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IN EEPLY REFER TO

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 Wilderness Final Environmental

Statement

The preparation of ths final statement has differed from our usual

procedure of reprinting 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 Saf ford District of the Bureau of Land Management prepared this

environmental statement pursuant to Section 1022c 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

/MJlEL
Glendon Collins

Acting State Director
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INTRODUCTION

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 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 environmental

statement

Approximately 880 draft statements were distributed for review From

this review total of 40 comment letters were received The majority

of the comment letters expressed 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 shee.t identifies changes

in the draft statement resulting from these comments and BLMs internal

review



SUNMARY OF LETTERS RECEIVED

The following table lists letters received and indicates if preference

is expressed for the proposed action increasing the size of the proposed

wilderness area alternative or no action alternative Letters

reproduced in this FES are noted Letters received after October will

be considered in decisionmaking although they are not summarized or

reproduced here

Preference

Alternate Alt Reproduced

Letter From None Proposal Increase Size No in

_________
of Wilderness Action FES

William F.Griney

Isaak Walton League

of AmericaPrescott

Chapter
Arizona State Assn

of Wheel Drive

Clubs

Bruce Babbitt

Governor of Arizona

Bill Gold Occi
dental Life

Insurance Co of

California

Kathryn Weber

Mike Anthony

Phil OvenheimerPreS

AZ Desert Racing Assn

Magna Copper Company

Michael Barry

10 Allen Cockle

11 Thomas DeMono

12 Dave Foreman

Southwest Rep The

Wilderness Society

13 Daniel A.Poole Pres

Wildlife Management

Institute

14 Joni Bosh

15 James Posedly

16 Fred Wood

17 Al Necas

18 David Creighton Jr
19 Mr Mrs George

Morrison

20 Walter Rist



Preference

Alternate Alt Reproduced
Letter From None Proposal Increase Size No in

______ __________________ ____ ________ of Wilderness Action FES

21 Michael Barry
Conservation

Chairman
Southern Arizona

Hiking Club

22 Arizona State

Clearinghouse
23 Marie C.Burling
24 Los Angeles Dist

Corps of Engineers
25 Tom Wright
26 Linda Lewis

27 Bob Langsenkamp
28 Clifton

Merit Exec
Dir American

Wilderness

Alliance

29 Dave McHenry

30 Mary Caldwell
Chairman of

Wilderness Committee
Tucson Audubon Society

31 William Facinelli

32 John Leonard et al
79 others

33 Phelps Dodge Corp
34 ArIzona Wildlife

Federation

35 Arizona Wild

Scenic Rivers

36 Thoren Lane

37 Sierra Club Grand

Canyon Chapter
38 Roy EmrIck

39 Donald Kucera

Total Responses 27

The following letters were received after October 1979

40 National Park Service

41 Arizona Game and Fish Department
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ri Wkiiie Management Institute

fseWrelcldEOtlOSlVefmcet 050 NW .W.ohngtOO

Mr Secretary my family and .o S007 Others would be

greatly plssa.d to a. that the Wood iroth.r ranch her is the

ouceco .0010 BLM STAlE OITl

onopea would he it is tidereesa

as it ha bane jot ni.tece sine leaD We hops that this will

LLWSUIAM000

AtJO3II979
000euflat.d on seen

I.oses 1O AugoOt 28 1979

he thao TOO or your hOed eea.id.rsties

