmp/None
file:///tmp/None
file:///tmp/None


Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

Long-nosed
Leopard Lizard

Gambelia
wislizenii

None None 2001-05-30

Desert Sucker Catostomus
clarkii

None None 2006-09-25

Speckled Dace Rhinichthys
osculus

None None 2012-10-08

Groundsnake Sonora
semiannulata

None None 2023-04-04

Woundfin Plagopterus
argentissimus

SGCN LE 2016-06-14

Gila Monster Heloderma
suspectum

SGCN None 2023-06-16

Mojave Desert
Tortoise

Gopherus
agassizii

SGCN LT 2020-05-17

Virgin Chub Gila seminuda SGCN LE 2016-04-05

Arizona Toad Anaxyrus
microscaphus

SGCN None 2019-09-02

Flannelmouth
Sucker

Catostomus
latipinnis

SGCN None 2006-09-25

Virgin
Spinedace

Lepidomeda
mollispinis

SGCN None 2006-09-25

NOT FOR CONSULTATION

https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gambelia%20wislizenii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gambelia%20wislizenii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Catostomus%20clarkii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Rhinichthys%20osculus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Sonora%20semiannulata
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Plagopterus%20argentissimus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Heloderma%20suspectum
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gopherus%20agassizii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gopherus%20agassizii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gila%20seminuda
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Anaxyrus%20microscaphus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Catostomus%20latipinnis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Catostomus%20latipinnis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Lepidomeda%20mollispinis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Lepidomeda%20mollispinis


Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

Smith's Black-
headed Snake

Tantilla
hobartsmithi

SGIN None 2020-05-22

Peregrine
Falcon

Falco peregrinus None None 1987-04-04

Two-Mile Radius

Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

California
Myotis

Myotis
californicus

None None 1964-04-19

Western Red Bat Lasiurus
blossevillii

SGIN None 1935-06-15

Asian Clam Corbicula
fluminea

None None 2023-10-11

West Coast
Lady Butterfly

Vanessa
annabella

SGCN None 2023-10-20

Viceroy Limenitis
archippus

None None 1963-05-09

Monarch
butterfly

Danaus
plexippus

SGCN None 2022-10-07

Full View

NOT FOR CONSULTATION

https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Tantilla%20hobartsmithi
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Tantilla%20hobartsmithi
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Falco%20peregrinus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Falco%20peregrinus
file:///tmp/None
file:///tmp/None
file:///tmp/None
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Corbicula%20fluminea
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Vanessa%20annabella
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Vanessa%20annabella
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Limenitis%20archippus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Danaus%20plexippus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Danaus%20plexippus
https://storage.googleapis.com/sdhm-what-output/PNG_Outputs/Danaus_plexippus_SDHM.png


Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

Shy Gilia Gilia
inconspicua

None None 2016-03-19
00:00:00

Fremont's
Mahonia

Mahonia
fremontii

None None 2016-03-19
00:00:00

White Burrow-
brush

Ambrosia
salsola

None None 2011-05-11
00:00:00

Heermann's
Buckwheat

Eriogonum
heermannii var.

sulcatum

None None 2016-03-20
00:00:00

Scarlet
Hedgehog

Cactus

Echinocereus
triglochidiatus

var.
melanacanthus

None None 2016-03-19
00:00:00

Coliche
Milkvetch

Astragalus
nuttallianus var.

imperfectus

None None 2016-03-19
00:00:00

Long-nosed
Leopard Lizard

Gambelia
wislizenii

None None 2001-05-30

Western
Lyresnake

Trimorphodon
lambda

None None 1985-02-01

Abert's Towhee Melozone aberti None None 2002-06-03

Desert Sucker Catostomus
clarkii

None None 2014-09-30
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https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gilia%20inconspicua
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Mahonia%20fremontii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Mahonia%20fremontii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Ambrosia%20salsola
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Ambrosia%20salsola
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Eriogonum%20heermannii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Eriogonum%20heermannii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Echinocereus%20triglochidiatus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Echinocereus%20triglochidiatus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Echinocereus%20triglochidiatus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Astragalus%20nuttallianus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Astragalus%20nuttallianus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gambelia%20wislizenii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gambelia%20wislizenii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Trimorphodon%20lambda
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Trimorphodon%20lambda
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Melozone%20aberti
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Catostomus%20clarkii


Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

Desert Horned
Lizard

Phrynosoma
platyrhinos

None None 2023-05-15

Sceloporus
uniformis

None None 2023-04-20

Western Chorus
Frog

Pseudacris
maculata

None None 2023-07-30

California
Kingsnake

Lampropeltis
californiae

None None 2001-05-24

Western Banded
Gecko

Coleonyx
variegatus

None None 2021-05-04

Common
Chuckwalla

Sauromalus ater None None 2004-06-13

Canyon Treefrog Dryophytes
arenicolor

None None 2005-06-17

Groundsnake Sonora
semiannulata

None None 2023-04-04

Sidewinder Crotalus
cerastes

None None 1985-05-16

Speckled Dace Rhinichthys
osculus

None None 2014-09-30

Woundfin Plagopterus
argentissimus

SGCN LE 2016-09-12
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https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Phrynosoma%20platyrhinos
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Phrynosoma%20platyrhinos
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Pseudacris%20maculata
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Pseudacris%20maculata
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Lampropeltis%20californiae
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Lampropeltis%20californiae
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Coleonyx%20variegatus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Coleonyx%20variegatus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Sauromalus%20ater
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Sauromalus%20ater
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Dryophytes%20arenicolor
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Sonora%20semiannulata
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Crotalus%20cerastes
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Rhinichthys%20osculus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Plagopterus%20argentissimus


