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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 

A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (NFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
P r o t e c t i o n  

~bj~ctive ~,,,mber 

Objective 

Minimize losses of public lands and their resources from wildfire damage. 
Protect natural/historical resources and critical environments from wildfire 
for the use and enjoyment of present and future generations. 

f 

Rationale 

Present policy dictates Chat aggressive suppression action be taken on all 
., new fires. Deviation from this policy can occur through the development of 

approved modified suppression tactics, will result in a significant dollar 
savings and when implemented in conjunction with resource constraints, 
can become a beneficial management tool. Prescribed fire can be introduced 
in those areas where a specific objective is desired. These fire management 
opportunities will allow maximum utilization of fire as a tool, achieve 
financial integrity, develop a natural harmony with all resources and 
provide for acceptable safety of personnel. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT O F T  HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

A~ivit '~ 
Protection 

Overl iy R e f e r e n c e  

Step I NONE" Step 3 

Recommendation 

P-I.I 

By 1987 develop fire management plans that coincide with established resource 
objectives to include protection from wildfi@e, introduction of prescribed 
fire and modification of normal suppression actions. 

-4 

Rationale 

Suppression of all new fires is not always natural to the ecosystem. Through 
careful consideration of established resource requirements fire can be managed 
to achieve productive results. Prescribed fire can be used to achieve 
specific objectives related to predetermined opportunities. 

f Support Needs 

Each resource to define requirements and objectives. 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 
! 

[lm~tn~ctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEN D AT  ION - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I  ON 

N a m e  (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

P - 1 . 1  
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysls 

This recommendation complements many of the other resource recommendations because 
it calls for protecting existing and potential resource values. Also fire should be 
used as a tool to improve range condition or manipulate vegetative communities for 
desired resource objectives. A Fire Management Plan should be developed and include 
areas to be protected. Areas where fire could be a11owed to burn include prescribed 
fire areas and designated limited action areas. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept P-I.I 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject P-I.I 

"-C 

Note: Attach  sdd i t iona!  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  

l l t ls lr l iCl lOt?.s  or; rever.¢e) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE~TERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D  A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I  ON 

Recommendation 

Name (,MF P ) 

! .CW 
Ac~v~y 
Protection 

Ovexlay Refer ' . : ;  e 

Step 1N(jNR: S:e--, ~' 

P-I.2 

Develop a pre-attack plan to include identification of those roads required 
for fire access not included under present rights-of-way agreements, and 
provide for adequate signing of each road. 

Rationale 

In order for a total fire management program to function, legal access must be 
obtained to all lands administered by the BLM. In addition to normal 
and modified suppression actions, the introduction of prescribed fire will 
require access and agreements of State and private land affected by the 
project, since fire may not necessarily be confined to Federal lands. 
Efficiency and safety will be enhanced if all routes are adequately posted. 

Support Needs 

Engineering, Sign Shop, ATKOW, SO Fire Management. 

Note: At tach  add~t lona l  sheets ,  H needed 

f[n.~/n;cl~ons on reu~Tse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
P - I . I  

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

P-I.I 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, 
Recommendation. 

Multiple-Use 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

¢*- 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

' ~ . ' f i : r ! l g [ Z O t ? . ¢  0~2 ? e y . ) ~ r s e  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.t|F P) 

LGN - MFP-3 
Activity 

P - 1 . 2  
Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

P-I.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated 
Step 2. 

i n  

. f  

N o t e :  Attach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

I [ 1 1 s t r t ~ c ; ~ o ~ ¢  on r e o o r s e  ) 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

P - 1 . 2  
Overlay Referen=e 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use AnalTsis 

Additional rights-of-way agreements are not necessary to obtain necessary access to 
fires. As future rights-of-way needs are identified, action will be taken to squire 
access. 

,; f 

Multiple-Use 

Accept P-I.2 

Alternatives 

Recommendation: 

Considered: 

Reject P-I.2 

m 

- . .  

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

rlo.~trt,  c l ion . s  on  r e l ~ e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE II,;"TERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION--ANALY$1S--DECI$1ON 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

A=tivity 
Lands 

Overlsy R e t e r e n c e  

st,;, 1 L- I st ,p  3 

Recommendation: 

L-4.1 IContinued) 

Township 

R.17W. 

7 North 

Sec t ion  Subdivision Acres 

9 80.00 
15 40.00 
23 320.00 
26 75.00 

TOTAL 41,331.30 

P 

Rational e: 

Consolidation of isolated parcels of public land into ownership other than 
Federal would be in the national interest. Land sales or land exchanges 
sh0u]d be done to accomplish the land tenure adjustment program. Great 
expense would be involved in attempting to manage the isolated parcels. An 
ac%ive land exchange program should be entered into with the State of 
• r~zona where the isolated parcels of public land are surrounded by'~tate 
land. . .  

Support Needs: 

I. Cultural 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 

3. Wilderness 5. Minerals 
4. VRM 

No~e: Attach addit ional  s b e e ~ s ,  i$ n e e d e d  

(//~$,'ntci~o~s O n  Tfp~rS f  ) 

I I  

Form 1600-21 (April 19" 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT oF THE Ih"TERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMEh'T 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ¢MFP) 

LGN-MFP 2 

A c : i v x t y  

Lands L-A. i 
O v ~ l s y  Reference 

Step  1 S tep  3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Several areas in the planning area have been iden:ified for disposal because 
~hey are isolated and difficult :o manage. Disposal of some of :he areas where 
riparian habitat exists conf!ic=s with wildlife and botanical recommendations :o 

pro~ec: ~his habitat ~ype. 

Multiple-Use Recommenda=ion: 

Dispose of the following described public lands when possible. 

Township Section Subdivision A c r e s  

R. 3W. 
m. 

i North 3 SWl/4 155,00 

-" r" R.4W . . . .  

" I North ii 
.... ......... 12 
" =. . . . . .  13 

." c : " i  : . . . . .  ~ . . . .  = i ~  

2 North 19 
3O 
29 

NENE 
SI/2NE 
SI/2  

320.00 
640.00 
160.00 
80.00 

40,00 
80,00 
80.00 

7 Nor=h 5 
7 
8 

20 
28 
33 
34 

601,08 
120,00 
640,00 
280,00 
160,00 
A00.00 
i00,00 

9 Nor=h 21 160.00 

i0 North Ii 
12 

7 0 . 0 0  

7 0 . 0 0  

.~ ~ : "  . . .  - 
. j  . . . .  . . o  . . . . . . .  

• ° : • . 

. . . . . ~ . - -  . .  

[ 

Note: A ~ I c h  additienal sheets, ~ n e e d e d  

([n$1nsClzon$ Oft  reuerse) Form 1600- -21  (April Ig" 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION - A N A L Y S I S - D E C  ISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (AIFP) 
hfiN 

Activity L-4.1 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

f f" 

R. 4W 

R. 5W 

Township 

13N 

14N 

1S 

1N 

2N 

7N 

1ON 

Section Subdivision 

26 
27 
28 
33 

25 
35 

2 
3 
8 
9 

I0 
11 
12 
14 
15 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
29 
31 

31 

5 Lots 5, 6, 
35 

12 
14 

Acres 

640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
320.00 

80.00 
160.00 

160.00 

240.00 
559.32 
200.00 
280.00 
400.00 
480.00 
160.00 
480.00 
240.00 
400.00 
240.00 
160.00 
160.00 
160.00 
80.00 
80.00 

195.85 

7 60.41 
480.00 

80.00 
157.06 

LGN-MFP-2 07122/81 

Nole- Attac.~ additional sheets, if needed 
i 

o . . . . .  



-" F"  

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMEN'T 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Recommendation (Cont.): 

Townsh ip  ~ S e c t i o n  Subdivision 

R.SW. ( C o n = . )  

12 Nor=h 9 
16 
22 

R. 6W. 

i Sou=h 4 
5 

I North 1 
17 
18 
20 

2. Nor=h 24 

• 7  ior=h 
- -  . . . . . 

:lb 

17 
18 

26 

II No=th 19 
30 

12-Norub 30 

13 Nor=b 8 
17 

R.7W. 

