Clark, Lincoln, and White Pine Counties Groundwater Development Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement
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Project Components
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Source: National Atlas (2008)
Age
—— Historic, <150 years
Holocene, <15,000 years
Late Quaternary, <130,000 years
—— Mid-late Quaternary, <750,000 years
—— Quaternary, <1,600,000 years
—— May be older than Quaternary

Proposed Clark, Lincoln, and
White Pine Counties Groundwater
Development Project
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Chapter 3, Section 3.2, Geologic Resources
Affected Environment

e 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.
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