PHOENCT AR7l1ir

With hiodeot segerd

Otonico of Lod M505geseot

Arts004 State Director

Tour very ico.rely

2490 Vell Ranh CeoOer

Phoenie Arieoeo 85073
Fred Wood

Dear Sir

The Wildlife l4eoagssaet Ioetituie pleased to cOnt
0.0 to Louis B.rausi i.O.u

ARAVAIPA CANYON WILDEDNESS 001.71 ENVSD010060TAL STATEMENT

Director ltct B.L.M

Woargeadoptioo
of AltoenstiVe rather than the proposed

piso Altoreaeioe will odd 2325 acre to the aroe including

150 acre of ripanima vegetation sod 600 acres of crucial big ions

sheep ceeceotratioo area Those alone are sufficient reas005 for

establishing larger wildorneas eapecleily since ispacte of

eopmaaiOn are oegligiblo

There are en reshoot Or ratiooeie givoo for accepting the

propoaod plan sod rejection Alternative ThOu aoction ahould

be added

list of no isparte on page 13 should 0100 include

wildlife sod fish

These remarks have been coordinated oith William Honor

the IoanitoteO Wesoero Depresent.tive

erely
Da000l Poole

lAP Ilbb

DFDICWTED TO WILDLIFE SINCE 190

WOOD BROTHERS

oeuoso.oos Mpt..ber te 1979

BoaoblS OasiS LaWns S.sr.tarY

Depsnt.snt
sf the Interior

Wa.S.gtes D.C

Dear Mr S.erstnr7

very eose.rasd about the proposed AUdits..s Sn is the

Aravaips Caflon here is AtisOOae

Hy hosts has h..e at the West end of the trisitive eros her in

Aratsips Canyon for 60 y.or. lava baae cattle rareb.r .31 ef .7

life me hoes thu er. very therosghly mad kne the facts .11 sheet

th aitishiiOs of th sees

no sure thee arq sew vesturee for the Diocese of Land Man.g.ssst

in desigastisi
FeieitiOe ard Wild.rn.se ar.a Os LL.Me 1.0dm

It m.ens very cacao.l tkst D.L.M has r.qeestsd
that ther is te be

lilderesse eros ef 1040 norms is Arsvsipa Casyse witheut any iagr.se or

eae at either sod of the proposed Wild.rsee area It seen to th.y

have tIns srrt befere the horse

When my brother and .re randy in retire we seed years finding

groay we bnuld bay nor r.noh nod pree.ro it a.et to the Pr1itine sass

which w.s port
of ear leased land cs many year. Tb D.fsuder of Wild

life did pusOknmm sec reach in 1971 have ferosetly hoped thst ear

bane catch et the West sad ef the p.epmied
Wild.rs..s sc. would he

S.aelod in this an proposal it La sntonr.1 satr.cre to the area and

em hoped thot it would he included ss it d.s.rves Ul.ld.rsaee atntss s5d

ceold he hoadqOartsrs
for S.L.M Wilderness personnel

The .cef.ed5r of 0i2dlife swO tAo preprrty at both .eda of ths

preposad dildernsea ares heline that Psf.neera of Wi.141.a.f sowid be

very sooparative in mailing prwp.rty for isgr.a and .gr.s if certain

reagltsets w.re fsUfthl.dens of thea b.in0 the npending ef the WilDerness

ares hate Turkey Creek Canyon as it em is tim original Irialtive area

proposal lithin this Turk Crest ares nra very old ladiss villag.se

artifacts and petregraphs
is deep sasyos tint has no other p.rticelns

valu other tian great hiatary and ens enjoyssot
There baa heen some

eostroo.rsy hero hy hsaot.rs alaiaiag thoy would be cut off fcc the high

oesntry above the na of the may55 Thi 1. sot am then are good

.ntrsaees free the ecuth nod east to ths Arevaipa table lands
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Savid Crijitca Jr

7306 tUmre St

Soottodalo .rj000e 83257

Sept 1979

Stto Dirootow Atteetiorn 913

Boreeu bf Land Ilanagnenet

2i02 VeUoy Seek Center

Phoenix Ariovea 8073

Deer Sin

After reviewing poor dcsft sniro.soontal utetmeont for the Araveipe

Ceopon Wild.roe. propo.s3 have th following cuconet which belie.

