Clark, Lincoln, and White Pine Counties Groundwater Development Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement
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1) State Boundary

Water Resources Karst Potential

Fissures, tubes, and caves generally absent; where present in small isolated
areas, less than 50 ft (15 m) long; less than 50 ft (15 m) vertical extent; in
moderately to steeply dipping beds of carbonate

rock.

Fissures, tubes, and caves over 1,000 ft (300 m) long; 50 ft (15 m) to over
250 ft (75 m) vertical extent; in moderately to steeply dipping beds of

[-] County Boundary gy carbonate rock.
m Fissures, tubes, and tunnels present to a depth of 50 ft. (15 m) in lava.

Source: National Atlas (2008)
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No Warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management as to the accuracy, reliability, or completeness of these data for individual use or aggregate use with other data.

Chapter 3, Page 3.2-8

Chapter 3, Section 3.2, Geologic Resources
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