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Project Description 

Mohave County submitted eight applications for Rights-of-Way to install and operate early alert 
flood monitoring devices.  Each location has been strategically selected to provide early flood 
warnings that will allow Mohave County to barricade roadways and warn homeowners should 
flood depths become a hazard to homes or vehicular traffic. 
 
Each device consists of a 1 ft. diameter standpipe which would stand about 10 ft. tall and would 
be equipped with weather monitoring sensors such as precipitation gauge, small solar panel 
(approx. 1 – 2 ft. sq.), radio transmitter, and approx. 6 ft. tall antennae mast (mounted about 2 ft. 
below top of standpipe) and approx. 3 ft. long horizontally mounted antennae for directional 
transmission or vertically mounted for omni directional transmission.  The right-of-way area for 
these would be 10 ft. x 10 ft. (0.002 acre).  No construction or maintenance of roads is necessary 
for installation and maintenance of these devices.  No heavy equipment will be used. 
Construction materials and equipment will be transported with an ATV.  Maintenance is 
expected to occur twice a year.   
 
The proposed term would be through December 31, 2040. 
 

Location Evaluated:  T. 26 N., R. 18 W., Section 33, NENE (Antelope Springs AZA 35523) 

Identification of Special Status Species for Evaluation:   

The AGFD Heritage Data Base Management System (HDMS) lists the following special status 
species or important designations that occur within 2 miles of the site location:   
 10J area for California condor 
 Peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum) 
 
All species listed in Appendix 6 of the Kingman Area plan were considered.  
 
No species specific surveys were required by the BLM Kingman Area biologist.  
 
Date of on- site inspection: November 15, 2010 

General vegetation: Joshua tree, cholla, opuntia.  See Photos 1-3.  



  3

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Map 1.  Location of Antelope Springs Flood Monitoring Device. 
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Photo 1.  Example of vegetation at the project location. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo 2.  Example of vegetation at the project location. 
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Photo 3.  Example of vegetation at the project location. 
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Evaluations:  

1. California Condor – Nonessential Experimental 10(j) – Proposed Species 

a. Species Status and Requirements under Endangered Species Act 
 
The California condor (Gymnogyps californianus) was listed as endangered on March 11, 
1967 (32 FR 4001).  Critical habitat was designated in California on September 24, 1976 
(41 FR 187).  Critical habitat has not been designated outside of California.  The 
California condor remains one of the world’s rarest and most imperiled vertebrate 
species.  Despite intensive conservation efforts, the wild California condor population 
declined steadily until 1987, when the last free-flying individual was captured.  During 
the 1980s, captive condor flocks were established at the San Diego Wild Animal Park 
and the Los Angeles Zoo, and the first successful captive breeding was accomplished at 
the former facility in 1988.  Following several years of increasingly successful captive 
breeding, captive-produced condors were first released back to the wild in California in 
early 1992 (USFWS 2009). 

 
The first release of condors into the wild in northern Arizona occurred on December 12, 
1996.  They were released within a designated nonessential experimental population area 
in northern Arizona and southern Utah.  The area is bounded by Interstate 40 on the 
south, U.S. Highway 191 on the east, Interstate 70 on the north, and Interstate 15 to U.S. 
Highway 93 on the west (USFWS 2009).  
 
A designation of nonessential experimental limits the application of section 7(a)(2) of the 
Endangered species Act.  For the purposes of section 7, the nonessential experimental 
population is treated as a proposed species except on National Wildlife Refuge System 
and National Park System lands.  Current and future land, water, or air uses such as, but 
not limited to: commercial and business development; forest management; agriculture; 
mining and energy resource exploration and development (e.g. coal); livestock grazing; 
development of transportation and utility corridors (e.g. power transmission lines); 
communication facilities; water development projects; sport hunting and fishing; air tour 
operations and outdoor recreational activities (e.g. jeep tours, hiking, biking, boating) 
should not be restricted due to the designation of the nonessential experimental 
population of California condors (USFWS 1996a).   
 
The proposed Antelope Springs Flood Monitoring Device is located within the 
nonessential experimental population area requiring BLM to evaluate their discretionary 
actions to determine if the actions will jeopardize the continued existence of California 
condors.   
 

b. Species Information and Locations 
 
Condors are opportunistic scavengers, feeding only on the carcasses of dead animals.  
Typical foraging behavior includes long-distance reconnaissance flights, lengthy circling 
flights over a carcass, and hours of waiting at a roost or on the ground near a carcass 
(USFWS 1996b).  Most California condor foraging in northern Arizona occurs in open 
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areas and throughout the forested areas of the rims of Grand Canyon.  Condors are also 
attracted to human activity; newly released individuals and young inexperienced 
juveniles are more likely to investigate human activity (USFWS 2009).  
 