will tncrea the accuracy end nlidity of th ennwtnl oteteneot

Poge per Ibile til to the legicel egerny for the Secretary to uee

the lacguegS of tide pe .ç.apb
odicet. tiat 51 in opecifickUp referred to

181 in 603 one find cm1 reference to Cenlogic.1 Sorvey and Bernet of Ido. to

603 S.ction 103 r.f.re to a.60str5tion but study would hi by

Secretory d.dgeatiow not statute

Pg Mi later Tenneco.. The vegeitud of the arstc.l flo length of record

and peek flood flow th.osld be qunettlied to the extent po.dbi and the

reletionaldp of Ar.heipa Creek to the San Pedro River and it y.t opdrolo

The relatiemabip of the ba tiny supply of AceT.ipa Creek as gronot.r basin

outflow fry the north.rn Sulphur %r3ng Valley stculd al.o be indicated

The oea.oal 0000reve or .s1ing point of mercury positive .le wou4

be ioforvetiy awh enlist in envireeemntl beokgrneod ond.eetandtng

18 Pc It Alr eaiit Huiden to be oonideoid ae owe 0_I.t.T or eve oo.pl

for the Winklr4layd area Identifinetiow of Ben..ott and AIIXO

eveociatien with Q.ristea ryld be helpful The bread .tatnt ocve.rdx

onontie not vesting pertio.3.ate .taedarda when very great proportion duet

184 created by oaba.e.l fern trek desert .oil in toe oowaiatnetly uned in

.nniroveietal etat0_et _h bin... opiheow sod create urrented i.pre..inn

gratuitouely

Pg It Notes It .jpeer that difflowotiatic or .en.tioe of hit and

low TRtibade flit su14 be Lad for ouwdibility The ip1ioatieo that

high altiheds flits create 5. stattering pound need type of oupportiog

it it not orrt.d

Pg dedsela iee vey lint of the apeoia be foeal Row weep ow lilt

186 or eotlpatid ow intreO.d epeodee at in the bzeeowo en bird as to breedingc

eur or wtnt.T t..n.ient oooaeioeel or seasonel t.itore or nd.rer

202 .inbabit to .831 seen resident bre.diog epeoie whioh obeic.aly

187 not the ease The bighoret issig itceld be id.ntiftid reintroduced into

the eros to the ext_h that Oh sit vet poseibla roliot surviving .train

Pg Thr..tved and Sad.ngered Ipesi.s 0_b.T of Oh Southwest Seld lagi

Ronveery Ti is ow the staff of the Stat Director .O located in that oft ic

The held SepIa has been off icially listed ann .ingl epmtiee with no velidity

1$B to eubipeciation sectber.Vourth.rn and an msubop.ciated poblisted in the

fedormi itegi.t.r To ovetivee to refer to di.credit.d .ebep.oie d.aigrtiow

done not appsar to be within the quality of prof.e.icnal cooperating
end

ooofdinat.d staff

Sopt 1979 p.

18161 of outer power devolopuent appear to hove been overlooked

Pg 11 Lend Use Coetrcle The oonoluoicfl relative to poser cite develo5mont

1817 han no support oltijo titie docuoont Even though it could be einply domonstoetod

