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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

To the Congress of the United States:

One of the greatest challenges facing our Nation is to make care-
ful and wise use of our natural resources. At the same time, we must pro-
tect other national treasures—wild, free-flowing rivers and wilderness
areas—for this and future generations to enjoy in their natural, undevel-
oped state.

To further this effort and pursuant to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
of 1968 and the Wilderness Act of 1964, I am today proposing, at the recom-
mendation of the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior,
eight additions to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System and three ad-
ditions to the National Wilderness Preservation System. These additions
total some 45 miles of rivers and over 21,000 acres of wilderness.

Briefly described, the proposed additions to the Rivers System are:

(1) The Clarks Fork of the Yellowstone River, Wyoming—21.5 miles
of the river in the Shoshone National Forest.

(2) The Elk River, Colorado—29 miles of the river in the Routt Na-
tional Forest.

(3) The Conejos River, Colorado—36.8 miles of the river in the Rio
Grande National Forest.

(4) The Los Pinos River, Colorado—54 miles of the river in the We-
minuche Wilderness, San Juan National Forest.

(5) The Verde River, Arizona—39.5 miles of the river in the Pres-
cott Coconino, and Tonto National Forests.

(6) The Au Sable River, Michigan—23 miles of the river in the Huron
Manistee National Forest.

(7) The Snake River, Wyoming—-13 miles of the river in the Bridger-
Teton National Forest.

(8) The Piedra River, Colorado—28.4 miles of the river in the San
Juan National Forest.

The comprehensive bill that T am transmitting today to add these rivers
to the System will also make changes to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
to enhance our ability to manage such rivers efficiently and effectively.

In addition, I am transmitting three legislative proposals to designate
the following areas as additions to the Wilderness System:

(1) The Spruce Creek addition to the Hunter-Fryingpan Wilderness,
Colorado—the 8,000-acre Spruce Creek Wilderness Study Area,
to be added to this Wilderness in the White River National Forest.
The area offers outstanding opportunities for solitude and back-
country recreation.

(2) The Paddy Creek area, Missouri—6,728 acres in the Mark Twain
National Forest. This area of the Ozarks contains an unusual
assortment of rock formations, including caves, crevasses, and
fissures.

(3) The Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area, Arizona—6,670 acres in
Graham and Pinal Counties. Aravaipa Creek provides the canyon,
which is bordered by high mesa-like cliffs, with lush vegetation
and a variety of wildlife that is seldom seen in the surrounding
Sonoran Desert.
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After reviewing the suitability of three other rivers for possible des-
ignation, the Secretary of Agriculture has found them not fo be suitable
for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. These include
portions of the San Francisco River in Arizona, the Movie River in Idaho,
and the Salt River in Arizona. Finally, after reviewing the Elkhorn Wilder-
ness Study Area in Montana, the Secretary of Agriculture has determined
that this area is not suitable for inclusion in the National Wilderness
Preservation System.

I am also transmitting to the Congress today letters and reports from
the Secretaries of the Interior and Agriculture regarding all of these rivers
and wilderness proposals. I concur in all of these recommendations, and
urge the Congress to act expeditiously and favorably on the proposed leg-
islation, so that the natural resources of these areas may be protected and
preserved.

RONALD REAGAN.
The WHITE HOUSE, September 13, 1982.

USAV-00003386



ABILL

To designate adfitional rivers as components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System, and for other purposes,

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United

States of America in Congress assembled, That the Wild and Scenic Rivers

Act of October 2, 1968 (82 Stat. 906; 16 U.S.C. 1271-1287) as amended,

is further amended as follows:

TITLE 1 - AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 3 RELATING TG COMPONENTS
OF THE NATIONAL WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS SYSTEM
SEC. 101. Subsection 3(a)(16) is amended by adding the following
sentence at the end thereof:
“Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, the installation
and operation of facilities or other activities within or outside
the boundaries of the Pere Marquette Wild and Scenic River for
the control of lamprey eel shall be permitted subject to such
restrictions and conditions as the Secretary of Agriculture
may prescribe for the protection of water quality and other values

of the river."

SEC. 102, Subsection 3(a)(21) North Fork American is amended by striking
out “agencies of the Departments of the Interior and Agriculture as agreed upon
by the Secretaries of such Departments or as directed by the President." and

substituting "the Secretary of Agriculture. Public lands administered by the
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Secretary of the Interior through the Bureau of Land Management within the
Wild and Scenic River corridor west of Range 11 East, Mount Diablo Meridian,
shall hereafter be National Forest System lands to be administered by the
Secretary of Agriculture as part of the Tahoe National Forest, the

boundary of which is modified as generally depicted on a map entitled ‘Tahoe

National Forest inclusion of North Fork American Wild and Scenic River,

September 1980'."

SEC. 103. Section 3(a) is amended by inserting the following new

paragraphs at the end thereof:

"(51) CLARKS FORK, WYOMING. --The segment from the property
line between private and National Forest System lands approximately
one-half mile below the Crandall Bridge downstream to the boundary of
the Shoshone National Forest as generally depicted on a map entitled
'Proposed Clarks Fork Wild River' which is on file and available
for public inspection in the Office of the Chief, Forest Service,
United States Department of Agriculture, and is also part of a
document entitled ‘Clarks Fork of the Yellowstone, Wild and Scenic

River Study'; to be administered by the Secretary of Agriculture.

"(52) ELK, COLORADO. --The main stem upstream from the
confluence with the South Fork, the North and South Forks to their

headwaters, and the Middle Fork to the confluence of Gilpin Creek and
Gold Creek as generally depicted on a map entitled 'Proposed Elk Wild

and Scenic River' which is on file and available for public inspection
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in the Office of the Chief, Forest Service, United States Department
of Agricuiture, and is also part of a document entitled 'Elk Wild
and Scenic River Environmental Impact Statement and Study Report';

to be administered by the Secretary of Agriculture.

“(53) CONEJOS, COLORADO. --The North, Middle, and E1 Rito Azul
Forks from their sources to their confluence with the Conejos River,
thence the Conejos River to its confluence with the South Fork (but
excluding the Platoro Reservoir as authorized by Public Law 485 and
Public Law 76-260 and the segment of river downstream from the Platoro
Reservior to the boundary between Section 23 and 24, Township 26 North,
Range 4 East, New Mexico and Sixth Principal Meridians) and the South
Fork from Glacier Lake to its confluence with the Conejos River as
generally depicted on a map entitled 'Preferred Alternative, Proposed
Wild and Scenic River Area Boundary' which is on file and available for
public inspection in the Office of the Chief, Forest Service, United
States Department of Agriculture, and is also part of a document
entitted 'Conejos Wild and Scenic River Study - Final Environmental

Impact Statement'; to be administered by the Secretary of Agriculture.

"(54) LOS PINOS, COLORADO. --The segment from the confluence
of the North Fork and Rincon La Vaca downstream to the Northern
boundary of the Granite Peak Ranch; and, the tributaries, Lake Creek,
F1int Creek, Rincon La Vaca, Rincon La Osa, Snowslide Canyon Creek,

and Sierra Vandera from their headwaters to their point of confluence
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with the Los Pinos River as generally depicted on a map entitlied ‘Los
Pinos - Wild and Scenic River' which is on file and available for

public inspection in theIOffice of the Chief, Forest Service, United
States Department of Agriculture; to be administered by the Secretary

of Agriculture.

“(55) VERDE, ARIZONA, --The segment beginning at the boundary
between National Forest and private land in Sections 26 and 27,
Township 13 North, Range 5 East, Gila-Salt River Meridian, downstream
to the vi;iﬁity of Table Mountain approximately 14 miles upstream from
Horseshoe Reservoir, as generally depicted on a map entitled 'Verde
River - Wild and Scenic River' which is on file and available for
public inspection in the Office of the Chief, Forest Service, United
States Department of Agriculture; to be administered by the Secretary
of Agriculture: Provided, That this designation shall not prevent
water users receiving Central Arizona Project water allocations from
diverting that water through an exchange agreement with downstream

water users in accordance with Arizona water law.

"(56) AU SABLE, MICHIGAN. --The segment of the main stem from
the project boundary of the Mio Pond project downstream to the project boumﬁd
at Alcona Pond project as generally depicted on a map entitled 'Au
Sable River' which‘is on file and available for public inspection in
the Office of the Chief, Forest Service, United States Department of

Agriculture; to be administered by the Secretary of Agriculture.
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"(57) SNAKE RIVER, WYOMING. --The segment beginning about one
mile below Astoria Hot Springs downstream to the entrance to Palisades
Reservoir as generally depicted on a map entitled, 'Potential
Classification Boundary' in a document entitled 'Snake River - Wyoming,
A Potential Wild and Scenic River' which is on file and available for
public inspection in the Office of the Chief. Forest Service, United
States Department of Agriculture; to be administered by the Secretary

of Agriculture.

"(58) PIEDRA, COLORADO. --The segment from its confluence with
Indian Creek upstream to the boundary between Sections 8 and 9, Township
36 North, Range 3 West, New Mexico Principal Meridian, and the Middle
Fork from the boundary between Sections 10 and 15, Township 37 North,
Range 3 West, New Mexico Principal Meridian to its headwaters as generally
depicted on a map entitled 'Proposed Piedra Wild and Scenic River®
which is on file and available for public inspection in the Office of
the Chief, Forest Service, United States Department of Agriculture, and
is also part of a document entitled 'Piedra River Final Environmental
Impact Statement and Wild and Scenic River Study'; to be administered by

the Secretary of Agriculture.

TITLE IT - STUDY RIVERS

SEC, 201 Section 5(a) is amended by deleting subsection 5(a)(71).

SEC. 202. Section 5(b) is amended as follows:
(a) Add the following proviso at the end of Subsection 5(b)(1):

"Provided further, That effective on the dates of designation for

potential addition, studies of the rivers named in Subparagraphs

(31), (34), (38), (44), (49), and (55) shall be completed and
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the reports thereon transmitted to the Congress not later than

January 1, 1986."

(b) Delete the wording of the first Subsection 5(b)(4) beginning
with "There are authorized..." and insert in lieu thereof the sentence
“For the purposes of conducting the studies of rivers named in Section

5(a), there are authorized to be appropriated such funds as are necessary,"

(c) Renumber the second Subsection 5(b)(4) beginning with "The
studies of the river..." as 5(b)(5) and renumber Subsection 5(b)(5) as

Subsection 5(b)(6).
TITLE III - AMENDMENTS TO P.L. 90-542, AS AMENDED

SEC. 301. The first sentence of Section 3(b) is amended as follows:

(a) Delete the words "date of this Act" and insert in lieu

thereof the words "date of such designation";

(b) Delete the second parenthetical statement and insert in lieu
thereof the parenthetical statement, "(which boundaries shall include an
average of not more than three hundred and twenty acres of land per mile

measured from the ordinary high water mark on both sides of the river)".

(c) Delete the semicolon and the remainder of the sentence
after the words "its various segments" and insert in lieu thereof

a period,

SEC. 302. The second sentence of Section 3(b) is amended as follows:
(a) Delete the words "Said boundaries," and insert in 1ieu thereof
the words "Notice of the availability of said boundaries and".

(b) Delete the words “"and development plans".
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SEC., 303. Add a new Subsection 3(c)(i) as follows:
“3(c)(i) The Federal agency charged with the administration of
each component of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System shall
prepare a comprehensive management plan for such river which shall
provide for the protection of the river values. The plan shall
address the costs and effects of resource protection alternatives,
necessary development of lands and facilities, appropriate user
capacities, and other management practices or techniques necessary
to achieve the purposes of the Act. The plan shall also
identify alternatives to protect the wild and scenic river values
by means other than land acquisition. Where the river flows through
Federal lands, the plan shall be coordinated with resource management
planning for these adjacent Federal areas. Such plans shall be
prepared after consultation with State and local governments and
the interested public, and may be prepared in conjunction with
plans prescribed by law for adjacent Federal lands. For rivers
designated after January 1, 1982, the plans required by this subsection
shall be prepared within three full fiscal years after the date
of designation, and notice of the completion and availability of

such plans shall be published in the Federal Register. For rivers

designated in Subparagraphs (1) through (50) inclusive, all boundaries,
classifications, and plans completed as of the date of enactment

of this Subsection shall be valid and shall be reviewed for conformity
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with the requirements of this Subsection within eight years through
regular agency planning processes. Notice of modifications to
the boundaries and classifications for designated rivers shall

be published in the Federal Register as provided in Subsection (b)

of this Section."