7 North 16 
33 

8 No r : b  I 
3 

i0 
Ii 
12 

Note. Attach additional sheets, if needed 
| 

(/~az$~n~c'l~on3 o~ reveTse) 

Acres 

164.20 
331.44 
628.34 

243.69 
81 .86  

240. 
160. 
119. 
80. 

00 
00 
37 
00 . . . .  

160.00 

40.00 
20.00 

35.37 
36 .97  

80.00 
36.82 

40.00 

38.32 
40.62 

640.00 
160. O0 

Name fNFP]  
LGN-F'&?-2 

A~tivRy 
~anas L-4. i 

Overtay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

506.24 
505.25 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 

Form 1600-21 (April 197 



f 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

Multiple-Use Recommendation (Cons.): 

R. 7W. (Cont.) 

Township 

8 North 

Section 

13 
14 
15 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
34 
35 

i0 North 18 
19 

ii North Ii 
12 
14 

R. 8W. 

I0 Nor:h 13 

ii Nor:h 36 

12 North 4 
9 

21 

R. 9W. 

2 North 8 

3 Noruh 31 

R. IOW. 

2 North 2 
ii 

No~e: Art |oh additional sheecs, if  needed 
I I I  

~JstStntCl,~OR$ O~ ~ u f r s e  ) 

Subdivision Acres 

640. O0 
640.00 
640. O0 
640. O0 
640.00 
640.00 
640. O0 
640.00 
640. O0 
64 O. O0 
640. O0 

600.35 
640.52 

340.68 
648.30 
660.96 

320.00 

325.38 

129.95 
160.00 
40.00 

640.00 

156.45 

639.84 
320. O0 

Name (I~IF P ) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

. . . .  . . m  • 0 

"Form 1600--2~ (April 19'; 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

I I  P I 

Multiple-Use Analysis (Cont'd) 

R. 11W. 

T ownshi p Secti on 

4N 30 
32 

6N 9 

R. 12W 3N 16 
6N 16 

Subdivision 

SWNE 

R. 14W 4N 32 NESW 

14 
25 
36 

R. 15W 4N 

1 R. 16W 6N 

9 
15 
23 
26 

R. 17W 7N 

Name (AIFP) 

LGN 
Act iv i ty 

L-4.1 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

TOTAL 

Acres 

200.00 
240.00 
40.00 

640.00 
160.00 

40.00 

16o.oo 
320.00 
320.00 

51.68 

80.00 
40.00 

320.00 
75.00 

34,004.45 

LGN-MFP-2 07/22/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets, Lf needed 
. . , . =  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYS lS -DECIS ION 

Name (L~FP) 

LGN 
Activity 

L-4.1 
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

. r - ~  

Reasons: 

L-4.1 was modified to retain the following public lands to protect the 
wi ld l i fe ,  botanical, and wilderness values identif ied in the Multiple-Use 
Analysis. 

T. 10 N., R. 4 W., Sec. 16 
T. 11 N., R. 4 W., Sec. 24, 36 
T. 13 N., R. 4 W., Sec. 1, 12, 13, 24, 25 
T. 8 N., R. 5 W., Sec. 23 
T. 12 N., R. 9 W., Sec. 11, 14 
T. 12 N., R 10 W., Sec. 15, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 34 
T. 5 N., R 12 W., Sec. 6 
T. 6 N., R 12 W., Sec. 21 

Total acres = 7,326.67 

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 
2. T&E Plants and Animals 
3. Wilderness 
4. VRM 
5. Minerals 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Accept L-4.1 
2. Reject L-4.1 

LGN-MFP-2 07/22/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
i 

. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
L - 4 . 1  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-4. I 

Decision: 

Modify the modified Multiple- 
Use Recommendation to include 
disposal of all those lands 
that have been identified for 
sale through the Asset Manage- 
ment Program. These lands have 
been compiled in an Asset 
Management List. This list is 
available in the Lower Gila 
Asset Management file. An 
Environmental Assessment will 
be written along with all 
clearance requirements and 
public input before the final 
decision is made to dispose of 
the listed lands. 

Public lands not identified in 
this list are considered 
suitable for retention and use 
under multlple-use management. 

Reasons : 

Modified in accordance with 
Bureau Policy. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Nole: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed  
e , -  

ch:struclions o77 reverse)  Form 1500--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
ob~.=~.e Nu=ber 

Objective: 

Make public land available to Yuma, Yavapai, and Maricopa Counties for uses 
which qualify under the Recreation and Public Purposes Act. 

Rationale: 

As small and medium communities continue to become larger, a need for 
public land to be used for parks, landf i l l s ,  churches, etc., wi l l  also 
become larger. In many situations, the highest and best use of the public 
I and i s for public purposes. 

- ' r -  

~ l n s t r u c t , o r z s  on  r e t ' e r s e )  Fo:m 1600-20 ~April 19.'5, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
ActLvity 

Lands 
Overlay Refe:en¢e 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-5.1 

Retain land in public ownership near communities throughout the planning 
area for future public purpose use. 

Rational e: 

Land in private ownership is too costly or not available to counties for 
uses authorized by the Recreation and Public Purposes Act. Therefore, in 
order to provide necessary services to the small communities, public land 
should be made available as the need arises. 

Support Needs : 

I .  Cultural 3. Wi I dernes s 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mi neral s 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION- A NALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (NFP] 

LGN-MFP-2 
A c t i v i t y  

Lands L-5.1 
C)verlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

There wi l l  be a continued need for public lands for public purposes in the areas 
surrounding the communities in Lower Gila North. This recommendation does not 
confl ict with other resource values and wi l l  allow the continued use of public 
lands for public purposes. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-5.1. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I .  Reject L-5.1. 

( 

=re: A~tach additional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

rSt~tC:lorL.~ O~ e ~ l ~ ' r S @ /  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L-5. I 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

L-5. i 

Decision: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commendat ion. 

Reasons: 

This recommendation is no 
longer needed. All the lands 
considered in L-5.1 are now 
included in L-4.1. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(]~l,'¢lrt,~cltotT.¢~ 072 t e t J~ ' r se  ) 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Form,. 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

N a m e  ( M F P )  

LGN 
Activity 
Lands 

Objective: 

Make suitable public land available for agricultural production through 
disposal actions. 

Rationale: 

With the increasing human population and the loss of productive agricul- 
tural land to residential, commercial, and other nonagricultural uses, a 
need for land on which to produce food is going to become a reality. 

I l n s t r u c t : o n s  on re ' ve rse ;  F :rm tO00--~-'3 (Apri I  1973 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMEHT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYStS-DECISION 

I 

Name (MFP)- 

LGN 
Ac$1vity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Step i L-lstep 3 

Recommendation: 

Lr6.1 

Make the following agriculturally suitable public lands available for 
disposal in the following Townships and Ranges in Butler Valley. 

T.9N., R.13W. 
T.9N. , R.14W. 
T.8N., R.13W. 
T.8N., R.14W. 
T.8N., R.15W. 
T.7N., R. 14W. 
T.7N., R.15W. 
T.6N., R.15W. 
T.6N., R. 16W. 

Rationale: 

There is thought to be an adequate supply of ground water for agricultural 
use in the Butler Valley area (see Hydrology portion of the URA). Prior to 
making final disposal recommendations for agricultural purposes, extensive 
testing of the ground water supply would be required. Soils in the area 
are suitable for agricultural use. Highway 72 and the Atchison, Topeka, 
and Santa Fe Railroad are adjacent to the area and would provide a means of 
transporting the agricultural products. Climate in the area is similar to 
Phoenix, thus the growing season is nearly yearlong and a wide range of 
crops could be grown. 

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 3. Wilderness 5. Minerals 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 6. Hydrology 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31PP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

Lands  L - 6 . 1  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

The area identified by this recommendation as being suitable for agricul- 
tural development is in an area where the adjacent land use is predomi- 
nantly farming. A small area identified as part of the sand dune community 
(W.3.3) lies within the area designated by L-6.1. Conflicts between 
mineral and agricultural development could arise. Mineral exploration can 
cause problems in agricultural areas, but oil and gas operations are 
generally compatible with minor mitigation. The area was used during WW-II 
as a training area. Unexploded bombs, etc., are distributed throughout the 
area. There are no plans to make the area safe. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Reject L-6.1 

Reasons : 

The area is unsafe and should remain undisturbed until the problem of 

unexploded ordnance is solved. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I. 
2. 