it heont boen

18 18 Pg ii lineal Renocovee leotioO of the specific eirer..1s ohoold he nods

to indicate t.ir relative icqonteoue

Pg 16 Alternative. The Alternative dove not cl.ely indicat the differeno

hta.n the Study Area of the .nvuronortal .tetoo.nt cml the Alternative

DES It601 aoreo plan 2t3 core for 67 acre total Alternative eppeere to

18 19
coetiecoe 1011 acre but only 2326 acre which appear to he 218 acre 1.. of

mountain .hrob vegetation type There appearm
to be no change in th

deoert strub cml the broadleaf 1.pe.l.efl ecreagee Sp.ci.fUo delineation on

sep If the aocdow would he helpful cap of the vegetation type urea

.oold be helpful also

Pg 19 Coordination Inuneote requested The San Carlo Apache Tribe

1820 r..ncott Copper Corp eof ASJ do not oppeer net tie lint to be requ.et.d to

make oon-eots Tao titi an everltet

general conte on th report th quality of color pb000 illustration

could he appreciably move helpful to tie reviewer if d.ouriptive eaptice wwo

coed to de.crib area and significant factor which pntod the ..l.stlon of

the picture
The frequency of 60.opeil3ng ii the text onmt.rm much of the

oar in producing th repbrt Ths oUch .tyl.whilm popular with veep

producing good KIT She dftciency of more mp.oifle information lends to

feeling that tione are primary target rather than rma.on.d

eoal.yi bm.ed em r.a.onahle .ocorete and sofflcient toforeatien

Thank yen
for the opportunity to revise the ITS would lik to rsc.iv

copy of the SInaI SIB

Sincerely peer

.4

DJ Crel.gh

Sept 1979 pg.2

p8 Geltural R.eourc.. In attieptiog to teak cone eeoc out of the noehor

gene pre.ented for .y.tematin/un.y.tseatiO priaitiuw ..ree/out.id p.c
aroheologiet/.taff faster end re.orting to the pglc6 vegetation typo daM

it appears that there acre error probably typographical In the

p.o desert isrub vegetation type In the abeenco of coy descriptive to

cultocel period or type oP itS the habitat location a..ociation ie al.o

not po.eible Pith cely 2.8 eli. of record to resort to percentage Con

copnrtiog altec 22% siti 39% sit. 33% end .it 6% Ce to

189 condition definitely yoke.ereen cotton to d.o.l.ad the cnece3 and

ioopresiionabl gullible unthinking reader Thi typo of etetioticel

nenipolating will be considered .oraliy reprehensible conduct for prof...coe1

and niwilsereice public oee intent on making inaf.ghiftoant seobere

oppoar to he ixpertent end eignifioent neltitud. appreciat reading

the etatt relativ to the ab.evee of identified native tian aluee

in the so.. This statsenet col4 sell trigger new tho1ogr

Pg Lsoeisoape Searactie The .oisrinenet of landscape .sthetice ed the

monthon of modifications .hnld be placed in perepective with cultorel

resources If tine ha already outed the read end it stock tank

1810 how elsie is tine thee threiteld to the. manifoetationa of an earlier end

hiotori oultarel Use fornibly abandoned in the face of ceo agye..ive outeide

pre.nee being eligible for tt designation The archeologi.t of do

Uuttee may well be baffled by the. cultural reas4.n eilec attsepte are sad

to pies thea in context without other artitaOt of long gone by oultuco

Pg Table It and General Lelmore Ce app att.opt been rude to correlate

18Il oitor usiith acoee.ihility contrActions dun to high rainfall cmi large

runoff peotod.

Pg 1112 Ilinexel R.oouroeo The reir.d study Section 603 of ed.nsrol

ro.eurce eppasro
to have been doconoented being node but the Absence of

brief esneaxy nf in cd.neuei.ieation pre000t or lient oooclueione free ti

USGS end Soreau of Mines peport leave this it deficient for didelo.ure

1812 If there had been an absence of nd.neo4l re.omceo ieportant to tin nation Im
core such etatnenot would be pryineotly displayed Tb ooupl.t abeenee of

any otb.T information and etatneent to go to Sefford to look at file copy

of report net even listed in the Refoe.nm. appears to he epeoi.fio soon

nouplianee
with the intent of providing roas000ble unosant of infoomatgcn

to fey 0_ soot of infocced opinion

Pg 12 land S. Plane Information on the folne of outer flow end bead would

provide rational baste to deoooo.trate the improbable character of eater

1813 pOe dsvei.npnent even in these day of nnergr cginla later power to

clsn and ree.o.hle resource In light of th YlhterPcwer Denigoation tOte

oeinsion of thi topic as Metoral Resource leave the tet.neot not fully

responsive to all significant .noironawal impacto

What environsental mtet.eent reported and dioplayed the isopacto of in.