SEC. 304. Add a new Subsection 3(c)(ii) as follows:
“3{c)(ii) For rivers designated in Subparagraphs (51} through
(58) of Section 3(a), no money shall be appropriated for the
acquisition of lands or interests in lands until the comprehensive
management plan required by this subsection is prepared:
Provided, That there is authorized to be appropriated such
sums from the Land and Water Conservation Fund as may be
necessary for the acquisition of lands and interests in lands
jidentified for acquisition by the comprehensive management
plans for said rivers, and for interim emergency acquisitions
of lands or interests in lands as determined by the appropriate
Secretary to be necessary to protect the values of said rivers,
but such sums for emergency acquisitions shall not exceed a

total of $500,000 for each of said rivers.,"

SEC. 305. Section 4{c) is amended as follows:
(a) Insert after the first sentence the following new
sentence: “"When five percent or more of the lands within
one-quarter mile of a river proposed for designation are

under the jurisdiction of another Federal Department or
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agency, the Secretary of the Interior, in exercising his
authority pursuant to the provisions of Subsection 2{a)(ii)
of this Act, shall not approve the designation without

the concurrence of the head of such Department or Federal

agency."

SEC. 306. Section 4 is amended by adding a new Subsection (d):
"(d) For study purposes, the study area of any river proposed
in Section 5(a) of this Act for potential addition to the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, unless otherwise
provided, shall comprise that area measured within one-quarter
mile from the ordinary high water mark on both sides of the river:
Provided, This section shall not be construed to Timit the
possible scope of the study report to address areas which

may lie more than one-quarter mile from the river."

SEC. 307. Section 5 is amended by adding a new Subsection (e):
“(e) If a river or portions thereof designated for study
under this section are not designated as components of the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System before the end of
the time period provided in Section 7(b), then study status

shall terminate."

SEC. 308. (a) Section 6(a) is amended as follows:
Add the following sentence at the end thereof:
“When a tract of land lies partly within and partly outside the
boundaries of a component of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers

System, the appropriate Secretary may, with the consent of the
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landowner for the portion outside the boundaries, acquire the

entire tract and the land or any interest therein so acquired

outside the boundaries shall not be counted against the 100

acres fee title limitation. If not needed for outdoor

recreation, administrative, or other purposes in furtherance

of this Act, such lands or interests, may be disposed of by sale, lease,

or exchange as provided in Section 14A."

(b) Section 6(b} is amended by inserting in the first sentence the
words “"outside the ordinary high water mark on both sides of the river"
after the word "acreage", and inserting the words "in fee titie" after

the word "owned."

SEC. 309. (a) The second sentence of Section 7(a) is amended by
deleting the words "approval of this Act" and inserting in lieu thereof
the words, "designation of a river as a component of the National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System".

(b) Section 7(b) is amended as follows:

(1) 1In the first sentence after Subparagraph (i) insert a new
Subparagraph (ii) as follows:

"(ii) during such interim period from the date a

report is due and the time a report is actually

submitted to the Congress.”
(2) Redesignate existing Subparagraph (ii) as Subparagraph (iii).
(3) In the second sentence, insert the word "unreasonably"

before the word "diminish".
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(4) At the end of the second sentence, delete the words
“approval of this Act" and insert in lieu thereof the words,
"designation of a river for study as provided for in

Section 5 of this Act".

SEC. 310. Section 8(a) is amended by deleting the period at the end of
the sentence and inserting in 1ieu thereof a colon, followed by the words:
"provided, That this provision shall not be construed to limit the authorities

granted in Section 6(d)} or Section 14A of this Act."

SEC. 311. Section 12(c) is amended by deleting the words "Secretary
of the Interior” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “Administrator,

Environmental Protection Agency".

SEC. 312, Section 14 is amended by designating the existing section
as Subsection (a) and adding a new Subsection (b) as follows:

"(b) For the conservation purposes of preserving or enhancing the
values of components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, and
environs thereof as determined by the appropriate Secretary, landowners
are authorized to donate or otherwise convey qualified real property
interests to qualified organizations consistent with Subsection 170(h}(3)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended, including, but not
limited to, right-of-way, open space, scenic, or conservation easements,
without regard to any limitation on the nature of the estate or interest

otherwise transferable within the jurisdiction where the land is located."
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SEC. 313. Delete the existing Section 14A and substitute in lieu
thereof the following revision:

"Where necessary or desirable to achieve the purposes of this Act,
the appropriate Secretary may sell, lease, or exchange Federally owned
lands or interests therein which are within or adjacent to the boundaries
of any component of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System: Provided,
that such sale, lease, or exchange shall be subject to such reservations,
restrictive convenants, or other terms and conditions as may be necessary or
desirable to achieve the purposes of the Act. In the exercise of this sale
or lease authority, the Secretary shall utilize the standards and procedures
provided at Sectibn 5(a) of Public Law 90-401 including the provision for
a right of first refusal by the last owner of record. The exercise of
the exchange authority shall be consistent with the value provisions of
Section 6(d) of this Act. The proceeds received from any conveyance under
this section shall be credited to the appropriation account bearing the costs
of such land acquisition for the affected Wild and Scenic River, and shall
be available for expenditure only to the extent, and in such amounts, as may
be provided in advance in appropriation Acts. Any proceeds remaining in such
accounts shall be covered into miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury upon

completion of such land acquisition for the affected wild and scenic river.

SEC. 314, Section 16(c) is amended by adding a new sentence at the
end thereof, “"For any designated Wild and Scenic River the appropriate
Secretary may deem the acquisition of fee title with the reservation
of regular existing uses to the owner, as a scenic easement for purposes
of this Act, and such an acquisition will not constitute fee title

ownership for purposes of Section 6(b)."
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TITLE IV - AMENDMENTS PERTAINING TO STATE COMPONENTS
OF THE NATIONAL WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS SYSTEM

SEC. 401, Section 2(a) of the Act is amended as follows:

(a} In the first sentence, clause (ii), add the phrase "authorized
for inclusion in the national system and" before the word "designated".

(b) After the first sentence, insert the following new sentence: "Any
river included within the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System under the
provisions of clause (ii) shall be removed from the National System by the
Secretary of the Interior if requested to do so by a resolution of the affected
legislature or legislatures of the State or States through which the river
flows, and if the Secretary of Agriculture concurs in such removal for those

portions of rivers flowing through National Forest System lands.”
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Section by Section Analysis of Proposed Amendments
to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
(82 Stat. 906; 16 U.S.C. 1271-1287)

TITLE I - Components of the Wild and Scenic Rivers System

1. Section 101 amends Subsection 3{(a)(16) of the Act pertaining to
management of the free-flowing characteristics of the Pere Marquette River
in Michigan. The amendment would aliow the Secretary of Agriculture to
permit the construction of facilities to control the spawning migration of
the lamprey eel. The lamprey eel is a major parasitic threat to commercial
and sport fisheries in the Great Lakes. The prohibition under the Act of
any form of impoundment precludes the utilization of structures which prevent
passage to spawning lamprey. The amendment would conditionally ailow for

such control mechanisms.

2. Section 102 amends Subsection 3(a)(21) of the Act to place management
responsibility for the entire segment of the American Wild and Scenic River
with the Secretary of Agriculture and provide for the transfer of public

lands within the area to the Tahoe National Forest.

3. Section 103 amends Section 3{a) by designating segments of the

following rivers as units of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System:

River and State Administering Department
Clarks Fork (Wyoming) USDA
Eik (Colorado) USDA
Conejos (Colorado) USDA
Los Pinos (Colorado) USDA
Verde (Arizona) USDA
Au Sable (Michigan) USDA
Snake (Wyoming) USDA
Piedra~{Colorado) USDA
XIX
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TITLE II - Study Rivers

4., Section 201 amends Section 5(a) by eliminating the study of the
Soldiers Creek River in Alabama. This very short segment has an inadequate

resource base and clearly is an unsuitable candidate for inclusion in the

system.

5. Section 202(a) extends the time for completion of six studies.
Several studies for rivers previously designated as potential additions
to the system have been delayed beyond the date originally provided. Delays
for some of these studies are due to their interrelationship with other

A

studies being conducted for land and water resources, and full evaluation
A

would require completion of all studies underway for given river areas.

The section would extend the study period until January 1, 1986.

6. Section 202(b) deletes specific funding authorization for certain

studies which are largely completed and provides for general authorization of

funding of studies.
7. Section 202(c) is a necessary stylistic change.

TITLE 1I1 - Generic Amendments to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

8. Section 301 amends Section 3(b) by modifying the reguirements
for preparing a management plan within 1 year, and clarifies the area
encompassed by the boundaries of a designated river to include the water
area with islands in addition to a land area averaging 320 acres per mile

measured from the ordinary high water mark on both sides of the river.
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9, Section 302 eliminates the requirement that boundary descrip-

tions be published in the Federal Register; rather, the administering agency

mst publish notice of the availability of the description. This change
wi1l not affect the public information objective, yet will result in the

saving of considerable publication expenses for lengthy boundary descriptions.

10. Section 303 provides for a comprehensive management plan to be
prepared within 3 fiscal years. This comprehensive plan replaces the 1 year
requirement for development plans now in Section 3(b) of the Act. To promote
efficient planning and avoid possible duplication, the comprehensive plan
will be coordinated with ongoing resource management planning for adjacent
federal lands. Such plans will address alternative means of river protection,
development of lands and facilities, appropriate user capacities and other
management practices and techniques to achieve the purposes of the Act. Most
significantly, the modified planning requirement will emphasize alternative
techniques other than land acquisition for preserving the river values. For
already designated rivers, existing boundaries, classifications and plans
¥i1l remain valid, but will be reviewed within 8 years through regular agency

planning processes.

11. Section 304 represents a major shift in approaches to river protection.
No Tand acquisition funds would be appropriated until after completion of the com-
prehensive management plan. This will insure that alternatives to land
purchases are fully examined and implemented. The provision does recognize
that adverse development may occur on rivers while the comprehensive plan is being
prepared; and, therefore, authorizes up to $500,000 per river for emergency

land acquisitions to prevent such problems.
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12, Section 305 provides a limitation on the authority of the Secfetary
of the Interior to designate State rivers. No State-designated river shall
be administratively designated under the authority of Subsection 2{a)(ii) if
the designation affects Federally owned lands and the administering Department
or agency objects to such designation. This will prevent designations which
could severely impact the fulfillment of management responsibilities by

other agencies for lands under their jurisdiction.

13. Section 306 establishes the study area of study rivers as being one-
quarter mile on both sides of the river. This clarifies the extent of the
applicability of various protections contained in Section 7(b) of the Act and

Subsection 522(e)(1) of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977,

14. Section 307 provides for the eventual termination of study status
for rivers after studies have been completed and sent to the Congress, and
for which the Congress has not acted upon the recommendations within the
3-year period now provided by Section 7(b)(ii). The Act protects study
rivers from water resource development (Sec. 7)}; entry and disposition under
the public l1and laws (Sec. 8); and mineral entry (Sec. 9). However. these
protections are only for a specific term and expire 3 years after submission
of a study to Congress. The proposed amendment merely ends study status for
a river at the same time the statutory protections of sections 7, 8, and 9

are ended.

15. Section 308(a) amends Section 6(a) to provide for whole tract
acquisition when a land acquisition is deemed necessary to preserve river
values. Whole tract acquisition involves the purchase of an entire property

rather than just that portion lying within a river boundary line. This

XXII

USAV-00003404



provision will eliminate the need to pay severance charges, will avoid
gneconomic remnants which by existing law must be acquired anyway

(P.L. 91-646), and gives the landowner the option of conveying all holdings.
If a whole tract is acquired, the Secretary may dispose of surplus portions
by sale, lease or exchange, and thereby minimize any Federal investment in

unneeded interests in land.

16. Section 308(b) amends Section 6(b) of the Act to clarify the scope
of potential Government ownership within the designated boundaries of wild
and scenic rivers. Partial interests, such as easements, and submerged lands
are not included in the 50 percent public ownership proportion. This amendment
reaffirms longstanding administrative interpretations of the 50 percent

proportion of land ownership.