Accept L-6. i • 
Modified to retain T. 8 N., R. 15 W., and T. 7 N., R. 15 W. to protect 

sand dune plant community. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

l~s:r~c:io~ls on reverse)  

LGN-MFP-2 02/24/83 KM 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.~IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
L - 6 . 1  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

L-6.1 

Decision: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

This recommendation is no 
longer needed. All the lands 
considered in L-6. I are now 
included in recommendation 
L-4.1 • 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

IltlSIrllcIIons o r i  reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP I 
ACTIVITY OB.J ECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Lands 

(~b,!?tive Number 

Objective: 

Solve the increasing unauthorized use problems in Lower Gila North Planning 
Area. 

Rational e: 

An increase in unauthorized use is being experienced. I f  le f t  unchecked, 
existing unauthorized uses wi l l  expand and new unauthorized uses wi l l  
continue to develop. 

For.-.. lo00-20 :April 19-. ~ 
~lnstruc;:ons o r  I ret'erse : 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (ItlFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-7.1 

Investigate all lands that have existing unauthroized uses and take action 
in the following manner. 

1. I f  the public lands are immediately necessary for multiple-use 
management, in i t ia te  action that wi l l  promptly remove the unauthorized use. 

2. I f  the public lands are not immediately needed but wi l l  be needed 
at some time in the future, the unauthorized user may be given a lease or 
other authorization for a specified period of time. 

3. I f  the public lands are not or wi l l  not be important for 
multiple-use management, a long-term lease or sale should occur. 

Rationale: 

On November 26, 1980 the Assistant Secretary for Land and Water Resources 
issued a policy statement regarding the control of unauthorized use on 
public lands. This recommendation is in concurrence with that policy 
statement. The policy statement was issued under the authority of the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of October 21, 1976. 

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 3. Wilderness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mineral s 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Activity 
L a n d s  L - 7 . 1  

Objective Number 

Multlple-Use Analysis 

This recommendation simply states procedures to be used in the future when 
dealing with trespass cases. This is beneficial to all resources. This 
recommendation is consistent with the November 1980 Washington Office policy 
statement and FLPMA of October 21, 1976. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-7.1. 

Alternatives Considered: 

None 

(]nstr,,ctions On reverse) Form 1600-20 (Apri l  1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (.~IF P) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L-7.1 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  Step 1 Step 3 

L-7.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

t~Icfr'tc:l,)P. ~ OF ve"~rS.~'i Form 1600-21 (Apr~l 1975") 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendat i on: 

L-7.2 

Take prompt action on new violations in order to protect the public 
interests. In cases of wi l l fu l  violations of law or regulations, the 
violation wi l l  be immediately stopped and damages and appropriate penalties 
wi l l  be sought. 

Rationale: 

This recommendation is in accordance with the policy statement from the 
Assistant Secretary of Land and Water Resources. This policy was issued on 
November 26, 1980 under authority of the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of October 21, 1976. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 
I F  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

L a n d s  L - 7 . 2  
Objective Number 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This recommendation simply states procedures to be used in the future when 
dealing with trespass cases. This is beneficial to all resources. This 
recommendation is consistent with the November 1980 Washington Office policy 
statement and FLPMA of October 21, 1976. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-7.2. 

Alternatives Consldered: 

None 

,- f 

(Instructions on reverse)  Form 1600-20 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION - A N  ALY SIS-DE:C 1$1 ON 

Name (NFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L-7.2 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-7.2 

Decision: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commendation. 

Reasons: 

This recommendation is policy 
and not needed. 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

~J~Lclr? tc lzon .  e. On re~eyse) 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEP.~d~TMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMEHT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 
ACT1VtTY OBJECTIVES 

Name (:HF P) 
LGN 

Activity 
Lands 

! Ob je~tj~e Yumbee 
I 

Objective: 

Analyze, through the withdrawal review process, all lands within the 
planning area where withdrawals could be l i f ted resulting in the withdrawn 
areas returned to multiple-use management. On those areas where a with- 
drawal is not necessary, management should occur through cooperative 
agreements. 

Rationale: 

Withdrawals and withdrawal applications in Lower Gila North have segregated 
approximately 120,000 acres. Much of this land is not being used for the 
intended purpose and would be valuable under multiple-use management. 

j . 

-- F:-.--.. ;600--=0 A~::I 1.}-.: 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENOATION-ANALYSIS-O~CISION 

.~ame (,~IF P ) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Re~erence 

$te? I Ste? 3 

Recommendation: 

L-8.1 

Review the withdrawal application that involves the Central Arizona Project 
with the Water and Power Resources Service. The withdrawal application 
should be reduced in size to include only those areas absolutely necessary 
for the project or the withdrawal applications should be l i f ted and the R/W 
issued for the project. 

t "  

Rationale: 

The lands involved with the withdrawal applications are excessive to the 
needs of the project. Since this C.A.P. is recommended as a u t i l i t y  
corridor, as much of the land as possible should be returned to the B.L.M. 
for multiple-use management. 

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 3. Wilderness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mineral s 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTYLENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MF P) 
LGN-M2P-2 

Activity 
Lands  L - 8 . 1  

Objective Number 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

There are several withdrawals and withdrawal appl.lca=ions in the planning area 
that will be assessed through the withdrawal review process. This recommenda- 
tion is consistent with Bureau policy in dealing with withdrawn lands. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-8.1. 

Al~erna~ives Considered: 

N o n e  

( i ns t ruc t i ons  on rcT.,erse) Form 1600--20 (Apri l  197" 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L-8.1 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-8.1 

Dec£ s ion: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commendat ion. 

Reasons: 

The necessary action has 
already been completed on this 
recommendation. 

f 

LGN-I ' IFP-3 :01/24/83  

No~e: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 
r , ,  

~L'::Irr lCIZOR.'q On reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R~COMM~NDATION-ANA~YSIS-O~C]SION 

l ~ame (,~IFP) LGN 
I 
i Ac-i, ity Lands 

Ovm'Lay Reference 

, Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-8,2 

Review the Alamo Lake withdrawal and withdrawal application with the Corps 
of Engineers. The withdrawal and withdrawal application should be reduced 
in size to accommodate the project and make the rest of the area subject to 
the B.L.M.'s multiple-use management, 

; "  f -  

Rationale: 

Much of the withdrawn area around the Alamo Dam project is not being used 
for the intended purpose and the withdrawal and withdrawal application 
should be reduced in size. There are recreation and other resource values 
that could be uti l ized more fu l ly  i f  the management of the area was 
returned to the B.L.M. 

Support Needs: 

I .  Cultural 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 

3. Wilderness 5. Minerals 
4. VRM 

. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY O BJ ECT 1V'-=.S 

Name (MFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Ac~vity 
Lands L-8.2 

Objective Numbe~ 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

There are several withdrawals and withdrawal applications in the planning area 
that will be assessed through the withdrawal review process. This recommenda- 
tion is consistent with Bureau policy in dealing with withdrawn lands. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-8.2. 

Alternatives Considered: 

None 

:" f- 

o'~ 

(Inatructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April 197. ~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISI  ON 

Name C,1FP)  

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L-8.2 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-8.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

No':,e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

' [,~.,"r:.,c:u~n s on reuerse ) For.-.. 1600-21 ~April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OFT HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N O A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Nam~ (~tF P) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 
Step I Ste~ 3 

Recommendation: 

L-8.3 

Review the Hassayampa withdrawals with the Water and Power Resources 
service. Portions of these withdrawals have been in effect since 1931 and 
no project has been started. I t  should be determined i f  the intended 
projects are planned, and i f  not, the withdrawals should be l i f ted and the 
area returned to the B.L.M. for multiple-use management. 

.." , . .  