Species
Name

Scientific
Name

UWAP Status ESA Status
Last

Reported
Date

SDHM

Arizona Toad Anaxyrus
microscaphus

SGCN None 2020-05-25

Gila Monster Heloderma
suspectum

SGCN None 2023-09-05

Virgin Chub Gila seminuda SGCN LE 2016-04-05

Mojave Desert
Tortoise

Gopherus
agassizii

SGCN LT 2023-09-20

Virgin
Spinedace

Lepidomeda
mollispinis

SGCN None 2014-09-30

American White
Pelican

Pelecanus
erythrorhynchos

SGCN None 1995-03-18

Smith's Black-
headed Snake

Tantilla
hobartsmithi

SGIN None 2020-05-22

Flannelmouth
Sucker

Catostomus
latipinnis

SGCN None 2014-09-30

Peregrine
Falcon

Falco peregrinus None None 1987-04-04

Definitions

State Status

NOT FOR CONSULTATION

https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Anaxyrus%20microscaphus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Heloderma%20suspectum
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gila%20seminuda
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gopherus%20agassizii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Gopherus%20agassizii
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Lepidomeda%20mollispinis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Lepidomeda%20mollispinis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Pelecanus%20erythrorhynchos
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Pelecanus%20erythrorhynchos
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Tantilla%20hobartsmithi
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Tantilla%20hobartsmithi
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Catostomus%20latipinnis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Catostomus%20latipinnis
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Falco%20peregrinus
https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/?species=Falco%20peregrinus


SGCN Species of greatest conservation need listed in the Utah Wildlife
Action Plan (UWAP) and also included in the Utah Field Guide

U.S. Endangered Species Act

LE A taxon that is listed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as
"endangered" with the probability of worldwide extinction

LT A taxon that is listed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as
"threatened" with becoming endangered

LE;XN An "endangered" taxon that is considered by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service to be "experimental and nonessential" in its
designated use areas in Utah

C A taxon for which the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has on file
sufficient information on biological vulnerability and threats to
justify it being a "candidate" for listing as endangered or
threatened

PT/PE A taxon "proposed" to be listed as "endangered" or "threatened" by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Species Distribution and Habitat Suitability Models

Species distribution and habitat suitability models (SDHMs) can inform wildlife management decisions such as habitat
protection, enhancement, and restoration. They may also help assess environmental impacts by identifying species'
habitats. When reevaluating SDHMs with new information, they can help identify or track changes or trends in habitat
quality. SDHMs assess habitats' spatial arrangement and connectivity, identify crucial habitats, or describe the
environmental conditions a species selects. SDHMs provide an understanding of the impacts of invasive species spread
and identify suitable areas for species translocations/re-introductions.

SDHMs show a predicted suitable habitat for a species based on various biotic and abiotic environmental factors. These
models may be useful for statewide evaluation but should not be considered verified species presence or absence. Field
survey information should be utilized to verify the presence or absence of taxa when making species-specific decisions.
Models produced by the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (DWR) were conducted using a blend of Generalized Linear
Models, Generalized Additive Models, Random Forest Models, Boosted Regression Tree Models, and Maximum Entropy
Models.

Mitigation Strategies

Typical recommendations to consider and help guide project activities to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts
on wildlife and their habitats from project disturbances are displayed below for some wildlife species found
within/near your project area.

Common Name Strategy

Woundfin Avoid construction activities that may disturb the stream during critical
spawning months and migratory bird nesting (April 1 to August 31). If
work will occur in floodplain or wetted channel, Please contact DWR at
WFCO (435-216-6924) to discuss measures to minimize impacts to any
native and T & E species and coordinate any necessary fish clearances.

Virgin Spinedace Avoid construction activities that may disturb the stream during critical
spawning months and migratory bird nesting (April 1 to August 31). If
work will occur in floodplain or wetted channel, Please contact DWR at
WFCO (435-216-6924) to discuss measures to minimize impacts to any
native and T & E species and coordinate any necessary fish clearances.

Flannelmouth Sucker Is managed under conservation agreements and strategies, which were
implemented to help avoid federal listing. Avoid construction activities

NOT FOR CONSULTATION

https://www.google.com/url?q=https://wildlife.utah.gov/discover/wildlife-action-plan.html&sa=D&source=editors&ust=1715531644958115&usg=AOvVaw095dKrEXLjd-6KhkqOade5
https://www.google.com/url?q=https://wildlife.utah.gov/discover/wildlife-action-plan.html&sa=D&source=editors&ust=1715531644958115&usg=AOvVaw095dKrEXLjd-6KhkqOade5
https://www.google.com/url?q=https://fieldguide.wildlife.utah.gov/&sa=D&source=editors&ust=1715531644958492&usg=AOvVaw2m9YrWwN6Oy3cJ8wB_uHOq


Common Name Strategy

from April 1 to June 30 to reduce impacts on spawning fish.