17. Section 309(a) would amend Section 7(a) of the Act dealing with
water resource projects on designated rivers. The amendment would change
the baseline date for determining impacts on resource values by water projects
above or below a designated portion of a river. A 1968 date has been
applicable to all rivers designated to date. We believe, however, the 1968
date is not appropriate for rivers designated after that date. The appropriate

date should be the date of designation.

18, Section 309(b) provides that the protections for study rivers
including the deferment of water resources projects extend to the date that
a study report is actually submitted to the Congress. The Act is currently
ambiguous on the question of whether projects can be authorized on rivers

when the submission of a study report is delayed beyond the time mandated
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for completion. This provision clarifies the time periods of the
protections as being from the date of designation for study until 3 years
after submission of the report to Congress. This provision insures that the
options of Congress are not preempted by incompatible activities until there
is adequate time for congressional consideration. This provision does not
condone administrative delays in preparing studies by the appointed date,
but does recognize that delays do sometimes occur. Note that a companion
provision in Section 308 of the bill would terminate study status after

3 years from the date a report is submitted to the Congress if no legis-

lative action is taken.

Section 309(b) also amends Section 7(b) and makes changes similar to those
made to Section 7(a) dealing with the date of designation being the date from
which diminishment of values is judged. In addition, the existing standard
for evaluating effects on scenic, recreational, and fish and wildlife values
for water projects on study rivers {"diminish"), is revised to be the same

as the standard for evaluating effects on those values for water projects on
designated rivers (“unreasonably diminish"), By this change, a study river
would not be subject to more stringent protections than are provided for

rivers already designated as components of the System.

19. Section 310 amends Section 8(a) to allow for exchange, lease or
other disposition of lands as provided in Section 6(d) and Section 14A of
the Act. The withdrawal of lands with%n the boundaries of a wild and scenic

river from disposition under the public Tand laws is otherwise unchanged.

20. Section 311 amends Section 12(c) to reflect the responsibility of

the Environmental Protection Agency for water pollution control.
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21. Section 312 amends Section 14 to encourage the donation of lands
and interests in lands within wild and scenic rivers. The amendment incor-
porates the provisions of the Tax Extension Act of 1980 (P.L. 96-541),
which allows for donors to receive tax deductions for interests in lands,
including conservation easements, given to charitable organizations such as

the Nature Conservancy.

22. Section 313 amends Section 14A to expand the Secretaries' authority
to sell, lease, or exchange tands within or adjacent to the boundaries of
a river. However, such a sale, lease, or exchange shall be subject to such
reservations or restrictive convenants as the Secretary determines to be
necessary to achieve the purposes of the Act. This authority would permit
a more efficient use of Timited Federal funding and maximize the utilization
of unneeded property rights toward the goal of preserving the river values.
This section would also permit leasing for continued cultivation or pasturing
operations on Federal land suited for such activities if they can be
performed without harming the values of the river. The provision states
that in the event of a sale, exchange or lease, the previous private
owner has the right of first refusal. Any revenue derived from a sale,
exchange, or lease-back shall be available for future land acquisition for
that river. This will encourage Federal land managers to adopt innovative
sale or lease-back programs so as to maximize the quantity and quality of

compatible land use within the wild and scenic river boundary.

23. Section 314 clarifies the scope of scenic easements to encompass
the reservation by a landowner of all regular existing uses of the land
while allowing the conveyance of the remaining interests to the Secretary.

This mechanism utilizes reserved interest deeds which are a more definitive
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and more easily administered form of conveyance of partial interests in
Tands. The amendment allows the administering Secretary an option as to
whether to use reserved interest deeds on a given river; it may be desirable

to continue to utilize the more established easement forms on existing rivers

for reasons of continuity.

TITLE IV - State Recommended Rivers

24. Section 401(a) amends Section 2(a) of the Act to provide for the
concurrent approval of the State legislature whenever a governor recommends
to the Secretary of the Interior that a State wild and scenic river be

included in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System.

25. Section 401(b) amends Section 2(a) of the Act to allow for the removal
from the National System of State components designated under clause (ii).
The question of including a State river in the National System is principally
a matter of State Jaw and policy which should be subject to the changing
needs and conditions of the States. The controversy that has arisen from
the Secretary of the Interior's 1981 designation of five rivers in northern
California has indicated, among other things, that the State legislature
should exerise oversight over components of State river systems, and the
legislatures should be consulted as to whether a State river should be

added to the National System by administrative action. Since wild and

scenic river designation affects long range planning for the National
Forests, the amendments provide that the Secretary of Agriculture is required
to approve any removals of State rivers which might affect National Forest
lands. Although this amendment would make Section 2(a)(ii) designations

more responsive to State legislatures, it would not affect the ability of
the Congress to permanently designate such State rivers as components of

the National System pursuant to an Act of Congress.
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United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

The President January 19, 1982
The White House
Washington, D.C, 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I am pleased to recommend designation of the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness,
consisting of public lands in Graham and Pinal Counties, Arizona, as a unit of the
National Wilderness Preservation System.

Aravaipa Canyon is an outstanding natural area of many contrasts. A gem of the
southwestern desert, the canyon landscape consists of high mesa-like cliffs through
which courses a freeflowing stream that provides lush vegetation and a habitat for
birds and animals that are seldom seen in the surrounding desert. Opportunities
abound for scientific study, wildlife observation, photography and primitive
recreation. These values have long been recognized by the Bureau of Land
Management, and approximately 4,044 acres of the proposed wilderness area were
previously designated as the Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area on January 6, 1969,
and April 28, 1971.

Section 603 of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA,

43 U.S.C. 1782) directs the Secretary of the Interior to review those areas of the
public lands which the Secretary had, prior to November 1, 1975, formally
identified as natural or primitive areas, and to report his recommendations to the
President as to the suitability or nonsuitability of those areas for preservation as
wilderness. This Department has recently completed its review of the Aravaipa
Canyon Primitive Area and contiguous roadless public lands. Based on this review,
I recommend wilderness designation of approximately 6,670 acres. Wilderness
designation would not conflict significantly with any existing or potential uses of
the area.

Mineral surveys conducted by the Geological Survey and Bureau of Mines indicate
that the proposed wilderness area probably contains no significant mineral deposits.
While these are surveys rather than exploration programs -- and as such are based
primarily on reviews of available data and literature, and on various geologic,
geochemical and other investigations -- they do suggest that wilderness
designation of the Aravaipa Canyon area should result in no adverse impacts on the
Nation's security, mineral needs or economic well-being. The mineral survey
report is enclosed.

I concur with the BLM's recommendation that continuation of the limited use of
motor vehicles and a motorized pump, as necessary for livestock grazing, be
recognized as a permissible temporary use until an alternative source of water has
been developed outside the wilderness boundary. This is discussed further in the
wilderness suitability report and is provided for in the enclosed draft bill.
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In accordance with the requirements of the Wilderness Act of 1964, a public notice
was issued on September 27, 1979, on the proposed wilderness recommendation, and
public hearings were held in Arizona at Safford, Tucson and Phoenix on

November 5, 6 and 7 of that year. The hearing record was held open until
December 6, 1979, to allow additional opportunity for written expressions by
interested citizens. The statements presented at the public hearings and the

written expressions received are summarized in the enclosed summary and analysis
of comments.

Governor Bruce Babbitt, the Graham and Pinal County boards of supervisors, and
all interested elected officials, as well as Federal and State agencies, were notified
of the proposed recommendation, in accordance with the requirements of the
Wilderness Act., Their views are also included in the enclosed summary and
analysis of comments.

A complete record has been compiled, including written statements and oral

testimony, in response to our announcement of public hearings. This record, of
course, is available for inspection.

Aravaipa Canyon is eminently qualified for designation as wilderness, and I
recommend submission to the Congress of the enclosed draft legislation to
incorporate 6,670 acres into the National Wilderness Preservation System. A final
environmental impact statement, as required by section 102(2)(C) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C is also enclosed.

Sincerely,

(o DO

SECRETARY

Enclosures
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A BILL

To designate the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness in the State of Arizona.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the

United States of America in Congress assembled, That, in furtherance of the

purposes of the Wilderness Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 890; 16 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.)
and consistent with the policies and provisions of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 2743; 43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), certain
public lands in Graham and Pinal Counties, Arizona, which comprise
approximately six thousand six hundred and seventy acres, as generally
depicted on a map entitled "Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness - Proposed" and
dated May 1980, are hereby designated as the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness
and, therefore, as a component of the National Wilderness Preservation
System.

SEC. 2. Subject to valid existing rights, the Aravaipa Canyon
Wilderness shall be administered by the Secretary of the Interior in
accordance with the provisions of the Wildemess Act governing areas
designated by that Act as wilderness, For purposes of this Act, any reference
in such provisions to the effective date of the Wilderness Act shall be deemed
to be a reference to the effective date of this Act; any reference to the
Secretary of Agriculture with regard to administration of such areas shall be
deemed to be a reference to the Secretary of the Interior; and any reference
to wilderness areas designated by the Wildemness Act or designated national
forest wilderness areas shall be deemed to be a reference to the Aravaipa
Canyon Wilderness. For purposes of this Act, the reference to national forest
rules and regulations in the second sentence of section 4(d)(3) of the

Wilderness Act shall be deemed to be a reference to rules and regulations
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applicable to public lands, as defined in section 103(e) of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701, 1702).

SEC. 3. As soon as practicable after this Act takes effect, the
Secretary of the Interjor shall file a map and a legal description of the
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness with the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the United States Senate and with the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs of the United States House of Representatives, and such
map and description shall have the same force and effect as if included in
this Act: Provided, That correction of clerical and typographical errors in
the legal description and map may be made. The map and legal description
shall be on file and available for public inspection in the offices of the Bureau
of Land Management, Department of the Interior.

SE,C. 4. Except as further provided in this section, the Aravaipa
Primitive Area designations of January 16, 1969 and April 28, 1971, are
hereby revoked. Prior to promulgation of rules and regulations to provide for
their administration as a component of the National Wilderness Preservation
System, subject to existing withdrawals, public lands comprising the Aravaipa
Canyon Wilderness shall be administered under rules and regulations of the
Secretary of the Interior applicable to designated primitive areas to the
extent consistent with the provisions of this Act.

SEC. 5. Notwithstanding any other provisions of law or regulations to
implement them, nothing in this Act shall be construed to prohibit the
continuation of the existing use of motorized vehicles and a motorized pump

within the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness as necessary for the continuation of
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existing grazing uses outside the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness: Provided,
That such use of motorized vehicles and pump shall cease immediately upon
notification by the Secretary that an alternative source of water outside the

wilderness is available,
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WILDERNESS SUITABILITY RECOMMENDATION

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) recommends that Congress incorporate
Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area and all contiguous public lands having
wilderness characteristics into the National Wilderness Preservation
System. Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area contains a unique southwestern
desert canyon of outstanding natural beauty, which provides an exceptional
opportunity for primitive and unconfined recreation.

The area meets the criteria of Section 2(c) of the Wilderness Act of 1964,
and multiple use rescurce analysis revealed no significant resource con-
flicts resulting from a wilderness designation. A draft environmental
statement (DES) on wilderness status for Aravaipa Canyon analyzed three
alternatives: (1) wilderness designation of the primitive area and
adjacent public lands, (2) wilderness designation of only the established
primitive area, and (3) no action. The ES identified no significant
adverse impacts for any alternative and concluded that the beneficial
impact of permanently preserving the wilderness values through wilderness
designation would outweigh the minimal adverse impacts. BLM has identi-
fied alternative (1) as the best choice for preserving the wilderness
values of the Aravaipa Canyon.

BIM further recommends that Congress recognize the present livestock
operator's (Salazar) use of motorized vehicles within the proposed wilder-
ness area and grant specific authorization for that rancher to continue
such use as identified in the Management Compromises and Constraints
sections. Such vehicles would be used to haul a pump for pumping water
from the creek for livestock use. To protect wilderness values, the
authorized BLM officer will strictly control this use until the proposed
alternative source of water is developed. Funding will be proposed for
fiscal year 1982. At such time, the authorization of such use will be
rescinded.