Rationale: 

The area covered by these withdrawals is rich with mineral values. 
Trespass problems in the area exist because miners are trying to mine in 
the Hassayampa River area and the B.L.M. is having to halt the operations. 
The local miners are frustrated because they. cannot f i l e  a claim and the 
W.A.P.R.S. is not constructing any project. 

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 3. Wilderness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mineral s 



UNITED STATES ~ame (MFP) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR LGN-MFP-2 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT %ctivit¥ 

Lands L-8.3 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Numb er  

ACTIVITY Ol=lj ECTIVES 

Multlple-Use Analysis 

There are several withdrawals and withdrawal applications in the planning area 
that will be assessed through the withdrawal review process. This recommenda- 
tion is consistent with Bureau policy in dealing with withdrawn lands. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-8.3. 

Alternatives Considered: 

None 

. 

([ns:ruclio~s on reveTse) Form 1600--20 (April 19~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ECOMME N D A T  I ON - AN A L Y S I $ - D  EC I$1 ON 

Name (.~FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
L - 8 . 3  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-8.3 

Decision: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

The necessary action has 
already been completed on this 
recommendation. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 

~l.JL~:fri~clzorls 077 reveTse}  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ~TERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LgN 
Activi ty  

Land~ 
Objective Number 

L-1 

Objective 

Provide public lands for future growth and expansion in the Bouse and 
Wickenburg areas. These lands should be made available with certain 
pr ior i t ies followed. These pr ior i t ies wi l l  be: (1) State selections; (2) 
public purposes; and (3) public sales. 

Rational e 

I. Arizona Public Service is planning construction of a coal-fired 
e lect r ic i ty  generating plant in the Bouse area. I f  construction of the 
plant does occur, as many as 4,000 employees would come to the area and 
would remain for the duration of the project, and land would be required 
for housing for plant employees both during and after construction of the 
plant. Existing private lands in the Bouse area are not sufficient to 
accommodate the inf lux of plant employees, therefore, public land would be 
requi red. 

2. Wickenburg, the largest town in Lower Gila North with a 1978 popula- 
tion of 3,295, is expected to increase to nearly 8,000 persons by the year 
2000. The town is mostly land-locked by state and public lands, thus 
expansion wi l l  depend on the avai labi l i ty  of State and public lands for 
conversion into private ownership. Wickenburg is becoming a rapidly 
growing community of retired persons, most of whom have come to Arizona 
from the cold northeastern states. 

r ] r ! ,$1rUCtZOn5  0 ~  re '~ ' e~ '$e  ; 
F~r.'r.. Io00-2'9 A~ril 197. ~, 

-.-, . _ .  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (%IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 

Overlay Reference 

Step | L-I Step S 

Recommendation: 

L-I.I 

I. Dispose of the public lands listed below, if the coal fired plant 
becomes a reality and the need for additional land arises. 

Township Range section Acres 

7N 17W 9 80.00 
7N 17W 15 40.00 
7N 17W 23 320.00 
7N 17W 26 75.00 

2. Dispose of the public lands listed below as more lands are needed to 
ensure adequate home sites and public purpose areas in the Wickenburg area. 

Township Range Section Acres 

7N 4W 5 601.08 
7N 4W 7 120.00 
7N 4W 8 640.00 
7N 4W 20 280.00 
7N 4W 28 160.00 
7N 4W 33 400.00 
7N 4W 34 100.00 
8N 5W i0, 15 1,280.00 

Rationale: 

i. These lands are located adjacent to Highway 72 and would be siutable 
for the anticipated housing needs and other community needs. These parcels 
of public land are not being intensively managed and the change of 
ownership would not adversely effect other land uses in the area. 

2. These lands are located adjacent to "the Wickenburg Highway" (State 
Highway 93) and would provide for the orderly growth and expansion of the 
community. The lands are parcels of public land that have not been 
intensively managed and the change in ownership would not adversely effect 

other land uses in the area. 

Support Needs: 

I. Cultural 3. Wilderness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Minerals 

No~e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

'hL,:nzc :lt,,:~ <,~j F~l.erRrJ Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAktEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (,~4FP) 

LGN 
Activity 

L-I.I 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

If APS constructs a coal-fired generating station at Bouse then the 
population of that community would increase from the current figures of I00 
to over 4,000. Public lands would be necessary to accommodate this increase. 

Wickenburg currently has a population of approximately 3,300 people. County 
population projections indicate that the population will increase to 80,000 
by the year 2000. Public lands will be required to accommodate this growth. 

Conflicts with cultural resources (CR-3.1 and CR-3.2) have been identified 
indicating that if lands containing cultural resource values are transferred 
to private ownership the protection of these values is not possible. This 
conflict is not considered serious because each disposal action will undergo 
an environmental analysis (including a site specific cultural resource 
clearance). Cultural resource values could be protected if necessary. 

Conflicts with wildlife (WL-4.3, WL-4.4, WL-4.9, and WL-6.4) have been 
identified as the loss of riparian habitat that would occur with thedisposal 

of some lands around the Hassayampa. 

Multiple-Recommendation: 

I. Dispose of the public lands listed below, if the coal-fired plant 
becomes a reality and the need for additional land arises. 

Township Range Section Acres 

7N 17W 9 80.00 
7N 17W 15 40.00 
7N 17W 23 320.00 
7N 17W 26 75.00 

2. D~spose of the public lands listed below as more lands are needed 
to ensure adequate home sites and public purpose areas in the Wickenburg 

area. 

Township Range Section Acres 

7N 4W 5 601.08 
7N 4W 7 120.00 
7N 4W 8 640.00 
7N 4W 28 160.00 
7N 4W 34 I00.00 
8N 5W i0, 15 1,280.00 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

( l l t . ~ l r t l (  l t o ~ .  ¢ or1 r ( ' F ' e t . ~ p  ) 

LGN-MFP-2 07/22/81 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis (Cont'd) 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

L-I.1 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Reasons: 

Modified L-1.1 because of flood plain hazards and by retaining the flood 
plain the riparian habitat is preserved. Lands to be retained are T. 7 N., 
R. 4 W., Sec. 20, 33. (680 acres). 

Support Needs: 

Cultural, Cadastral, Appraisal. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Accept L-1.1 
2. Reject L-1.1 

LGN-MFP-2 07122181 

Note: Attach additional sheets, ff .needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L . I . I  

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

L-I.I 

Decision: 

A c c e p t  Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commenda t ion. 

R e a s o n s :  

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/28/82 

N o t e :  Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

:It: ¢ . ' , :¢c:: ,~n.¢  o n  r e i . . e r s e  J 
Form 1600-21 (Apr-I 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

Name (NJFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Objective Humber 

L-2 

,. f "  

Objective 

Allow for the orderly development of u t i l i t y  systems in the planning area. 
This includes continuing to allow the development of distr ibution systems 
to small communities and individuals as well as establishing 12 multiple- 
use u t i l i t y  corridors within the Lower Gila North Planning Area. The 12 
multiple-use u t i l i t y  corridors are described as follows: 

Name Width Uses 

1. Bouse-Sal ome 1 Mil e All 
2. C.A.P. (Granite Reef Aqueduct) 1 Mile All 
3. Bouse-Harcuvar 1 Mile All 
4. L i t t le  Harquahala 1 Mile All 
5. Wendon-Wickenburg 1 Mile All 
6. Parker-Liberty 2 Miles All 
7. Mead-Phoenix 2 Miles All 
8. Wickenburg-Yarnell 1 Mile All 
9. Palo Verde-Devers 2 Miles All 

10. Pal o Verde-Westwi ng 2 Mi I es All 
11. EPNG 2 Miles All 

Rationale 

Due to population increases (see PAA, Social Well Being Section, Table 3), 
the demands for u t i l i t y  system R/Ws have increased. More private indi- 
viduals and small communities are requiring u t i l i t y  service in the form of 
small distr ibution systems. There is also an increased demand for greater 
power generation, and in order to convey the power, the use of high voltage 
and ultrahigh voltage transmission lines is becoming more common. These 
large transmission lines have many significant impacts, and a need to allow 
for their orderly development exists. Other transmission systems such as 
transportation and oi l  and gas pipelines also need to be considered and 
placed into the corridors. By establishing large corridors, impacts can be 
confined to these corridors rather than allowing their random construction. 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 

. - - - _ .  . - . . . . . . . . . . .  