The DWR understands that mitigation strategies might conflict. Please reach out to DWR staff to develop strategies to
minimize impacts on wildlife while still achieving project goals. Your project is located in the following UDWR region(s):

DWR Region Full
Name

Regional Phone
Impact Analysis

Biologist
Email Phone

Southern Region 435-865-6100 Jess Kinross jessicavan@utah.go
v

435-691-2372

Wildlife Action Plan

The Utah Wildlife Action Plan (UWAP) is Utah's guiding document for native species conservation. The DWR encourages
parties to use the UWAP in their environmental planning, as it provides a conservation framework to prevent future
listings under the ESA.

Disclaimer

The information provided in this report is based on data existing in the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources' central
database at the time of the request. It should not be regarded as a final statement on the occurrence of any species on or
near the designated site, nor should it be considered a substitute for on-the-ground biological surveys. Moreover, because
the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources' central database is continually updated, any given response is only appropriate for
its respective request.

The Utah DWR provides no warranty nor accepts any liability occurring from any incorrect, incomplete, or misleading data
or from any incorrect, incomplete, or misleading use of these data.

The results include a query of species tracked by the Utah Natural Heritage Program and Utah Division of Wildlife
Resources, which includes all species listed under the U.S. Endangered Species Act, species in the Utah Wildlife Action
Plan, and other species. Other significant wildlife values might also be present on the designated site.

For additional information about species listed under the Endangered Species Act and their Critical Habitats that may be
affected by activities in this area or for information about Section 7 consultation under the Endangered Species Act,
please visit https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/ or contact the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Utah Ecological Services Field Office
at (801) 975-3330 or utahfieldoffice_esa@fws.gov.

The "Not For Consultation" watermark is meant to inform users that this tool is not a substitute for the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) environmental review process. While this tool provides courtesy information on ESA species for
context, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the authority on Information for Planning and Consultation Endangered
Species Act Reviews. Additionally, the Wildlife Habitat Analysis Tool provides information to assist in analysis but does
not replace coordination and consultation with Utah Division of Wildlife Resource biologists who can often serve as an
expert resource for site-specific information.

NOT FOR CONSULTATION

https://wildlife.utah.gov/discover/wildlife-action-plan.html
https://ff18d22b16b3476c79b70835b737f6d88d91c8ff6c963ec95c300dd-apidata.googleusercontent.com/download/storage/v1/b/radd_tool_map_data/o/https//ecos.fws.gov/ipac/
https://www.fws.gov/utahfieldoffice/


Supplemental Data

Unmapped Corridors

Unmodeled Corridors: Absent

Wildlife Habitat Information

Species Season Value Comments

Gambel'S Quail year-long crucial

Mule Deer year-long substantial

Ring-Necked Pheasant year-long substantial

Turkey year-long NA

White-Winged Dove summer-fall substantial

Mule Deer Habitat

Comments Season Species Value

year-long Mule Deer substantial

NOT FOR CONSULTATION



Terrestrial Key Habitat

Description: These polygons representing 13 terrestrial key habitats have been generalized for web mapping
applications, and often under-represent the presence of key habitats, particularly small areas of discontinuous
habitat.

Habitat Name

Mojave Desert Shrub

Report Generated For

Name: Jenna Jorgensen
Organization: Jones & DeMille Engineering
Email: jenna.j@jonesanddemille.com
Phone: (435)-893-5203

End of Report

Thank you for using the Utah Wildlife Habitat Analysis tool. Feel free to reach out to the department for additional information or assistance.

NOT FOR CONSULTATION
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State Historic Preservation Officer 
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Governor 

 
Deidre M. Henderson 
Lieutenant Governor 
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October 31, 2024 

 

Eric Edgley 
Habitat Section Chief 
Utah Division of Wildlife Resources 
1594 West North Temple 
Suite 2110 
PO Box 146301 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6301 
 
 
RE: Confluence Park Land Exchange, Hurricane City, Washington County, Utah 
 
For future correspondence, please reference Case No. 24-2758 
 
Dear Eric Edgley, 
 
The Utah State Historic Preservation Office received your request for our comment on the above-
referenced undertaking on October 30, 2024.  
 
We concur with your determinations of effect for this undertaking. 
 
This letter serves as our comment on the determination you have made within the consultation process 
specified in §36CFR800.4. Additionally, Utah Code 9-8-404(1)(a) denotes that your agency is 
responsible for all final decisions regarding cultural resources for this undertaking. Our comments here 
are provided as specified in U.C.A. 9-8-404(3)(a)(i).   
 
If you have questions, please contact me at (801) 535-2502 or by email at rmcgrath@utah.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Ryan McGrath 
Compliance Archaeologist 

http://www.history.utah.gov/
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