Recommendation C/ /@M'Z/L g -B{" 7_Z

strict Manager Date
Approved S-— 28~ 1?
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Director 4 Date

USAV-00003417



g 14

» .
K N w

A

Yis ¥ e dat L e

1 )
mn.v
wc_v

¢
“

it

N A
) &m
¥

USAV-00003418



i 5 . - p——
P S 1 b A
.‘// i f.{- - S . 4.).,.,\ LAND STATUS
\:,,“\.:.. \7}:\ s b f - LEGEND TS5S
) \Q San Vo [Ep—— ARAVAIPA CANYON PRIMITIVE AREA BOUNDARY ) '
e - ¥ ~
-~ o ; _—— PROPOSED WILDERNESS BOUNDARY
v'é . [l
- : STUDY AREA

T.6 S.

N MOUNTAIN ' 1 P i ull

MAvAPA S 3949 E X ; s - <| <{

FARME . A s g . . |« PN .:Z. m

T satatwme] ¥ SCALE .:....lo

MOUNTAN]| N, - ' 2 e iT7s

T "*’”2 - } _"[._._.___.._._._.,i 4 BLACK * .
AN HEAD . B - STATUTE MILES (;I briby
;ﬁ??yﬂ i :E:L;if' d--. 1" f,_ N g,: 1 i- T 1 5‘-i <64£ . - .
] _'1-5.2‘3-_-.:._ ’-;/ l?”‘ll, . o . . o’,‘,,‘?/ QI?: 1. %
R P R S| ' . 4

Map base reproduced from Atlas of Graham County

and Atlas of Pinal County with permiasion of

the Arizona Department of Transportation.

R. 18 E.

R.I19 E.

USAV-00003419



— s
. r
] ™~ T_ " " I
L. o - N R
L T & = .‘f) »

i

LAND STATUS
LEGEND

T.5 S.

ARAVAIPA CAMYON PRIMITIVE AREA BOUNDARY

PUBLIC LANDS

FRIVATE LANDS

* STATU

4 l
L
S

2]

SHOWN

. )

IS

;’fl.’

LAND

AIF°

-

\

L w

C?r‘-lnl
GRAHjM

PIN

v ammae & o -

: o o
\‘ l"l ﬁ’.
I %’ ¥ STATE LANDS
x A O A P
; N : S /! Vg - g
13 - -‘/r "o WAETIN Eﬁ 1 ' .
. ) i —o :', i v R ‘
] \ g \ .../ ‘Of L o ‘(\ - -'J\:'
QI,‘" Vd PR j‘fﬂ ~ li' i 0 -
¢ i .
CA\NYON o ‘ PRIMITIVE ¢y N
’., = “\lu Raras “ b e \
\A EA T a1 ' o
PR S : Ry =4 T.6 S.
e . g XS .
] &
~ d .. . k] " ‘\\. ,
i DS . v ').’,
lf' B T - | 2’ -,' [T e ) ‘pm :-
: f:\ . ' i FHES ) CHIMNE
. ¢4 ST T S
N ] AN . 4;-{ N
" -.- . . B ‘
e e 1 o ‘w7
! %‘\ \- ’ - N, et ‘/ ; '%
._- T ‘: :' ‘.: . - / —: ‘l , <
' LRI, WY P et N Vg bt 'l{ A g Al
3 " ' A £
' j : ¥ g'\lo‘.;.‘f\\ ‘
S - < ; » N _” ™ ‘ .';.’oil , :»‘\ R 3 T
- P ol I SO
O

q’f .(j;fc\v. N
-

T . R HOLY JOE STATUTE MILES ‘ .(;SI
AN. g, L] 1 PEAX y _le. 0 - 41 i £
394 m.\_.'_ Cﬁ . B S : X ) -
o\_t,-ch‘< L . Jh, 158 PR . . o O
,:"/. HQ.-.\( [ b-o “ .'-_ 1 ’ . - . q...,

|

Map base reproduced from Atlas of Graham County
and Atlas of Pinal County with permission of
the Arizona Department of Transportation.

R. I8 F.

1T. 7 S.

USAV-00003420



LEGEND
ARAVAIPA CANYON PRIMITIVE AREA BOUNDARY
4 - WHEEL DRIVE ACCESS ROADS

PHOTO POINTS

~T.6 S.}f

oy, * .| sa1s : : L : .
[z '?E‘ : {'JE i 1 N c. R . Lo i h'. _’" 1‘.“
Map base reproduced from Atlas of Graham County S CALE
and Atlas of Pinal County with permission of
the Arizona Department of Transportatiom. 1 e ! H 3 4 5
B t——————1 ¥ t |

STATUTE MILES

USAV-00003421



ARAVAIPA CANYON WILDERNESS SUITABILITY REPORT

Previous Designation

On January 10, 1969 the Secretary of the Interior designated approxi-
mately 3,957 acres of public lands in Aravaipa Canyon, Arizona as Aravaipa
Canyon Primitive Area. BLM has made several land tenure adjustments since
1969, designating a present primitive area of 4,044 acres. The designa-
tion resulted from a BLM proposal, which was widely supported by the
people of Arizona. BLM held public meetings in Phoenix, Winkelman, and
Safford, which were attended by several hundered people. The majority of
the comments received supported the primitive area designation.

Hunting and ORV interests expressed some opposition to the designation.
BLM also developed and implemented a management plan as required by the
Secretarial Order that established the primitive area.

Summary of Inventory

BIM has completed a wilderness inventory and study of Aravaipa Canyon
as directed by the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, con-
ducting the inventory for wilderness characteristics according to its
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Wilderness Inventory Handbook. An open house was held at the Safford
District BLM office on January 10, 1979, to obtain comments on the
inventory of Aravaipa Canyon. Civic and special interest groups were
briefed and informed of the wilderness review. Information was also
disseminated Statewide through the news media. Comments received during
the open house were helpful in identifying additional inventory data and
in identifying potential environmental conflicts that might result from
a wilderness designation. The areas inventoried consisted of the
primitive area and all contiguous public lands. (See maps 1 and 2).

One small parcel of land within the proposed wilderness area has a
structure and evidence of cultivation resulting from unintentional tres-
pass by an adjacent land owner. The 1.5 acre parcel lies just inside the
west boundary of the primitive area and will rehabilitate naturally after
the removal of the structure.

On the basis of inventory data, BLM excluded from further wilderness
consideration two areas containing roads and other impairments of the
wilderness character, totaling approximately 229 acres. These areas can-
not return to their natural state through natural processes.

The remaining 6,670 acres of public land inventoried meet all wilder-

ness criteria. BLM judged any remaining intrusions to the wilderness
character to be substantially unnoticeable.

Summary of Study Process

BIM incorporated data gathered through the intensive inventory into
its planning system. Specialists described wilderness, recreation, wild-
life, geology, visual, and vegetative resources of the study area, and
identified the maximum potential for each resource. They identified
present and future demand levels and concluded that the only potential
for increasing the quality of the wildernmess resource is to further
restrict visitor use.

This analysis established a basis for resource recommendations. The
recommendations were compared to resolye competing use problems in resource
allocation. The recommendation to designate as wildermess the primitive
area and adjacent public lands with wildernmess characteristics did not
significantly conflict with other resources., Liyestock use can continue
as in the past four years. 1In 1974, livestock grazing was discontinued
within the canyon bottom to allow for the reproduction of riparian vege-
tation. Ancillary recreation facilities outside the proposed wilderness
area would be limited to those needed to support the existing use without
attracting additional use.
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The result of the study
process was a decision to
propose wilderness designa-
tion for Aravaipa Canyon
Primitive Area and contigu-
ous public lands having
wilderness characteristics.
Preservation of identified
wilderness characteristics
will continue through prim-~
itive area management under
existing policies and
objectives.

A lands resource recom—
mendation that identified
lands within the proposed
wilderness area for exchange
or sale conflicted with the
remendation to propose the
area for wildermess designa-
tion. Since these lands
have wilderness character-
istics, the provisions of
the management policy apply
and lands can neither be
exchanged or sold until
Congress acts on the wilder-
ness recommendations.
Therefore, the lands recom-
mendation was changed to
delete those public lands
in Aravaipa Canyon.

Management of all other resources within the proposed wildermess was,
found not to conflict with interim management policy.

Description of the Report Area

The area surrounding Aravaipa Canyon is rural and sparsely populated
by ranch and farm families living along Aravaipa Creek and the main access
routes to the canyon. Ranching is the primary land use of this area, but
copper exploration, extraction, and processing produce most of this area's
income.

The study area may be reached by two county roads. The west end of

‘the study area, in Pinal County, is served by the Aravaipa Canyon Road,
which begins at State Route 77, approximately 10 miles south of Winkelman.
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This road, the first 5 miles of which are paved, follows Aravaipa Creek
to the Aravaipa Canyon west end trail head. On the east side, the
Klondyke-Aravaipa Road connects with U.S. 70 in Graham County, 6 miles
west of Pima, Both roads are maintained by the respective counties.

Significant Resource Data

Aravaipa Canyon provides a high degree of solitude and isolation
because improved public access is restricted to the east and west ends of
the canyon. The opportunity for solitude, which is diminished somewhat
in the main canyon where visitor use is congested, increases as one moves
deeper into the major side canyons, the arroyos, and limestone and sand-
stone ridges of the tablelands. (

The topography and the abundant vegetation both enhance one's oppor-
tunity to find isolation and a feeling of solitude.

The area offers outstanding opportunities for many types of unconfined
recreation, including backpacking, hiking, horseback riding, hunting (out-
side canyon bottoms), mountain and rock climbing (though highly dangerous
due to instability of the rock structure), bird watching, photography,
and sight-seeing. Many of the activities represent some of thie most out-
standing opportunities within the region.

Aravaipa Canyon has been the subject of many pictorial reviews in
periodicals with nationwide circulation; the birding opportunites are
widely recognized; visitors come from all over the nation to backpack
and hike the area.

The remaining discussion in this section identifies wildlife, vege-
tation, water, geology, and cultural values that supplement the outstanding
wilderness character of the area.

Threatened or Endangered Wildlife Species: Three animal species
identified by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as endangered, and
published in the Federal Register (Vol. &4, No. 12, January 12, 1979)
occur within Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area. The southern bald eagle
occurs as an uncommon and unpredictable winter wisitor. The peregrine
falcon historically nested in the area but now occurs only as an uncommon
wvinter visitor. The Gila topminnow was reintroduced into Aravaipa Creek
in early 1978 by the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AG&FD), but none
have been reported in the creek since. The reason for the unsuccessful
reintroduction is unknown.
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Wildlife species found in the primitive area and designated by AG&FD
as threatened in Arizona are listed in the following table. In additionm,
the aplomado falcon, designated by the AG&FD as a Group I species, (species
or sub-species extirpated from Arizona that may possibly be re-established)
was once sighted.

THREATENED ANIMAL SPECIES

Reptiles and
Category Birds Mammals Amphibians Fish

Group II Gray Hawk
Southern Bald Eagle
Peregrine Falcon

Group IIT Snowy Egret Desert Desert Tortoise
Zone~tailed Hawk Bighorn Gila Monster Loach Minnow
Black Hawk Sheep
Beardless Flycatcher
Group IV Buff-breasted Coati Rock Rattlesnake Round-tailed
Flycatcher Chub
Spikedace

Group II: Species or subspecies in danger of being eliminated from Arizona.
Group III: Species or subspecies whose status in Arizona may be in jeopardy
in the foreseeable future.

Group IV: Species or subspecies of special interest because of limited
distribution in Arizona.

Threatened or Endangered Plant Species: The Federal Register,
Vol., 40, No. 127, July 1, 1975 listed possible candidates for the threat-
ened or endangered plant species list. Three species are confirmed to
occur in the study area: Echeveria rusbyi, Perityle lemmoni, and Choisya
arizonica. In addition, six listed species probably occur in the study
area and seven listed species possibly occur. A copy of the botanist's
report on threatened and endangered species is on file in the Safford
District Office.

Three distinct vegetation types (desert shrub, mountain shrub, and
riparian) occur within the study area and provide potential for bio-
logical research.

Water Resources: The water of Aravaipa Creek is the key resource
of the area, which has created and sustained this outstanding natural
ecosystem. The relative abundance of water in Aravaipa Creek supports
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the lush riparian vegetation, provides water for wildlife, provides a
suitable habitat for 12 fish species (two of which are threatened and
endangered), and is in itself a scenic attraction. Streamflow varies
from a minimum flow of approximately 2.7 cubic feet per second to peaks
during flash floods in excess of 10,000 cubic feet per second.