~ P l S t T I I C t i O ~ I 5  Of!  T e l  PY"~(" ; 
Form ltY0('~-:.20 tApr~l lt).'r'~) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (~,IF P ) 

LGN 
Activit7 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Step I L -~ tep  3 

," f . -  

Recommendation: 

L-2.1 

Establish 11 mult iple-use u t i l i t y  corr idors along exist ing R/Ws in Lower 
Gila North. These corridors are shown on MFP Step 1 Overlay L-2. These 
corr idors are described below. In these corridors a l l  u t i l i t y  uses 
( including t ransportat ion,  pipel ines, and e lec t r i ca l  transmission l ines 
w i l l  be allowed when the uses are compatible. 

I .  Bouse-Salome: This corr idor fol lows an exist ing 69 kV l ine con- 
structed by Arizona Public Service. Also wi th in th is  corr idor  there is the 
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad and State Highways 60 and 72. I t  
is recommended that the designated corr idor  be one mile in width. 

2. C.A.P. (Granite Reef Aqueduct): This corr idor  fol lows the Exist ing 
C.A.P. canal that was constructed by the Water and Power Resources Service. 
I t  is recommended that al l  types of u t i l i t y  use be allowed and the 
designated corr idor  be one mile in width. 

3. Bouse-Harcuvar: This corr idor fol lows a R/W granted to the W.A.P.R.S. 
for  the purpose of establ ishing a 115 kV power l ine .  I t  is recommended 
that the designated corr idor ~e one mile in width. 

4. L i t t l e  Harquahala: This corr idor fol lows a R/W granted to the 
W.A.P.R.S. for  the construction of a 115 kV power l ine .  Al l  u t i l i t y  uses 
should be allowed and the designated corr idor  be one mile in width. 

5. Wendon-Wickenburg: This corr idor fol lows an exist ing 69 kV l ine 
constructed by A.P.S. This corr idor  also includes the Atchison, Topeka, 
and Santa Fe Railroad and State Highway 60. The designated corr idor  should 
be one mile in width. 

6. Parker-Liberty: This corr idor fol lows two Department of Energy power 
l ines.  These l ines are a 161 kV l ine and a 230 kV l ine .  The designated 
corr idor should be 2 miles in width. 

7. Mead-Phoenix: This corr idor  fol lows the exist ing D.O.E. 345 kV l ine .  
The designated corr idor should be 2 miles in width. 

8. Wickenburg-Yarnell: This corr idor fol lows an exist ing 69 kV l ine 
constructed by A.P.S. and an exist ing county road. The designated corr idor  
width should be one mile. 

LGN-MFP-06/22/81 

No~.-: Attach additional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N O A T I O N - A N A L Y S i S - O E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Lands 

Overlay Reference 
Step 1 L -LS tep  3 

f 

Reco~nendati on: 

L-2.1 (Continued) 

9. Palo Verde-Devers: This corridor follows a 500 kV transmission line 
constructed by Southern California Edison. The designated corridor width 
should be 2 miles. 

10. Palo Verde-Westwing: This corridor follows a 500 kV transmission line 
that was constructed by Salt River Project. The designated corridor width 
should be 2 miles. 

11. EPNG: This corridor follows the existing El Paso Natural Gas Company 
R/W. The designated corridor width should be 2 miles. 

Rationale: 

Since these corridors follow existing u t i l i t y  systems, most of the impacts 
have occurred already. Most impacts involved with u t i l i t y  system construc- 
tion occur when construction and service roads are established. By ut i -  
l iz ing the corridor concept, the existing service roads can be used thus 
eliminating much of the new surface disturbance normally required by con- 
struction. Also by using the corridor concept, visual intrusions can be 
greatly reduced. Since visual impacts are already existing, additional 
impacts would be much less than i f  a new area was disturbed. 

The corridors need to be large enough to provide for proper spacing between 
fac i l i t i es  which allows for greater r e l i ab i l i t y  of the systems. Space is 
also required to allow some f l e x i b i l i t y  while designing the lines in order 
to avoid some natural features such as h i l l s  and deep washes. 

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 3. Wilderness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mineral s 

LGN-MFP-06/22/81 

4ate.- At:ach additional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name fMFP)  

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

Lands L-2. I 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L-2. i-I 

Bouse to Salome Corridor - There were no major conflicts to this l-mile wide 
corridor. If the Bouse generating plant becomes a reality, this corridor could 
be an important path in getting large transmission lines to substations within 
the State. All new rights-of-way should be placed as closely to existing 
facilities as safety and terrain will permit. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation : 

Accept L-2.1-1. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject L-2.1-1. 

Multiple-use Analysis 

L-2. I-2 

Central Arizona Project Corridor - This 1-mile corridor had very few conflicts. 
The major conflict identified was concerning wildllfe recommendation WL-3.3 
involving the significant bird habitat in the cliffs in the Big Horn Mountains. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Establish the CAP corridor with a 1-mile wide corridor. 
will be issued south of the existing aqueduct. 

All new rights-of-way 

Notf: Attach sdditional sheets,  if needed 

( instn~ctions o~ reuerse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND,MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

Lands L-2.1 
Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

L-2.1-2 Continued: 

Reasons: 

This corridor may be used extensively in the future. By modifying L-2.1-2 to 
avoid the cliff habitat, there are no conflicts with this corridor. 

Support Needs: 

Cultural and T&E Species. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I. Allowing corridor as recommended. 
2. Allowing existing aqueduct and no further development. 

f" 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L-2. I-3 

Bouse to Harcuvar Corridor - One conflict was identified in connection with this 
corridor which deals with the sand dune plant community identified in W-3.3. It 
is not a significant impact since the T&E clearance required on the environ- 
mental analysis will identify T&E plants and mitigation will be possible. This 
corridor could be important for future utility systems especially as a corridor 
for large transmission lines originating at the Bouse generating station. All 
rights-of-way will be kept in as compact an area as safety and terrain will 

allow. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.1-3 

Alternatives Considered: 

R e j e c t  L-2. i-3. 

Note:  Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if  needed 

(]ns/naction$ o n  reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (NFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Activity 
L a n d s  L - 2 . 1  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multlple-Use Analysis 

L-2.1-4 

Little Harquahala Corridor - This corridor could serve as an important link for 
utility systems running north and south in the planning unit. There have been 

no conflicts with this recommendation. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.1-4. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject L-2.1-4. 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L-2. i-5 

Wendon to Wickenburg Corridor - There were no conflicts with this corridor 
identified. This corridor will be in demand to supply the communities along 
Highway 60 with additional services in the future. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.1-5. 

Alternatives Considered: 

i. Reject L-2.1-5. 
2. Restricting development to the north side of Highway 60. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if ;;,~-~ded 

(|a$lnzctions o n  reuerse) 
Form 1600--21 (April 1975: 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Activity  
Lands  L - 2 . 1  

Overlay Reference  

Step I Step 3 

Multlple-Use .Analysis 

L-2. I-6 

Parker to Liberty Corridor - The major conflict identified with this corridor is 
the plant community on the sand dune habitat (W-3.3). 

This corridor recommendation has been based on the existing structures and the 
potential for future utility needs, which indicate this corridor could be 
important in bringing major transmission systems into the Phoenix area. 

f 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Establish the Parker to Liberty corridor with strict control on placement of the 
future rights-of-way. Future rights-of way will be constructed as closely as 
possible to existing structures to lessen impacts to the sand dune habitat. 

Reasons: 

L-2.1-6 was modified to make the corridor more compatible with other resource 
values, and with these modifications conflicts can be resolved or minimized. 
The conflict with the sand dune plant community is not significant because 
onsight clearances will identify T&E plants and recommend mitigation. 

Support Needs: 

T&E Species and Cultural. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I. Allow the corridor as recommended in L-2.1-6. 