StatePedere.1 Lend Exchange u5eference to docuneoto should he given to

don.trate apsocy c3.ienc with the NEPA pnooeee
for tie action which

preceded thi .tatti

Pg 13 SnoieI Vonditions Did 54 and the eociologiot conform to federal

1815 regol.atiooe oonceroing epprovel fry C1S before conducting th indicated

noneber for mud oowprh.noive bntervio

18161 Pg 13 Snrironnsotai Impact Potential negative iotpaote upon Ener reoouroeo

ge.
5w psi scve

19
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September 25 19 I_

279

Bureau of Land Management
Arizona State Director 911
2400 Valley Bank Center ________
Phoenix Arizona 85073

Dear Sir

would like to take thaw opportunity to cooment on

the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Draft Environmental State

ment have reviewed the Draft Statement and the

supplementary U.S.G.S Open File Report 79201 which

addresses the mineral resources of the Aravaipa Canyon

Instant Study Ares

sin concerned about the potential social and eco
nomic impact of the Clean Air Act classification of the

Isstaot Study Area on the 000znunitles in the Safford Valley
This rapidly growing region of the state is espandis

331 population and industry and the specific implications of

Class II and potential future Class designation after
review by the State of Arizona upon the local economy has

not been properly addressed in tine draft statement

Constant theme is present throughout much of the

report indicating that the present management since 1989
is consistent with wilderness management In addition
it is mentioned several times that the formal designation

of the area an silderness would increase the desire of

people to visit the area would increase use and would
increase vandalism

However on page 14 of the statement under the heading

of Recreation Uses Use Areas and Amounts the draft

indicate that Secreatioo quality or opportunities would
not Change and visitor use changes would be minimal
emphasis added This statement appears to be inconsistent

332 with others in the main body of the report On the same

page of the Environmental Impact section it is stated that

The additional exposures by the newsmedia and wilderness

guide books might increase demand for permits to use the

area and increase visitor use emphasis added The report

33

Bureau of Land Management

September 25 1979

Page

does sot address the potential increase of unauthorized

use of private lands and attendant harrassment and vandalism

experienced by residents in the area Conversations with

several of the local residents near the ISA indicate that

public missee of their private lands which bordmr the Pri

333 mitive Area has consistently increased with the rising notoriety

of the area This natter should be investigated documented
and reported in the final environmental statement

The mineral resource survey appears to have been fairly

complete within the limitations placed upon the program
The wisdom 0f effectively closing the area to further reasonable

33.4 mineral investigation prior to the resolving of the nature of

the sources of the various base-metal geochemical anomalies

and the economic potential of the surrcunding zeolite deposits

seems lacking

The Draft Statement indicates on page 15 thst The
designation of lands as wilderness constitutes longterm

consnitment of reuource.s and land This statement is very

true and reflects to some degree the inflexibility of the

Wilderness Program discussion should be included in the

335 Final Statement in this section shich further outlines the

enormous leadtirne necessary to euplore 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 national shortages of

particular minerals

In light of the fact that the Primitive Area has been

administered in manner 0005uutent with Wilderness management

in the past feel that Alternative Action No No Action
is the proper choice for this wren an this time

Sincerely

it Schern

Chief Geologist

EMS 1w



COMMENT RESPONSES

131 We agree See errata sheet

161 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 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 separate analysis