Geological Features: The geological features of Aravaipa Canyon
are not only scenic but represent an important scientific, educational,
and recreational resource. Visitors who walk through Aravaipa Canyon
are exposed to beautiful multicolored cliffs rising as high as 1,000
feet above the canyon bottom. Within the canyon they can study a cross—
section of earth's history representing nearly 2.6 billion years. The
side canyons are narrow and rugged, displaying interesting erosional
formations, including pinnacles and pools.

Cultural Resources: The Aravaipa Canyon area has been inhabited
for perhaps the past 9,500 years. The primary prehistoric remains in-
clude Hohokam and Salado Sites. Historical remains are sparse. Indica-—
tions of Cochise Archaic, Apache, and Spanish explorer occupation occur
near the proposed wilderness area and are believed to occur within it.

Of 18 known sites, one has been determined to be eligible for nomi-
nation to the National Register of Historic Places, and one prehistoric
site is believed to be of National Register quality.

The San Carlos Apache Tribe of Southeastern Arizona has identified

no Native American social, cultural, or sacred values in the area. 1In
recent times no other tribes have used the area.

Regional Analysis

Aravaipa Canyon lies in the east end of an arid portion of the
Sonoran Desert, a region that extends generally south from the Phoenix
area, includes most of the southern third of Arizona, and extends into
northern Sonora, Mexico. The region contains few perennial streams
except in the higher mountains.

Eight designated wilderness areas occur within this region:

Wilderness Area Acres Managing Agency
Chiricahua National Monument 9,440 National Park Service
Chiricahua 18,000 U.S. Forest Service
Galiuro Mountains 52,717 U.S. Forest Service
Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument 313,840 National Park Service
Pusch Ridge 56,430 U.S. Forest Service
Saguaro National Monument 71,400 National Park Service
Sierra Ancha 20,850 U.S. Forest Service
Superstition Mountains 124,140 U.S. Forest Service

11
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The region supports approximately 1.9 million residents, which repre-
sent about 76 percent of Arizona's population. The existing wilderness
areas are within 100 to 270 miles driving distance of that population.
Aravaipa Canyon is generally more centrally located to most population
centers within the region than any of the existing wilderness.

Aravaipa Canyon provides a riparian environment with a perennial
stream that supports a wide variety of plants and animals. These factors,
coupled with all-weather access for passenger vehicles, make Aravaipa
Canyon a popular place for backpackers and hikers.

Management Compromises and Constraints

Upon designation as wilderness Aravaipa Canyon will be managed under
the same objectives as those established for management of the area as
a Primitive Area. Appendix 1 summarizes the management objectives of
the Primitive Area Management Plan.

To achieve the primary objective of protecting, enhancing, and
maintaining the natural beauty and primitive character of the land, cer-
tain steps are required to reduce man's influence upon natural, cultural,
visual, and wildermess values. Such steps should go beyond closing the
area to motorized vehicles and prohibiting the discharge of firearms in
the confines of Aravaipa Canyon and its side canyons within the boundary.
Rather, each significant resource in the area must be protected so that
the public can enjoy it without diminishing its inherent value. Pro-
tection of the natural environment is of paramount importance.

Continuous livestock grazing has been suspended in the canyon bottom
since 1974 to allow for the recovery and natural succession of the ri-
parian vegetation. Livestock graze public lands on the canyon rim under
BLM permit.

Although grazing is not prohibited in wilderness areas (Wilderness
Act of 1964), grazing will continue to be controlled in the canyon bot-
toms but permitted on the tablelands above the canyon.

During severe drought one operator is authorized to use a motor
vehicle to haul a portable pump 3 miles into the proposed wilderness
area to pump water from Aravaipa Creek through an existing steel pipeline
to an earthen reservoir on the south rim. The operator must drive through
the streambed to get to the pipeline. Although use of the pipeline has
only been required twice over the past seven years, adverse Iimpacts on
the aquatic habitat and damage to vegetation and soil structure along
the streambed have been unavoidable and highly visible for several weeks
or months after. The primitive area managment plan recommends that BLM
provide an alternative source of water near the earthen reservoir.

Since the only feasible location for this alternmative water source is
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on Arizona State lands, additional coordination between agencies will
be necesary to complete the project. Funding will be requested for
FY 1982 to construct the water development.

BLM will continue to regulate visitor use levels to preserve the area
for future use and enjoyment as wildermess.

The Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area has been closed to mining claim
location by a combination of Classification and Withdrawal Orders in 1968
and 1972,

Economic and Social Impacts

The proposed wilderness designation would not significantly impact
economic conditions.

Economic impacts to the recreation resource use would relate to
possible increased demand. Since visitation trends show that most use
occurs on weekends and holidays, demand will probably not result in
increased use unless that use occurs during the week.

An impact to the livestock grazing in the canyon may result from a
change in the allowable method of maintenance of range improvements and
the use of vehicles versus horses for tending livestock. Since the use
of vehicles is presently prohibited under the primitive area designation
only the additional 2,626 acres contiguous. to the primitive area would
be affected. This area is roadless and lacks existing range improvements;
therefore, economic impact should be slight. A wilderness designation
would not change livestock numbers.

Wilderness designation would preclude mining (after December 31, 1983)
on 880 acres now open to exploration and mining. Since the mineral
potential of the Aravaipa Canyon area is low (see USGS and Bureau of
Mines Mineral Report 79-291 for Aravaipa Canyon) wilderness designation
would not significantly affect mineral resource development.

Social Conditions: User groups and the public have generally
accepted and approved of the existence of the primitive area. The pro-
posed wilderness designation will not directly impact social values.

Although the additional lands that would be designated wilderness
are public, user groups and the Arizona public know that a wildermess
designation represents a narrowing of options for use. User groups, such
as hunters, hikers, and nature studiers could, in principle, support the
expansion, but some groups might oppose it.

This resistance has resulted in opposition by some Arizonans (and
a few westerners) to increases in government regulations. In some cases,
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such as the management plan for the Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area, the
public accepts governmental regulations because such regulations are
consistent with what the public feels needs to be done: visitor use Tegu-
lation to protect the canyon. The public, in this case, seems to have

similar desire for such controls on the public lands adjacent to the
primitive area.

Impact Analysis of Long-Term and Short-Term Effects

A wilderness designation of Aravaipa Canyon and adjacent public lands
would preserve or improve the resources identified in previous sections
of this report in both the short and long term. Resource commitments
would be the same for the 4,044 acres that have been managed as primitive
for the past ten years.

In general most resources on the 2,626 acres of contiguous public
land would benefit from wilderness designation. Additional protection
would be afforded to all wildlife habitat including 600 acres of crucial
desert bighorn sheep habitat. Seven additional known prehistoric sites
and some undiscovered sites would be placed under wilderness management.
Wilderness values on adjacent public lands would permanently benefit.
Recreational activities such as backpacking, hiking, and sightseeing
would benefit in both the short and long term. Although off-road vehicle
(ORV) use would be adversely impacted in the short and long term, the
overall impact would be slight since the highly dissected rocky topog-
raphy of much of the adjacent land is unsuitable for ORV use.

In the long and short term, wilderness designation would have a

slightly adverse impact on mineral resources, as identified in the pre-
ceding section. A wilderness designation would protect geologic resources.

Special Legislative Needs

No special legislative needs have to be addressed in conjunction
with a wilderness designation for Aravaipa Canyon.

Options Foregone

The exploration of subsurface or surface minerals will continue to
be foregone on the 6,019 acres presently withdrawn from mineral entry
unless Congress restores those uses in the national interest., Wilder-
ness designation might also hamper exploration and development after
December 31, 1983 on the 880 acres not presently withdrawn. After that
date, only existing valid claims may be developed. Restrictions on the
methods of extracting known mineral deposits within the wildernmess could
increase costs of development. Mining might also adyersely impact
wilderness resources,
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A mineral study conducted by U.S. Geological Survey and Bureau of
Mines, however, concluded that no mineable ore deposits are known in
Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area. No mineral commodity has been produced.

Zeolite deposits have been found in parts of the primitive area.
Although natural zeolite has great potential value, the zeolite in the
instant study area does not appear to constitute a significant resource,
because of mining costs that would probably be prohibitive compared with
the cost of mining other near-surface deposits elsewhere. The zeolite
beds in Cave Canyon and Aravaipa Canyon lie in inaccessible positions,
in vertical c¢liffs on canyonland topography, under large amounts of over-
burden. Although an estimate of the cost of mining was not made, it
could be many times greater than the $8 to &20 per ton ($9 to $22 per mt)
average mining cost for other zeolite deposits.

The area appears to have low mineral potential for metallic minerals.
Since the latest known mineralization in the region occurred before the
deposition of the upper sequence of the Galiuro Volcanics, any possible
ore deposits would occur only below the upper sequence, at depths of at
least 600 feet (180) near the single deep drill hole, and probably greater
elsewhere inside the instant study area. Only sporadic high values for
some base and precious metals were discovered in the course of this in-
vestigation; the minor geochemical anomaly perceived near the north-
trending fault in the eastern part of the area may indicate leakage from
an undetermined mineralized area at unknown depth. However, no anomalous
values were observed in the only drill hole to penetrate the thickness
of the volcanics and sample the underlying Precambrian rocks.

No known leases or mining claims occur within the proposed wilder-
ness boundary.

Time Frame for Designation

This suitability report reflects a minimum of conflict with existing
and future uses of Aravaipa Canyon. A lack of significant adverse im-
pacts from the proposed wilderness designation and the overall widespread
public support of such a designation provide an opportunity for Congress
to serve Arizonans as well as all Americans by an expeditious considera-
tion of this recommendation.

Public Participation

BLM issued news releases in late December 1978 announcing the pro-
posed study of Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area and adjacent public lands
for their wildermess character. The BLM, Safford District Office held
an open house on January 10, 1979 to receive comments related to the
study. BLM has provided information, as requested, to the interested
publics by attending both private and public meetings and has kept the
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public abreast of progress of the study. Notice was published in the
Federal Register, Vol, 44. No. 189, Thursday, September 27, 1979.
Notices announcing the proposed recommendation for Aravaipa Canyon, and
three public hearings will be held in Arizona at Safford, Tucson, and
Phoenix on November 5, 6 and 7, 1979 to allow for comment on the pro-
posed designation and related environmental statement. The Governor of
Arizona and Federal agencies were notified 30 days before the public
hearings and asked to comment on the proposed designation within 30 days
after the hearings. A transcript of comments made at each hearing will
be included with the final report submitted to the President.

The majority of comments received on the draft environmental state-
ment approve of BLM's proposal to include Aravaipa Canyon and adjacent
public lands having wildermess character within the National Wildermess
Preservation System. The Safford District Office's permanent documenta-
tion file has a copy of all comments received regarding Aravaipa Canyon.
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY

ARAVATPA CANYON PRIMITIVE AREA
BLM, SAFFORD DISTRICT

PINAL & GRAHAM COUNTIES, ARIZONA

Aravaipa Canyon Contiguous Total
Primitive Area Public Land
Acres Without Wilderness
Characteristics — 229 229
Acres With Wilderness
Characteristics
Recommended For Designation 4,044 2,626 6,670
Recommended Against
Designation —_— -— ——
TOTAL 4,044 2,855 6,899
Ownership In Study Area
Bureau of Land Management 6,899 acres

Boundary Description: Proposed Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness

The proposed Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness is in Graham and Pinal Counties
in the State of Arizona. The following description refers to Map #1.
All land hereinafter described is in surveyed townships.

Gila and Salt River Meridian

Township 6 South, Range 17 East
Section 13, Lots 1 through 8 inclusive.

Township 6 South, Range 18 East
Section 7, SEX
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Section &, >3, including all land except that portion lying north of
the following described line:

Beginning at a point 1900.0 feet N 89° 54' E of the Quarter corner
common to Sections 7 and 8, Township 6 South, Range 18 East; Gila

and Salt River Meridian; thence S 299 Q' E a distance of 450 00 feet;
thence S 57° 0' E a distance of 960.0 feet; thence N 52° 0' E a dis-
tance of 425.0 feet; thence N 35° E a distance of 355.0 feet; thence
S 79° 0' E a distance of 735.0 feet; thence N 72° 0' E a distance

of 345.0 feet; thence N 292 0' E a diatance of 460,00 feet to a point
which is 548.0 feet 5 890 54' W of the Quarter corner common to Sec-

tions 8 and 9, Township 6 South, Range 18 East, Gila and Salt River
Meridian.