Nofe: Attach additional s h e e t s ,  if  needed 

(]n$/rl, c l i o n $  on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN-MFP-2 

Activity 
L a n d s  L - 2 . 1  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L - 2 . 1 - 7  

Mead to Phoenix Corridor - There were not conflicts with this corridor 
identified. This corridor could be important in the future when utility system 
networks are developed and transmission systems linking Arizona with northern 
and western sources are developed. Future rights-of-way will be kept as close 
to the existing structures as possible. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.1-7. 

Alternatives Considered: 

!. Reducing the size of the recommended corridor. 

Multlple-Use Analysis 

L-2. I-8 

Wickenburg to Yarnell Corridor - There were no major conflicts Identlfiedwlth 
this corridor. This corridor will be needed as utility requirements in the 
Yarnell area increase. Additional rights-of-way will be placed as close to 
existing structures as safety and terrain permit. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.1-8. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I. Reduce the size of the recommended corridor. 

Note: Attach additional sheets ,  H needed 

( I . $ ; n ~ c t i o n s  on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 

± 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name(MFP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Act iv i ty  

Lands L-2 .1  
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L-2. I-9 

Palo Verde to Devers Corridor - The major conflicts with this recommendation are 
with the southern portion of ,the Bighorn Mountain WSA (WD-8.1) and with 
wilderness recommendation ND-10.4 which calls for a buffer zone around the 
Saddle Mountain NSA. 

This corridor is perhaps the single most important corridor in the planning area 
and will be the primary route for power produced at PVNGS to reach various 
California substations. This corridor may also be important in bringing power 
from outside sources into the Phoenix area. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Establish Palo Verde to Devers with a 2-mile wide right-of-way with the 
exception of the area between Burnt Mountain and the Big Horn Mountain WSA where 
it will be reduced in size and restricted to the valley between these two 
mountains. Future rights-of-way should be built to the south of the existing 
SCE transmission line until all available space is used. At this time, 
rights-of-way to the north of the existing SCE line would be allowed. 

Reasons: 

By modifying L-2.1-9 around the Big Horn WSA the major conflict can be 
minimized. Further modification around Saddle Mountain WSA of the corridor is 
not necessary because the corridor does not encroach into the WSA and a buffer 
zone (WD-10.4) will not be designated in the area. 

Suppor t  Needs:  

T&E S p e c i e s ,  C u l t u r a l ,  W i l d e r n e s s  

A l t e r n a t i v e s  C o n s i d e r e d :  

1. A c c e p t i n g  L - 2 . 1 - 9 .  

2. F u r t h e r  m o d i f i c a t i o n  of L - 2 . 1 - 9 .  

Hole: Attsch  sSdlt~onal sheets, if needed 

( [ . s :n l c t i ons  o~ reuerse) ]Form 1500--21 (April  1975 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LC.N-MVP-~ 

Activity 
T.=nrlcz T.--9. 1 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L-2. I-I0 

Palo Verde to Westwing Corridor - There were no conflicts identified with this 
corridor. This corridor will be important in the future to get the energy 
generated at PVNGS into metropolitan Phoenix. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.1-10. 

Alternatives Considered: 

i. Reject L-2.1-10. 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

L - 2 .  I - i i  

E1 Paso Natural Gas Company Corridor - This corridor conflicts with wildlife 
recommandatlons (WL-4.3, WL-4.8, WL-5.1) at the Bill Willlams River. This 
corridor will be important in the future for utility system development in a 
north-south direction across the planning area, 

Multlple-Use Recommendation: 

Establish a 2-mile wide E1 Paso Natural Gas Company corridor reducing the size 
of the corridor to i mile in width at the Bill Williams River crossing. 

R e a s o n s :  

By reduc ing the c o r r i d o r  w id th  at  the B i l l  Wi l l iams R iver  impacts to  w i l d l i f e  
and w i l de rness  va lues w i l l  be lessened and kept  i n  a smal le r  area. 

Future  r i g h t s - o f - w a y  w i l l  be a l i gned  as c lose  to e x i s t i n g  f a c i l i t i e s  as s a f e t y  
and terrain allow. 

Note: Attach -_d,q;tinnal sheets, if needed 

( l n s t . , c t i o . s  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OFT HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION" 

Name (MFP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

Lands L-2. I 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-2 .1 -11  (Con t inued)  

Support  N e e d s :  

T&E Species, Cultural, Wilderness. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I. Allow corridor as recommended. 
2. Allow no further development. 

Note: Attach additloi-.;l sheets,  ii" needed 

( lns tn~ct ions  on reuerse)  
Form 1600-21 (April 197:, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (:~IFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L - 2 . 1  

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

L-2.1 - L-2.1-11. 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendations For: 

L-2.1 
L-2.1-1 
L-2.1-2 
L-2.1-3 
L-2.1-4 
L-2.1-5 
L-2.1-6 
L-2.1-7 
L-2.1-8 
L-2.1-9 
L-2.1-10 
L-2.1-11 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

• .F 

LGN-M-FP-3 : 12/28/82 

N o t e :  Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

, h t s : n t c l i o n . *  on  r e l , e r s e )  
Form 1600-21 (Apr:l 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference  

Step 1 L-2 step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-2.2 

Establish a multiple-use u t i l i t y  corridor from the proposed Bouse coal-fire 
generator to the Parker-Liberty corridor. This corridor should allow all 
u t i l i t y  uses and should be two miles in width. 

Rationale: 

I f  the coal-fire generator is established, a need for several ultrahigh 
voltage transmission lines would exist. This corridor would t ie into 
another corridor and provide a feasible route to metropolitan Phoenix. By 
linking these two corridors together there would not be a need to establish 
a corridor that went from Bouse to Phoenix and would reduce further surface 
disturbance. 

, o  

Support Needs : 

I .  Cultural 3. Wi I derness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mineral s 



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR LGN-MFP-2 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT A~ivity 

L a n d s  L - 2 . 2  
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference  

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Bouse to Parker Corridor - The only conflict identified was W-3.3 which deals 
with the sand dune plant community. This corridor will be crucial if APS builds 
the Bouse Generating Station. Site specific mitigation for protection of T&E 
plant species will be developed during the environmental assessment process. 
Therefore, degradation of the sand dune community will be minimal. 

Multlple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.2. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I. Not allowing the corridor. 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if  needed  

( b z s l n s c t i o n s  on  r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
L - 2 . 2  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

L-2.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

Nofe: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 
e ,  

l~: .~' tr . ' , 'CJ:OT?~ 01'7 r e t  e r s e t  

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (Apr:l 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Step I L-2 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-2:3 

Continue to allow small u t i l i t y  distribution systems to be developed on an 
"as needed" basis throughout the planning area, These small distribution 
systems wi l l  include all uses such as electrical lines, gas and water 
pipelines, and roads. These distribution systems wi l l  be authorized when 
consistent with environmental and land use considerations. 

• F 

Rationale: 

There is increasing development of isolated private tracts of land through- 
out the planning area. These isolated parcels are both adjacent to 
communities and in remote areas within the planning unit. As development 
continues, i t  wi l l  be necessary for u t i l i t y  companies to acquire rights-of- 
way in order to provide the necessary fac i l i t ies .  

Support Needs: 

1. Cultural 3. Wi I dernes s 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Minerals 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATiON-ANALYSIS-DECISION. 

N a m e  (MPP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 
Lands L-2.3 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This recommendation is extremely important for continued growth and development 
in the planning area. Many conflicts have been identified by wildlife, 
botanical, and wilderness concerns. Impacts of the small distribution systems 
are very minimal and through the environmental analysis resource values will be 
identified and protected through mitigating measures. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 
Accept L-2.3. 

: f" 

Alternatives Considered: 

i. Modify the recommendation. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, tf needed 

( l n s t n ~ c z i o n $  on  r e u e r s e  ) F o r m  1 6 0 0 - 2 1  (Apr i l  1 9 7 .  ~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (%IFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
L - 2 . 3  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

L-2.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

LGN-MYP-3 : 12/28/82 

Nofe: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

t~t~slr:¢c':"~rz~ O~ r e T s c r s e !  
Form, 1600--21 f, April 1975") 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP I 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

~ame (MFP) 

I AN 
Activity 

Lands 
Objective Number 

L-3 

Objective 

Provide for the growing demand for communication sites in the Lower Gila 
North Planning Area. 