Roost sites include cliffs and tall trees, including snags.  Nesting sites for California 
condors include various types of rock formations such as caves, crevices, overhung 
ledges, and potholes.  The cliffs in the Antelope Springs area (see Photo 4) are potentially 
suitable for condor nesting and roosting, however condors have not been documented in 
this area.   
 
The concern from a mortality, and the possibility of additional mortalities, from collision 
with a powerline led to aversion training prior to release of condors in both California 
and Arizona.  Condors were exposed to a mock power pole fitted with a low voltage 
electrified cross arm for aversive conditioning to electrical structures.  Condors that had 
already developed the high risk habitat of perching on power poles in California were 
brought into captivity for the breeding program.  Newly released, aversion trained 
condors were not observed perching on power poles in California (USFWS 1996b).  
There have been no recorded collisions or electrocutions in Arizona since aversion 
training, although there are comparatively few powerlines in the region (AZ Condor 
Review Team 2007). 
 
Locations of released condors are well known for the nonessential experimental 
population.  Prior to release, each condor was fitted with patagial (wing-mounted) 
number tags and radio transmitters.  Condor use is focused on the North and South rims 
and river corridor of the Grand Canyon, the Kaibab Plateau, and the Kolob region area of 
southern Utah (AZ Condor Review Team 2007). 
 
In addition to the Grand Canyon area, condors have been observed west to the Virgin 
Mountains near Mesquite, Nevada; south to the San Francisco Peaks near Flagstaff, 
Arizona; north to Zion and Bryce Canyon National Parks in Utah; beyond Minersville, 
Utah; and east to Mesa Verde, Colorado and the Four Corners region (USFWS 2009). 

 
c. Finding: The Antelope Springs Mountain Flood Control Monitoring Device will not 

jeopardize the continued existence of California condor because: 
• No existing roosts, nests, or perch sites are located in the vicinity 
• The device is only 10 foot tall and does not present a potential collision obstacle 
• The minor vegetation impacts do not impact potential foraging resources (carrion) 
• Any future condor use of the cliffs for nesting  would not be impacted by 

presence of the device (non hazardous and low human maintenance activity) 
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Photo 4.  Cliffs in vicinity providing suitable condor and falcon nesting sites. 

 
2. Peregrine Falcon – BLM Sensitive Species 

 
The peregrine falcon has been de-listed under the Endangered Species Act.  It is dependent 
on steep cliffs for nesting and expansive open areas for hunting.  The cliffs around Antelope 
Spring (photo 4) provide suitable nesting habitat and the Arizona Game and Fish Department 
Heritage Database indicates peregrine falcons within 2 miles.  Falcon eyries (nests) are 
difficult to locate outside of the nesting season as the falcons build minimal nests as opposed 
to large stick-nests of other raptors.  No “white-wash” (excrement) that might indicate 
presence of any eyrie was observed.  Peregrines are sensitive to human disturbance, 
particularly when it occurs above the nest or on the cliff face (such as rock climbing, 
rappelling activities).  Nesting peregrines are also sensitive to loud construction noises such 
as blasting.  
 
Finding:  The Antelope Springs Flood Monitoring device is unlikely to impact the peregrine 
falcon because:  

• Construction activity is minor (no blasting) and of short duration 
• No activity will occur above any suitable nesting cliff faces 
• The small area of  soil and vegetation impact will not affect foraging resources 
• Operation and maintenance is a minor of low frequency and duration 
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3. Other Special Status Species 
 
No special status plant or animal species listed in Appendix 6 of the BLM Kingman Area 
Plan were observed.  None of these species will be impacted due to a variety of reasons 
including: 

• The species is not located on the site where soil and vegetation will occur 
• The activity will not create high levels of noise or disturbance to any of the wildlife 

species that may be in the surrounding area 
• The soil and vegetation disturbance area is so small that it will not cause changes in 

vegetative forage conditions or levels of other food sources (insects, reptiles, small 
mammals) to any wildlife species that may be in the surrounding area.  

Noxious Weeds: 

No noxious weeds were observed on the site or the access road to the site.  It is unlikely that 
noxious weeds are in the surrounding area due to the remoteness of the site.  The construction, 
operation, and maintenance activities are unlikely to increase the risk of introduction or spread of 
noxious weeds because:  

• Noxious weeds were not observed  
• No heavy equipment will be used 
• ATV access is similar to currently allowed public use 
• The soil disturbance area is small  
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