Section 9, SWk.

Section 13,

Section 14, S%NE%, Ws,SEX.

Sections 15 and 16.

Section 17, N, NsS%s, Sw4SWk, SE%SE%.
Section 18.

Section 23, NkNE%, SEMNEY:, NEXNWk.

Sections 24 and 25.

Township 6 South, Range 19 East

Section 19, Lots 1 through 4 inclusive,

and all of that portion of the

WsSE% lying west of Turkey Creek Canyon contained within the following

described boundary:

Beginning at a point of 1320 feet West of the corner common to
Sections 19, 20, 29, and 30, Townships 6 South, Range 19 East, Gila
and Salt River Meridian; thence N 19° 00' W a distance of 290.0 feet;
thence N 13° 0' E a distance of 365.0 feet; thence N 47° 00' W a
distance of 200.0 feet; thence N 40 30' E a distance of 620.0 feet;
thence N 562 00' W a distance of 1462.0 feet; thence S 0° 03' E a
distance of 2202.0 feet; thence East a distance of 1320 feet, to

the point of beginning.

Section 30, Lots 2 through 6 inclusive, SW4NEY%, WsSEY%, and all of that
portion of Lot 1 and the E%SE% lying west of Turkey Creek Canyon con-
tained within the following described boundary:

Beginning at a point 550.0 feet N 89° 51' W of the corner common to

Sections 29, 30, 31, and 32, Township 6 South, Range 19 East,

Gila

and Salt River Meridian; thence N 42° 00' W a distance of 210.0 feet;
thence N 47° 30' E a distance of 875.0 feet; thence N 430 30' W a

distance of 1125.0 feet;

distance of 1000.0 feet;
feet;
beginning.

thence N 4° 00
thence N 58° 00' W a distance of 425.0 feet;
thence S 0° 17'
thence S 89° 51' W a distance of 770.0 feet,

E a distance of 2302.0 feet;
thence N 190 00' W a

E a distance of 5028.29

to the point of

The parcel of land to which the above description applies contains approx-

imately 6670.18 acres, more or less.
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APPENDIX 1

ARAVAIPA CANYON PRIMITIVE AREA
MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

The Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area Management Plan, widely endorsed
by the public, establishes the following management objectives, providing
for public recreation while protecting wilderness values:

(1) to protect, enhance, and maintain the natural beauty and
primitive character of the land while providing visitors with a meanful
and quality primitive experience through proper resource and visitor
management;

(2) to identify recreation facility requirements and limitations
commensurate with protection of the environment and to identify public
needs;

(3) to identify and regulate an acceptable level of recreation use
to preserve and protect other resources, particularly wildlife habitat;

(4) to develop an interpretation and information program for the
protection and identification of matural and cultural values for the
benefit of visitors;

(5) to ensure that the common goals for the implementation of the
plan are carried out through coordination with other BLM resource acti-
vities; Federal, State, and local governments; and the general public;

(6) to the extent feasible, to allow free and natural ecological
succession for scientific and other study;

(7) to manage the cultural resources for their scientific and
recreation value and protect them from intentional or inadvertent loss
or damage.

To achieve the primary objective of protecting, enhancing, and
maintaining the natural beauty and primitive character of the land,
positive steps are required to limit man's influence upon natural, cul-
tural, visual, and primitive values: )

o To protect the natural environmental and primitive values the
primitive area is closed to motorized wvehicles.
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o For visitor safety, the shooting of firearms 1is prohibited on
public lands within the confines of Aravaipa Canyon and adjoining side
canyons, below the rims. The closure does not apply to public lands
above the rims of the canyons,

0 To allow for natural reproduction of the riparian vegetation and
to eliminate conflicts with visitors, livestock grazing has been termi-

nated in the canyon bottoms and continues under custodial management on
the canyon rims.

0 Mineral prospecting and mining under the 1872 Mining Law are pro-
hibited within the primitive area.

o Visitor use is restricted by the following regulations. A permit
system limits visitors to 50 persons per day. Length of stay is limited
to 3 days and 2 nights. Horses can be used for day use only. Group
size is limited to 10 per group for hikers and 5 per group for horseback
riders. Recreationists are prohibited from collecting, disturbing, or
destroying vegetation, animals, rocks, or cultural artifacts.

o0 Resource study and research will continue to monitor and evaluate
the condition of each natural element. Water quality tests, vegetation
trend studies, wildlife research, and visitor carrying capacity studies
will be initiated or continued to insure preservation of the wilderness
values and maintenance of maximum recreational enjoyment.

o An information and interpretation program will be continued to
educate visitors and assist them in achieving the maximum enjoyment and
benefit from the area.

o The primitive area will continue to be managed by a fulltime super-
vised staff of two, one residing at the east administrative site and the
other at the west administrative site. This staff provides for visitor
safety and protection through regular patrols in the canyon. They are
trained in first aid and rescue procedures. They maintain trailhead and
support facilities at either end of the canyon and continuously monitor
visitor use and resource conditions. Radio communications between the
canyon and District office ensure fast and direct response to any situation.

o Support facilities will be limited to those required to meet visitor
needs and to protect the fragile resources within the primitive area.
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IN REPLY REFER TQ

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 1792 (920)
ARIZONA STATE OFFICE
2400 VALLEY BANK CENTER
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85073

Attached is the Aravaipa Canyon Wildermess Final Environmental
Statement.

The preparation of this final statement has differed from our usual
procedure of reprinting a draft statement to incorporate changes
resulting from public review. Since relatively few and minor
changes are necessary, the draft statement and comments in this
document constitute the final environmental statement. This re-
vised procedure has saved substantial time, money and paperwork.

The Safford District of the Bureau of Land Management prepared this
environmental statement pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of The National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, The statement describes and
analyzes impacts that would result from incorporation of Aravaipa
Canyon Primitive Area into the National Wilderness Preservation
System along with the alternatives of: Increasing the Size of the
Proposed Wilderness Area and No Action.

Thank you for your interest in this environmental statement.

& Gl4.

Glendon E. Collins
Acting State Director
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

(To Be Usep WitH DraAFT)

ARAVAIPA CANYON
WILDERNESS

Prepared by

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Director, Bureau of Land Mahagement

November 1979
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SUMMARY
Draft () Final (x) Environmental Statement
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management

1. Type of Action: Administration ( ) Legislative (x)

2, Brief Description of Action: The proposal discusses the
incorporation of Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area (designated in
1969) into the National Wilderness Preservation System. The area
contains approximately 4,044 acres and is located in Pinal and
Graham Counties, Arizona.

3. Summary of Envirommental Impacts: Wilderness designation would
cause no significant immediate or long-range environmental
changes. BLM manages Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area for the
retention of primitive and wilderness values and the regulation
of public use and has no plans to change its present management.
Wilderness designation would afford these lands added legislative
protection.

4. Alternatives Considered:
1. Increase the Size of the Proposed Wilderness Area
2. No Action

5. Comments Have Been Requested From the Following:

Federal Agencies
Advisory Commission on Historic Preservation
Army Corps of Engineers
Department of Agriculture
Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service
Forest Service
Soil Conservation Service
Department of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Bureau of Mines
Bureau of Reclamation
Fish and Wildlife Service
Geological Survey
Historic Conservation and Recreation Service
National Park Service
Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

State Agencies
Arizona State Clearinghouse
Governor of Arizona

Other
Organizations and Individuals expressing interest in the proposed

action

6. Date Statement Made Available to EPA and the Public:
Draft Statement  August 1979
Final Statement November 1979
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INTRCDUCTION

The Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Draft Environmental Statement was filed
with the Environmental Protection Agency and released to the public on

August 15, 1979. The public review period ended on October 1, 1979.

Comments received during the review period required only minor changes
in the draft statement. To save time and money and reduce paperwork the
draft statement is incorporated by reference into the final envirommental

statement.

Approximately 880 draft statements were distributed for review. From
this review a total of 40 comment letters were received. The majority
of the comment letters expressed a preference for implementation of
either the proposed action or one of the alternatives. These letters
are summarized on the following table but are not reproduced here. Those
letters commenting on the adequacy, completeness, and accuracy of the
statement are reproduced, with each substantive comment identified and
numbered. Responses to these specific comments are listed in the
attached Comment Responses. Finally, an errata sheet identifies changes
in the draft statement resulting from these comments and BLM's internal

review.
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SUMMARY OF LETTERS RECEIVED

The following table lists letters received and indicates if a preference
is expressed for the proposed action, increasing the size of the proposed
wilderness area (alternative 1), or no action (alternative 2). Letters
reproduced in this FES are noted., Letters received after October 1 will
be considered in decisionmaking, although they are not summarized or
reproduced here.

Preference
Alternate 1 Alt. 2 Reproduced
Letter From None Proposal Increase Size No in
it of Wilderness Action FES

1 William F.Griney,
Isaak Walton League
of America-Prescott
Chapter X

2 Arizona State Assn,

of 4 Wheel Drive

Clubs X
3 Bruce Babbitt,

Governor of Arizona X

4 Bill Gold, Occi-
dental Life
Insurance Co. of

California X
5 Kathryn E. Weber X
6 Mike Anthony X
7 Phil Ovenheimer,Pres.
AZ Desert Racing Assn. X
8 Magna Copper Company X
9 Michael D. Barry X
10 Allen Cockle X
11 Thomas W. DeMono X
12 Dave Foreman,
Southwest Rep, The
Wilderness Society X

13 Daniel A.Poole, Pres.
Wildlife Management

Institute X X
14 Joni Bosh X
15 James E. Posedly X
16 Fred D. Wood X X
17 Al Necas X
18 David E. Creighton Jr. X X
19 Mr.& Mrs. George T.

Morrison X X
20 Walter R. Rist X
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Preference

Alternate 1 Alt., 2 Reproduced
Letter From None Proposal Increase Size No in
# of Wilderness Action  FES
21 Michael Barry,
Conservation
Chairman,
Southern Arizona
Hiking Club X
22 Arizona State
Clearinghouse
23 Marie C.Burling X
24 Los Angeles Dist.
Corps of Engineers
25 Tom Wright X
26 Linda Lewis X
27 Bob Langsenkamp X
28 Clifton E.
Merit, Exec.
Dir., American
Wilderness
Alliance X
29 Dave McHenry X X
30 Mary Caldwell,
Chairman of
Wilderness Committee,
Tucson Audubon Society X
31 William A, Facinelli X
32 John Leonard, et al.
(79 others) X
33 Phelps Dodge Corp. X X
34 Arizona Wildlife
Federation X
35 Arizona Wild &
Scenic Rivers b4
36 Thoren Lane X
37 Sierra Club, Grand
Canyon Chapter X
38 Roy M. Emrick X
39 G. Donald Kucera X
Total Responses 5 27 4
The following letters were received after October 1, 1979:
40 National Park Service
41 Arizona Game and Fish Department
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i3

Wildife Management Institute

P08 Yire Buskding, 1000 Vawmant Ave , N W Wathengion, D C 20008 « 202/ M7 1724

RECEIVED
panin 4 POOU BLLM, AZ STATE OFFICE

b AUS 3117
E‘é‘:"m. 1000 AM. dugusc 28, 1979

PHOENIX, ARIZON-

Bureau of Land Pansgement
Arizone State Difecter
2400 Valley Bank Center
Phoenix Arizona 85073

Dear Sir:

The Wildlife Management Institute ia plessed to cowmment on
ARAVAIPA CANYON, WILDERNESS DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

Ve urge adoption of Alternative i rather than the propesed
plan. Alternative L will add 2,325 acres to the area, including
150 acres of Tiparish wegetstion and 600 acres of cruclal big hora
sheep concentration area. Thowe alone are auflicient reasons tor
ablishing & larger wilderneas, sapaclslly since impacta of
expanaion are nagligible.

There are 0o reasons or vationale given for accepring the
proposed plan and rejecting Alternative 1. This section should

be added.
13-} The liar of "no impacts” on page 13, #35 should also include
wildlife and [1ah.