Rat i onal e 

There is an increasing public demand for communication sites that wi l l  
provide two-way communication systems for private concerns as well as 
local, State, and Federal agencies. Because of projected population 
increases in the Wickenburg area, two-way communication systems and T.V. 
repeater sites wi l l  be needed to serve the area. 

o- 

~lr.st ,uct:ons oF rez'erse) Form 160¢,-",3 ~Apri! 1,~75, 



UNTTED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMER7 FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEN~ AT ION--ANALY$IS--~E~SlON 

Name (+tlFP) 

LGN 
Ac:t~vsty 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

s~ep I L-3 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-3.1 . .  

Establish a repeater and microwave sight on Harquahala Mountain, located at 
T.6N R.10W, Sec. 31 and 32; and T.6N R.IIW, Sec. 36. 

Rationale: 

Both the Bureau of Land Management and the Water and Power Resources 
Service have pending R/W applications to construct a repeater at this 
location. This site is necessary to improve their communication networks 
which would allow for more efficiency and employee safety. 

f -  

Private concerns have also expressed a desire .to establish repeater sites 
at this location. This site is necessary to service the community of 
Wickenburg. Other sites have been investigated and other mountain tops 
would not provide all the services that could be obtained on Harquahala 
Peak. 

Due to some extensive mining act ivi t ies on the peak as well as the future 
establishment of the FAA radar site, there wi l l  be a high degree of 
disturbance in the area. Due to these act iv i t ies,  a good access road wi l l  
be bui l t  and mining roads on the top of the mountain would combine to 
provide excellent access for the communication site. Excellent access 
along with the fact that the area wi l l  be highly disturbed make Harquahala 
Peak a logical choice for a new communication site. 

Support Needs: 

I. Cultural 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 

3. Wilderness 5. Minerals 
4. VRM 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMME NDAT ION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

II 

Name (MFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Activity 
Lands L-3. I 

Overla). Re(erence 

Step  ! Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This area has been identified as being one of the most important locations for a 
communication site in the planning area. I t  is necessary to complete communica- 
tion networks and eliminate dead spots in several communication systems. Com- 
munications from northern Arizona to Phoenix are extremely weak and unreliable 
and would be greatly enhanced with a communication site on Harquahala Mountain. 
This mountain has also been identified as important habitat for both plant and 
animal species as well as being proposed as a wilderness area. Other uses on 
the mountain include an active mining operation and the site of a future 
instal lation to be bui l t  by the FAJk. 

Mul t i  pl e-Use Recommendati on: 
° 

r Establish a repeater and microwave site on Harquahala Mountain, located at: 
T. 6 N., R. 10 W., Sec. 31 and 32; or T. 6 N., R.-11W., Sec. 36, but restr ict  
the total development to one or two multi-user buildings. 

Reasons: 
! 

By modifying the L-3.1 recommendation to allow only two buildings at the most, 
impacts can be confined to a very small area and habitat wi l l  not be impacted to 
a significant degree. Visual intrusions to the WSA wi l l  also be minimal. This 
is in accordance with recommendations made at the MFP workshop. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Allow no communications f ac i l i t y  to be constructed. 

LGN-MFP-2 06/23/81 

,re: A t t a c h  Dddi~io.~a', s h e e : s ,  if ~ e e d e d  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N -  ANA LY SI,$-DECI$1 ON 

I l i r a  

N,,me (MFP) 
LGN 

^:uvity Lands 

~ e , l , y  Re(,ce_~, 
Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-3.2 

Continue to allow development of Pete Smith Peak for co~unication site 
purposes. This expansion would ut i l ize T.9N R.IOW, Sec. 6 and T.9N R.IIW, 
Sec. I ,  but restr ict  the total development to one or two multi-user 
buildings. 

Rational e: 

Pete Smith Peak is an existing communication site with a well established 
road to the site. This site is now in demand and as communities such as 
Wickenburg, Salome, and Wendon develop, the demand is expected to greatly 
increase. This site is also important for communication systems connecting 
parts of northern Arizona with Phoenix. 

Support Needs: - 

I .  Cultural 3. Wilderness 
2. T&E Plants & Animals 4. VRM 

5. Mineral s 

LGN-MFP-I 06123181 FD 

e: A t 'ach  ad~i t iona!  sheets,, i f  needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

i 

N=me (MFP) 

LGN-MFP-2 
Activity 

~ ¢  ~.-~.~> 
C)werlay Re[erence 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Tne site on Pete Smith Peak has been established and used for several years. A 
demand for additioual sites exists and it will be critical to allow continued 
expansion of the area. There are no conflicts with allowing future development 

of this site. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-3.2. 

A!zernatives Considered: 

I. Allow development only on north side of existit~ road. 
2. Keject L-3.2. 

. £  _ - .  . . . . . . . . . . .  

Noee: Attach ad4~_t~Qnal sb~;~s, ~r needed 

(~el$1rl#ClzOn$ O~ t e p e ? ~ @ )  
Form 1600-.21 (Apri l  1 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ~TERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

N a m e  (,~IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Objective Number 

L-4 

Objective: 

Develop land tenure adjustment program to result in the consolidation of 
land ownership patterns in the planning area. These lands should be made 
available with certain priorit ies. These priorit ies will be: (1) State 
selections; (2) public purposes; (3) exchanges to improve management by all 
land owners and support local community growth and development; (4) public 
sales. 

f 

Rationale: 

There are numerous parcels of public land that are intermingled with lands 
in State and private ownership. Management of the isolated parcels of 
public land is nearly impossible due to problems such as on-the-ground 
identification and access to the parcels. 

° 

¢ Ins t ruc t : ons  on rete~se~ Form tb00-20 ~April 19.T = 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ECOMME N D A T  ION - AN A L  Y S I S -  DEC 1SI ON 

r<ec ommenaal; l on: 

L-4.1 

It is recommended that the following described 
available for disposal. 

Townsh i p Sect i on Subdi vi si on 

,o 
R.3W. 

1 North 3 SWI/4 

R. 4W. 

I North 11 
12 
13 
14 

2 North 19 
30 
29 

NENE 
SI/2NE 
SI/2NW 

7 North 5 
7 
8 

20 
28 
33 
34 

9 North 21 

10 North 

11 North 

11 
12 
16 

24 
36 

NENE 

SESE 
WIIZWII2 

13 North 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  H needed  

( [ n $ l n ~ r l i o n $  o~  r e o e ' r s e  } 

1 
12 
13 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
33 

public 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
~ l a y  Reference  

Step I L - i  Step 3 

lands be made 

Acres 

155.00 

320. 
640. 
160. 
80. 

O0 
O0 
O0 
O0 

40.00 
80.00 
80.00 

601.08 
120.00 
640.00 
280.D0 
160.00 
400.00 
i00.00 

160.00 

70.00 
70.00 
40.00 

40.00 
160.00 

627.03 
640. O0 
714.62 
640. O0 
640. O0 
640. O0 
640.00 
640. O0 
320.00 

F o ~  1600--21 (April Ig' 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 L-1 Step 3 

• f -  

Recommendation: 

L-4~1 IContinued) 

Township Section 

14 North 25 
35 

R. 5W. 

1 South 

I North 

2 North 

7 North 

8 North 

10 North 

12 North 

2 
3 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
14 
15 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
29 
31 

31 

5 
35 

23 

12 
14 

9 
16 
22 

Subdivision 

Lots 5,6,&7 

NENW; NWSW 

Acres 

80.00 
160.00 

160.00 

240.00 
559.32 
200.00 
280.00 
400,00 
480.00 
160.00 
480.00 
240.00 
400.00 
240. O0 
160.00 
160.00 
160.00 
80,00 
80.00 

195.85 

60.41 
480.00 

80.00 

80.00 
157.06 

164.20 
331.44 
628.34 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BURKAU OF LAND ,MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R~" ~OMME ND AT  ION - A NAL.Y Sl S -  DF'.ClS] ON 

"° 

.Name (,%lFP) 

LGN 
A¢=ivity 

Lands 
' Over~ay Reference 

Ste~ ! L - 1  Step 3 

Recommendation: 

L-4.1 (Continued) 

Township 

R.6W. 