181 Acting for the Secretary of the Interior BLM had the Geological

Survey and Bureau of Mines conduct mineral survey of the

wilderness study area

182 The requested hydrological data are on file in the Saf ford

District office They were not included in the text because

no hydrological impacts are expected

183 Hayden was considered as complex for the WinkelmanHayden

area

184 The text is correct No information exists on sources of

particulates

185 See errata sheet

186 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

187 When desert bighorn sheep were reintroduced to Aravaipa

Canyon over 20 years ago no bighorns inhabited the area

188 The text is incorrect See errata sheet In 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

189 Vegetation type acreages were incorrect See errata sheet

1810 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

1811 Although visitor use has not been correlated to high rainfall

and heavy runoff weather conditions do affect visitor use



1812 See errata sheet

1813 BLMs 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 FERCs
revocation concurrence is imminent ELM does not consider

the loss of potential water power development an impact

1814 An environmental assessment on the land exchange is on file

in the BLM Arizona State Office in Phoenix

1815 The gathering of social data conformed to regulations in 0MB

Circular A40 revised September 1976

1816 See response to comment 1813

1817 See response to comment 1813

1818 See response to comment 334

1819 The wilderness study area WSA includes only the existing

primitive area whereas the ES study area includes the WSA
and adjacent public lands total of 229 acres of adjacent
public lands were found not to meet wilderness criteria and

were not proposed foi wilderness designation under Alternative

Acreage discrepancies are addressed on the errata sheet

1820 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

191 We believe that color photographs provide the best means of

portraying the character of Aravaipa Canyon Moreover the

Saf ford 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 1500 copies of the Aravaipa Canyon ES amounted to

less than $5000

291 The earthen reservoirs purpose was to provide water for

livestock and wildlife

292 Mineral leasing would be allowed only where it would not

impair the wilderness character of the area



331 The Department of the Interior has recommended that Aravaipa

Canyon Primitive Area not be considered for Class status
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
1979 National Monuments Preserves and Primitive Areas

Review for Class Redesignation Recommendation

333 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

334 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

335 Estimates of the time required for exploration and development
of minerals and for congressional action would be too specu
lative to be reliable



ERRATA

Page

INTRODUCTION

Paragraph

Line Change acreage of adjacent public lands to 2855 acres

Line Change acreage of combined areas to 6899 acres

Page4

NOISE comment 185
Paragraph

Line Delete high and

VEGETATION TYPES comment 189
Paragraph

Change acreages to read The study area has 2291 acres of desert

shrub type 1380 acres within the primitive area and 911 acres on

adjacent lands

Paragraph

Change acreages to read This vegetation type comprises 2244 acres

within the primitive area and 1765 acres on adjacent lands for

total of 4009 acres

Page5

VEGETATION TYPES comment 189
Paragraph

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 SPECS
Paragraph

Last sentence Change to read Of the species listed are

confirmed to exist in the study area probably exist and

possibly exist

Table

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

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES comment 188
Paragraph

Sentence Delete southern

Table

Group II Delete southern

Pages 1112

MINERAL RESOURCES comment 1812
Paragraph

Delete sentence 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

Page 13

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION comment 131
Paragraph

Sentence Add wildlife and fish after no impacts to

Page 15

SOCIAL CONDITIONS

Sentence Change administrative to legislative

ALTERNATIVE comment 1819

Sentence Change acreage to 626 acres

After sentence add the following total of 229 acres of

adjacent public lands were found unsuitable for wilderness

designation See appendix and changes to appendix on errata

sheet

VEGETATION comment 1819

Sentence Replace sentence with following The Additional

lands found to have wilderness characteristics contain approximately

811 acres of desert shrub vegetation type 1665 acres of mountain

shrub vegetation type and 150 acres of broadleaf riparian vegetation

type

11



ANIMALS

Sentence Change acreage to 2626 acres

Page 16

RECREATION

Sentence Change acreage to 2626 acres

MINERAL RESOURCES

Sentence Change acreage to 880 acres

Page 22

APPENDIX

Size 6899 acres

Narrative 2nd line 2855 acres contiguous..

4th line 213 acres

Paragraph
2nd line 16 acres

3rd line 6670 acres

Page 23

Narrative

Line Change million to billion

Narrative

Paragraph
Line The water pipeline is in Sec 23 rather than Sec

25

Summary

Paragraph
Line acres

Paragraph
Line 6670 acres
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