These Temarks have been coordinated with Willtam B. Morse,
the lns¢itute's Mescern Representacive.

Stincerely,

Daniel A. Foole
President

DAF:1bb

Mr. Bacrstary, &y family and I and many othara would be
groatly pl

+4 o swe that ths Wood Brothers ranch hera in the
chsiyod would be preserved by including it in the Wildsrnees arsp
&2 it bas besn in existencs sincs BMAD, We bhope that this wil]
be ccnaummated very acoa.

%% ttan you for your kind considerstion.

With kindest regerds,

.

Tours very sincsre 1y,

S tpri o

Fred D, Wood

€-¢. to lovis Baraset, 0.0.%,

Jirector, State B.L.¥,

t6-1

OEDICATED TO WILDLIE SINCE 19T

Wwooo BROTMERS
Pavchans Aance
=x 3a

WL AN ARIZOMA #3103 Septeabar &, 1979

Bomorable Cacil R, Aadrua, Secretary
Department #f the Iatsrior
Was.ingtom, D.C.

Desr Wr. Secretary!

1 am very concsraed about the propossd Wildernsas Ares §n the
Aravaips Canyon Bere is Arigona.

My bowe has been st the Wect snd of the rTimitive area hara in
Aravaipe Canyon for 60 ysurs. I Bave bean & ssttle rancher all of ay
1ife o¢ I know the arss ¥Yery thoroughly and know the facte well about
ths situatlien o the ares.

1 ar sure thess are Yeptures for the Bureau of Land Macapesant
in deaignatiec Tricitive and Wilderzsess arens on B.L.M. leapda.

It waets vary unususl that B.BE M. Das requasted that there ia to W
a LilJerneas area of SG4O acres in Aravaips Canyon without any logress or
area, It ssens to me they

sgreen at wilher snd of the propossd wilderns

have Lhe ¢ert before t'w horas.

When wy brother and § were ready to retirs we 8-end & yours fipding
a grouwy w o bouid buy our ranch and preswrve it next tu the Primjitive ares
which was part of our lasasd lund (v~ wany & + The Defauders of Wild-
1ife did purchase sur ranch is 1971. I Bave fervently hoped that eour
bone rarch st the West end of the propeded Vilderness ares would e
iscluded in this new propossl as it is u satural satronce to the &
ws hojed thot 1t would Ba includad ar it Seserves Milderaoss ststus and

+ ana

could b headquartsrs fer B.L.M, Wilderness pefecnnel.

The -efenderp of wildlifs swne the property st botb ends of the
proposed sildercess ares: I Bellave that Dafevasrs of ¥ildlrfe would be
very cooparative is selling property for iagreas and sgreas 1f sertais
requesta wers fulfilled—-ops of thes Being the expazdiog of the Wilderoese
area ioto Turke) Cresk Cenyed s it wes in the original lrimitive arss
propomal. lithin this Turkey Cresk sres are vor; old Isdian villages,
n’ruhcll. and petrographs 1m & desp sanyor thet has oo sther partionlar
valys Other timn grest history and man's enjoywent, Thara bas besn svms
controveray Bers by buntsrs claimiog they would ba ¢ut off from the high
coustry stove they Fis of the eanyob. This is 2ot po mé tbare are gool
eotrapcss fres the acut,. and esst to ths sravaipa table lands.
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8
David ©. Crelphton, Jr.
7306 E. Mlimore St.
Scottsdale, aritonc
Sept. 8, 1979

Attantiont $1)

83257

Stato Direstar

Puresy of Land Ilmgumf.
21,00 Vallay Bank Canter

Phoandx, Arizens 85073

Dear Siri

After reviewing your dreft erviromontal statacant for t' ¢ Aravaipa
Canyon Wilderness proposal, I beve the followlng carments shich I belteve
will incroags the socuracy and validity of the envircmnantal sistenent.

Pago 1, par. 5. While B! ia the logioal sagency for tha Secretary to use,

the language of this paragraph indicates tint Bl 15 gpecifically rornrrvd to
in 503s I oan find reforence to Gaological Burvey and Dureau of lines in
403 (a). Section 103 (s) refers to sdministration tart study would be by
Secratary dasipnation, tot statuta.

Pgs 3lj Water Resaurces. The mgprituds of ths armmal flow, length of record,

and peak flood flowa shonld be quintidied to the axtent popaible and the
raletionship of Arawaipa Cresk to the San Pedre River and 1ts system Mydrology.

;8'2 The relationship of the bass fiow supply of Cresk an gr besin

outflow from the morthern Sulphur Springs Vallsy should also be indieatad,

The seasoml occutence or sarpling w!.nt of marcury po:itin —pha would

te inforrative apd assist in anvi kgT 1

18-3 P Ly nir Quality. Ia Hayden t0 be considared as one asalter ar one oocmlew
for the Winkleman-Hayden are, Identification of Kermeoot! and ABARCO IN
association with Christmas would be halpful. The btroad statecent concerning
countios not Bweting partionlate standards a very gredt proportion 1p dust
|18=4 | crested by oaturel forces froam desert 50ils is %00 conslstently umed in
enviromrental statemsnta and bimsss opimion and crestss unwerTanted impressicna
pratuitously.

Pg Ly Noisa. It appears that » dif lon of high and
18 5 low MALA! fights shouwld be mada fox ux‘d.l.h.ul.ty. “Tha implication that

™| high altitods flights creats ear shattaring sound nesda some typa of supporting
if it 1a not sorrected.

Pg 5, Amimle. Whare may list of tha speciss be fourrd? How caxy an the List

|8-6{ are sxtirpated ar introducsd gpeches? That is the brealidown on birds as to breeding,

suzor or winter trausients, ocoagional or ssagandl vieltors or wanderers? Tha
202", . inhabit” to marmy will mean resident breeding 1es which obvicwsly

|8=7| s not the cases The higharn shesp mhould be identified a0 reimtroduced intoe

the areh to tha axtemt that the 32 are not & possidls ralict surviving strein.

Pg 6, Threatendd and Endangered Specias. A mamber af the Scutlwest Bald Bagle
Rocowery Tesm g on the staff of tha Bato Diractor and locatad in that of[ice.
The 3dld Eagle has baen offic listed as & single specias with no validity
[8-8] to subapeciation {sutherny/northern) and as uneubspeciated published in the
fedoral Beglpter. To dontilua t0 refer to a discredited subspodios designation
does not appsar to be within the quality of & profassiondl cooparating and
coordinated staff,

Sept. U, 1579 ~ v .0

is—is' of watser power davelopneni appear to have besen overlockad.

Pg 1L, Land Use Controls. The conclusion relative to power site developoant
hEs no support within this docunent. Even thougs it could be pinply dezonetrates
it hasn't been.

18-17

Pg 11, Yineral Resowrces. Lsntion of the specific mineTals should be made
Ie—lel to indicate t oir relative Lrportance.

The sltarnative 1 doas not clearly indicate the diffarence
bétwesn the Study Area of the envarcrmerta) staterent and re Altarnative 1.
CES LOLL acres plue 25,3 acres for 6587 acres total, Altarmativa 1 appsars to
contimm LOLL acres but only 2325 scres which sppears ta be 216 acrus loss of
rountain shiub vegetation typs. There appeara to bs no change in ths

desert shrub and the brosdlesf riparian acroages. Specific dalineation on

oap 3 & the exdumion would be halpful. 4 nap of tvc vegotstion type arsss
would be helpful alsc.

Pg 15, Alternatives.

18-19

Fg 19, Coordination Comrents requested. The San Carlos dpache Tribs,
|8-2 Q| Eennecott Copper Corp: » And ASASOD do ot appear on tha list t¢ ba requasted to
nake comants. Wiz w.- an cvaralght?

As genaral cocments on the repert, the quality of color photo illwstratlon
could be sppreciably mora helpful to the reviswer if descriptive captioss ware
used to dopcribe ares and significant factors which prompted tho selaction of
the picturs. The frequency of clespsliing in the text courters mich of the
cars in producing the Tepdrt, The alick style while popular with pAoy #o
producing a good BIS, The deficléncy of more mpscific inforoaticn laadn to
4 fosling that amotions are & target rather than 8 ressoned
analysiz based on ressonsble accursets sand sufficisnt information.

Thank you for the opporturity to review the TES. T would lika to receive
& ¢opy of the Firad EIS.

Bincerely youra,

DE. Creigh

Bapt. 8, 197 ~ pg.2

In atu:ptmc to makn some senss oot of the Mumbara
tic, prinitiwe ares/outsids p.a.,
lr:hnlawt./mﬂ factors, and roaorbin; to the pgh=5 vegetation typo dada
1t appears that there is & 50 acre ervor (probably typomphiul) in the

pias desmrt shrub vegetation type. In tha absence of any descriptive to
c—unurn pariod oo type off stha, the hadbitat location association 1.- u.no
not posaible. With only 18 mites of record to reomort 1o parcentage
reporting L sites (22%), 7 mites (39%), 6 mites (33%), lnd 1 nite (6:) ae to
18-9 ¢ondition 15 definitely & acckwecreen action to mislead the camual and

irpresgionabla (gul2ible, unthinking) reader, This type of statiptical

vanipulating will be considarsd morally reprehansitls conduct for professional
and civiiservice public uploycn intent on making i)
appoay to be ao important and sigmificant maltitude.
thy slatement reiative to the abesnce of idantified native Amsxican valuss
in the mrea. Thiz statement conld well trigger some new mythology.

Pg 7, Landscaps Characiar, The anshrinarent of Jandscaps esthetics and the
rention of “modifications™ ahould ba placed in par: tive with cultural
vesoumoes. If time has siready muted the rood and (is it 2 atock tankt),
|8-JQ | how close s tha tims threshold to these “manifestations of an earlier and
historis culturel use forcibly abandened in the face of Ap agiTessiva ocutside
prosemre” being eligidle for mite designation. ‘}u: archeqlogintes of the
futurs may well be baffled Ty these 1 when te are made
to place them in cantext without other artifacts of & long gone b" culture.

P~ b, Mmal Romu.

Pi 7, Teble L ard General Leoisure-, !as any attempt beon rada to corralste
v sitor use with accessibility rostrictions due to high reinfall and large
Tunof{ periods.

18-11

Pg 11-12, Mineral Rogources, Ths reghired gtudy (Scction 403) of minerel
rosources AppaArs to have been documented as baing mads but the sbgonce of a
brief mumary of the mineralization present or salismt conclusions {rom the
USGS and Bareau of Minas pwparts lsaves this item daficient for didelosure.
1f thare had bean an sbsanos of eminerkl rescurces important to the nation, I'c
surs such & mtmm. wuld be prns.nmtl.v displaysd, Ihe conplete absence of
eny othar 1 to go to Safford to leck at & file copy
of & report not sven ltlhd in tha Rafarences appears %o be 3 specific non—
coopliancs with the intent of providing a reascnable smowt of informtion

o form some sort of informed opinion.

18-i2

Pg 12, Land Use Flane. Inromuon m\ the ¥olumw of water [low and boad would
provide a rationsl banis to & the lmprobabls chapacter of water
|8_|3 power davelopmant sven in thass days of snergy ¢pisip. Water power ip &
clean and renemble resource. In light of the WaterPower Designation the
omigaion of this topdc am 1 Ratura) R lsavar tho t not fully
respansive to all wgnificant environmerial impactsa.

¥hat soviromeantal statesent reported samd displaysd the impacts of m-
|a__|4 State—Pedaral Land Exchange? A feference to docugents should be given to

demonstrats agency campliance with the XEPA procese for thig action which

precedsd thls statement?

18 Pg 1), Socia) Bonditiona, Did HJ and the soclclogist tonform to Fedaral
'|5 regulations concerning approval fram CGM'E before conducting ths indicatsd
Tamber for mwoh a camprshaneivas interview?

Ia"s' Pg 1), Bnvironmantal Impacts. Fotential nagative impaots upon Energy reascurces
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o1 Ger;} 25 1979 Morenc Brnen Masere, Aévkona 85840
BLm =

Septenmber 25, 19

ARIZCNA STATE DIRECTOR (Qpans———
240D VALLEY BNk CBNTER  |me———
PHOENIX | AZ, 85073 =

Buresu of Land danagement
Arizona State Direcror (911)

= ARAVAIPA, CANYON WILDCERNESS DES 2400 Valley Bank Center

Phoenix, Arizons 83072

T wevld ike +o +he cdo Pear Str. ‘
of Al A - ofes:?m-}e l nar.q Con MP‘L‘OH I would like to take this opportunity to comment on
[+]

the Aravaips Canyon ¥ilderness Draft Environmentsl State-

and (}?y‘-}a,“ 5‘) as WJHmSS mntl i t:ove Ee;l;w;d ;he D;Ifl Statement and the

- supplementary 1le R 79-20 1
As you' Lave w‘en-h ool in the DES, + :ddrun*; t:e mineral re'x:::rcu'o:ﬂt’::!u-vu:-'g.::on
wovld bewlit +he administvation of +he netant Study Area. o .
CW n O ”b$+ /mmej Wl Ci"”k’l’ 1 am concerned about the potentiml-moeial and .eco-

be + { . homic impact of the Clean Air Act classificmation of the
| e lw?ﬂ‘&d M ,:.::tlnt :;I;dy Aren on the cormunities in the Safford Valley.
A 5 Tap. Yy Erowing region of the state is expanding in
IET:':'*' 15 ‘Hﬂc LIV o# e mv‘Hveg., 33-1 population and industery, and the Bpecific implications. of
v [ u-}iou Class [I and potentinl future Class I designation (after
LGl o] i, Feview by the State of. Arizona) upon the locel economy has

I: 54104 UV +£‘0E BLM i QUOU/ not been properly addressed in the dr‘lff. statoment.

29-2 |mjneml. eas: a W/ilderwe
report indicating that the present management {sipnck 18RO
OH%H “ rDI k: t! sonsluent :llbh wilderness management. In sddition, !
ik - 1t is mentioned several times that the formal designation
a N H‘e it wes of the area ne s “wilderness would increase the desire of

Sl\oy+ 4o +h n-}- wyy well WW'H‘PL; owt people Yo visit the ared..would ineresse use, and would

increase vandalism.

vot Cc’"‘/’lj 5o’ wany charts,
. However, on plgt H oI the statement dor the headi
/7‘15 ‘J'Qb as are so hony ES =. of “Recreation Uses, Use Areas, and Amc:\mt;"'.e the dru:- e

indicates that 'Necreation quality or copportunitles would
1ot change. and visitor use changes would be minimal,"

29-1

A constant theme 15 present throughout'much of the

g,‘h I (emphaxiz added) 15 statement apoeirs to be incon
we)‘ }'oursr 33-2 |with others in the main body of tl\:' report. On the sl;:'“
page of the Environmental lmpact section, it iw mtated that
l. % "The additionnl exposures by the nowsmedin and wilderness
guide books might increase demand for permits to use the
LANDSCARPE TeCT aren and increase visitor use.“ (emphasis added) The report

1704 RORIDW RD
DURANGO, CO, 8130
(303) Hu7-599¢ 33

Bureau of Land Management
September 25, 1079
Page 2 -

does not mddress the potential inerease of unauthorized
use of private lands and attendant harrassment and vandslism
experisnced by residents in the area, Conversstions with
several of the local residents near the T S A indicate that
public mixuse of their private lands which border the Pri-
33.3 mitive Area: has consistently increased with the rising potoriety
of the area. This matter should be investigated, documented,
and reported in the final eoviroomental statement.

The mineral resource survey APpears to have been fairly
complete withip the limitations placed upon the program.
The wisdom of effectively ¢losing the ares to further resscnable
33_4 |mineral investigation prior to the resolving of the nature of
the sources of the various base-metal geochemical anomalies
and the ecosomic potentisl of the surrounding zeolite deposita
secmhs lAcKing

The DPraft Staterenl indicates on page 13 that “The
designation of lands as uilderness constitutes a long-term
commitment of rescurcem and land " This &statement is very
true and reflects, to some deyree, the inflexibility of the
¥ilderness Program. A discusaicn should be included in the
335 Fipal Statement in this section which further outlines the

enormous leadtime necessary to explore for and develop
mineral resources in & designated ¥Wilderness if, at some
time in the future. Congress decides that the area should be
reopened for such activities due to nationsl shortages of
particular minerais.’

In )}ight of the fact that the Primitive Ares has beep
administered in @ mwnper consistent with Wilderness menagement
in the past, [ feel that Alternative Action No. 2, “No Action "
i8 the proper choice for this area at this Lime.

Sincerely,

Tl

E. M. Schern
Chief Geologist

ENS:tlw
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COMMENT RESPONSES

13-1 We agree. See errata sheet.

16-1 Some of the land that the Defenders of Wildlife purchased from
Mr. Wood would benefit the management and protection of the
area considered in Alternative 1. BLM, however, cannot identify
and evaluate wilderness values on private lands. Inclusion of
these lands in the proposed Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness would
have to be considered under a separate analysis.

18-1 Acting for the Secretary of the Interior, BLM had the Geological
Survey and Bureau of Mines conduct a mineral survey of the
wilderness study area.

18-2 The requested hydrological data are on file in the Safford
District office. They were not included in the text because
no hydrological impacts are expected.

18-3 Hayden was considered as a complex for the Winkelman-Hayden
area.
18-4 The text is correct. No information exists on sources of

particulates,
18-5 See errata sheet.

18-6 In 1975 BLM published an Aravaipa Canyon bird species list,
identifying seasonal use. BLM will prepare and distribute
an Aravaipa Canyon vertebrate list in 1981.

18-7 When desert bighorn sheep were reintroduced to Aravaipa
Canyon over 20 years ago, no bighorns inhabited the area.

18-8 The text is incorrect. (See errata sheet.) 1In 1978 the
Fish and Wildlife Service reclassified all bald eagles in
the contiguous United States as one species and accordingly
corrected the endangered and threatened species list.

18-9 Vegetation type acreages were incorrect. See errata sheet.

18-10 The Landscape Character section of the statement does not
pertain to cultural resources, which are treated separately.
Recent land changes may be of historic interest at some
future time; known and recorded origins and functions dis-
tinguish these recent modifications from those of the more
remote historic or prehistoric past.

18-11 Although visitor use has not been correlated to high rainfall
and heavy runoff, weather conditions do affect visitor use.

31
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18-12

18-13

18-14

18-15

18-16

18-17

18-18

18-19

18-20

19-1

29-1

29-2

See errata sheet.

BLM's request for the revocation of the two power site
withdrawals has been approved by the Geological Survey.
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) has
indicated no objections to the revocation. Since FERC's
revocation concurrence is imminent, BLM does not consider
the loss of potential water power development an impact.

An environmental assessment on the land exchange is on file
in the BLM Arizona State Office in Phoenix.

The gathering of social data conformed to regulations in OMB
Circular A-40, revised, September 1976.

See response to comment 18-13.
See response to comment 18-13.,
See response to comment 33-4.

The wilderness study area (WSA) includes only the existing
primitive area, whereas the ES study area includes the WSA
and adjacent public lands. A total of 229 acres of adjacent
public lands were found not to meet wilderness criteria, and
were not proposed for wilderness designation under Altermative
1. Acreage discrepancies are addressed on the errata sheet.

Draft ES copies were sent to the San Carlos Apache Tribal
Council, Kennecott Corporation, and ASARCO, although these
organizations were not listed in the draft ES.

We believe that color photographs provide the best means of
portraying the character of Aravaipa Canyon. Moreover, the
Safford District already had these photographs on file, and
extensive field work would have been needed to obtain quality
black and white photographs. The additional cost of color
photos is not known, although the cost of printing and dis-
tributing 1,500 copies of the Aravaipa Canyon ES ‘amounted to
less than $5, 000.

The earthen reservoir's purpose was to provide water for
livestock and wildlife.

Mineral leasing would be allowed only where it would not
impair the wilderness character of the area.
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33-1 The Department of the Interior has recommended that Aravaipa
Canyon Primitive Area not be considered for Class 1 status.
"A review of the area has not identified air quality related
values of sufficient importance to require protection beyond
that afforded the surrounding region in order to realize the
purpose for which it was set aside.'" 44 FR 52582, September
7, 1979. National Monuments, Preserves and Primitive Areas:
Review for Class 1 Redesignation Recommendation.

33-3 Since we expect little increase in visitor use, we expect little
change in visitor attitudes and behavior. Land bordering the
primitive area in the canyon is owned by the Defenders of

Wildlife.

33-4 The mineral report states that the geochemical anomaly is minor,
that the area has low mineral potential, and that the costs
of mining zeolite would be prohibitive when compared to the
costs of mining zeolite deposits elsewhere.

33-5 Estimates of the time required for exploration and development
of minerals and for congressional action would be too specu-

lative to be reliable,
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ERRATA
ge U2

INTRODUCTIOQON
Paragraph 1

Line 5 - Change acreage of adjacent public lands to 2,855 acres.
Line 7 - Change acreage of combined areas to 6,899 acres.

Page 45

NOISE (comment 18-5)
Paragraph 2

Line 2 - Delete "high and."

VEGETATION TYPES (comment 18-9)
Paragraph 2

Change acreages to read - The study area has 2,291 acres of desert
shrub type, 1,380 acres within the primitive area and 911 acres on
adjacent lands.

Paragraph 3
Change acreages to read — This vegetation type comprises 2,244 acres
within the primitive area and 1,765 acres on adjacent lands, for a
total of 4,009 acres.

Page 45

VEGETATION TYPES (comment 18-9)
Paragraph 1

Change acreages to read The study area has 599 acres of the riparian
vegetation type...... and the adjacent lands contain 179 acres.

THREATENED and ENDANGERED PLANT SPECIES
Paragraph 1

Last sentence - Change to read "Of the 9 species listed, 3 are
confirmed to exist in the study area, 4 probably exist, and 2
possibly exist.”

Table 1
Delete the following plant species from the list:

Plumeria ambigens

Gutierrezia linoides

Plummera floribunda

Echinocereus ledingii

Mammilaria orestera

Neollovdia erectocentra var. erectocentra
Eriogonum apachense
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Page 51

THREATENED AND_ENDANGERED SPECIES (comment 18-8)

Paragraph 1
Sentence 2 - Delete "southern."
Table 2

Group II - Delete '"southern."

Page 61

Page

MINERAL RESOURCES (comment 18-12)

Paragraph 3

Delete sentence 1 and substitute the following: ''The U.S.
Geological Survey and the Bureau of Mines Mineral Survey of
Aravaipa Canyon stated that 'no mineable ore deposits are known
in the Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area. There has been no
production of any mineral commodity'."

62

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION (comment 13-1)

Paragraph 2

Sentence 2 - Add '"wildlife and fish" after "mo impacts to."

Page BY

SOCIAL CONDITIONS

Sentence 1 - Change "administrative" to "legislative."

ALTERNATIVE 1 (comment 18-19)

Sentence 1 - Change acreage to 2, 626 acres.

After sentence 1, add the following: "A total of 229 acres of
adjacent public lands were found unsuitable for wilderness
designation." See appendix 2 and changes to appendix 2 on errata
sheet.

VEGETATION (comment 18-19)

Sentence 1 - Replace sentence 1 with following: '"The Additional
lands found to have wilderness characteristics contain approximately
811l acres of desert shrub vegetation type, 1,665 acres of mountain
shrub vegetation type, and 150 acres of broadleaf riparian vegetation

type."
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ANTMALS

Sentence 2 - Change acreage to 2,626 acres.

Page 65
RECREATION

Sentence 1 - Change acreage to 2,626 acres.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Sentence 1 - Change acreage to 880 acres.

Page 73
APPENDIX 2
1. Size: 6,899 acres

Narrative: 2nd line - 2,855 acres contiguous...
4th line 213 acres

Paragraph 2
2nd line - 16 acres +

3rd line - 6,670 + acres

4, Narrative:
Line 4 - Change million to billion

5. Narrative:
Paragraph 7
Line 1 - The water pipeline is in Sec. 23 rather than Sec.

25.

Summary:

Paragraph 1

Line 3 - 229 + acres

Paragraph 3
Line 1 - 6,670 + acres
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IN REPLY REFEp 1,

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
ARIZONA STATE OFFICE
2400 VALLEY BANK CENTER
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85073

Enclosed for your review and comment is the draft environmental
statement for the proposed Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness.

The statement is based on information from Bureau of Land Management
and other sources, including information su