I South 

1 North 

2 North 

• ~7 North 

.'I0 .North 

II North 

12 North 

13 North 

R.7W. 

7 North 

8 North 

Section 

4 
5 

1 
17 
18 
20 

24 

17 
18 

5 
26 

19 
30 

30 

8 
17 

16 
33 

1 
3 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
22 
2.3 

Subdi vision Acres 

243.69 
81.86 

240.00 
160.00 
119.37 
80.00 

160.00 

40.00 
20.00 

35.37 
36.97 

80.00 
36.82 

40.00 

38.32 
40.62 

640.00 
160.00 

506.24 
505.25 

• 640. O0 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMM~N~ATION-ANALYS|S-DECIS ION 

I 

Recommendation: 

L-4.i (Continued) 

R. 7W. (Cont.) 

Township 

8 North 
(Cont.) 

i0 North 

ii North 

Jl T ~ J 

R . S W .  - 

I0 North 

1! North 

12 North 

R.gw. 

2 North 

3 North 

12 North 

R.IOW. 

2 North 

Section 

24 
25 
26 
27 
34 
35 

18 
19 

I i  
12 
14 

13 

36 

4 
9 

21 

8 

31 

11 
14 

2 
ii 

Subdi vi si on 

Name (AIFP) 

LGN 
A ctivity 

Lands 
Overlay ReferenCe 

Step I L - ]  step 3 

Acres 

640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 
640.00 

600.35 
640.52 

340.68 
648.30 
660.96 

320.00 

325.38 

129,95 
160.00 
40.00 

640.00 

156.45 

264.42 
120.00 

639.84 
320.00 



UNITED $TATBS 
DBPARTMBNT OF THB INTF.RIOR 
BURKAU OF LAND MANAGF.MENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ='COMM~ND A T I O N -  ANAL.YS|$--DECISION 

Name (~%IF P) 

LGN 
Ac~v*ty 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Ste~ i L - I  Step 3 

% 

.L  

Recommendation: 

L-4.1 (Continued) 

Townshi~ 

R.IOW. (Cont.) 

12 North 

R . I I W ;  " 

4 North 
-." 

.L " 

6 North 

R.12W. 

3 North 

5 North 

6 North 

R. 14W. 

4 North 

R. 15W. 

4 North 

R . 1 6 W .  

6 North 

Section 

15 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
34 

30 
32 

9 

16 

6 

16 
21 

32 

14 
25 
36 

Subdi vision 

Sl/2 
A1 l 
Al l 
Sl/2 
All 
All 
SESE 

SWNE 

NIIZNEI/4 

WI/2SW 

NESW 

Acres 

320.00 
640.00 
640.00 
320.00 
640.00 
640.00 
40.00 

200.00 
240.00 

40.00 

640.00 

80.6 

160.00 
80.00 

40.00 

160.00 
320.00 
320.00 

51.68 

. . .  



U N I T E D  S T A T E S  

D E P A R T M E N T  O F  T H E  I N T E R I O R  

B U R E A U  O F  L A N D  M A N A G E M E N T  

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

:ltivit V ., 
neral s 

Obj~_t~e N~b~ 

Objective: 

To maintain a large enough land base to supply the nation's continuing need 
for oil and gas. 

Rationale: 

In 1980, the greatest single contributor to the U. S. trade def ic i t  was 
imports of foreign o i l .  In order to help alleviate this str'ain on our 
economy, the government is l i f t i ng  price controls on domestic oil in order to 
stimulate national production. As a result we can expect to see more 
interest in leasing of Federal lands for oil and gas. We can also expect to 
receive more notices of intent for oil and gas exploration. 

Recent interest for oil and gas in our d is t r ic t  hs been stimulated by the 
possibil i ty that the overthrust belt occurs within the planning unit or 
within close proximity to the planning unit. Interest in leasing has 
increased dramatically since dr i l l ing has begun near Florence by Anschutz 
Exploration in what is believed to be a part of the overthrust belt. 

U. S. dependence on oil from foreign sources has become alarming. In 1977, 
about 43% of our oil was being imported. Now, this figure is greater than 
50%. In order to maintain our position as a world power and insure national 
security, a national energy policy providing for the discovery and production 
of energy resources has been designated as a high pr ior i ty.  

I l n s t r u c ~ i o ~ s  on r e z e r s e J  F.~rm 160'3..-20 :Apri~ 1975 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND Mi~NAGEMENT 

M,a~AGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMM~NDAT]ON-ANALYSlS--DEC]SION 

Recommendation: 

Name G',IF P ) 
LGN 

ACU~ne ra I s 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

M - I . I  

Restr ic t  any actions or withdrawal in the planning area that would 
"segregate" leasable minerals unless there is strong evidence that  the area 
is not conducive to minera l iza t ion.  

Rational e: 

I t  is the pol icy  of the Bureau to encourage the order ly development of the 
mineral resources under i t s  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  where such development is 
authorized. This management must include environmental considerations. 

The long-termBureau object ive is to manage the mineral resources on Federal 
lands under a pos i t ive program consistent with and coordinated with to ta l  
natural resource object ives of the Bureau, in harmony with pr inc ip les of 
mul t ip le  use and a qua l i t y  environment. 

Support Needs: 

None 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LgN 

Activity 
M - I .  1 

Overlay Reference  

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This recommendation would provide significant benefits for watershed and 
minerals. Drilling would provide valuable information concerning water 
table depth, volume, and flow. It would provide information regarding the 
complex geological structure of the basin and range province. Some 
economic benefits would result from expenditures made by exploration 
companies. If energy minerals are discovered and developed, a large 
increase in local tax base would occur. This could improve local services 
and generate local government projects. 

This recommendation would have significant conflicts with the following 
resources. 

The wilderness specialists propose II study areas (WD-2.1 - WD -12.1). 
This would exclude 384,000 acres from mineral exploration and future 
development as wilderness designation would remove them from mineral entry. 

The botanists propose to withdraw five areas from leasable mineral 
exploration and development. This includes 8,650 acres (W-4.4, W-4.11, 
W-4.12). 

Wildlife specialists propose to withdraw 20,000 acres from mineral leasing 
for bighorn sheep lambing areas (WL-2.5); i,I00 in Grapevine Springs and 
Peoples Canyon for Gila topmlnnows (WL-4.6); lands along the Bill Williams 
River for bald eagle and black hawk use (WL-5.3); 2,000 acres in the 
Harquahala Mountains for open chaparral (WL-7.2). 

ACEC designation should provide sufficient protection in itself. Because 
oil and gas operations must be approved and the plan of operation would be 
considered in light of critical environmental concern, withdrawal from oil 
and gas operations would not be considered in the interest of multiple use. 

Although WSA designations have not created withdrawals, they do impose 
severe restrictions on oil and gas operations. It should be noted that 
these areas are surface manifestations of complicated rock structures and 
patterns that are buried beneath thousands of feet of alluvium elsewhere in 
the basin and range province. Availability of at least parts of these 
areas to lessen restricted operations may prove to be beneficial for 
exploration outside areas of WSA designation. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Leave the planning area open to mineral leasing. 

LGN-MFP-2 01/24/83 JGW 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

ih~xlruction.~ 077 reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activi ty  
M-I • i 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

Reasons :  

Same as the Multiple-Use Analysis. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject M-I.I 
Accept M-I.I 

Note: At tach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed  

~Jslrl¢clzoz?.~ On r e v e r s e ) .  

LGN-MFP-2 01/24/83 JGW 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (3.1FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
M-I.I 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

M-I.I 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Mult{ple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

' I H . q , ' r t I c ~ i t ) ~  On Y e { ; e T s e  ) Form 16'20-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Aetiv it y 

Mineral s 
O b j e c t i v e  Number  

M-2 

Objective: 

To maintain a large enough land base to supply the nation's continuing need 
fo r  locatable st rategic and other minerals. 

F 

Rationale: 

The percentage of Federal lands that are t o t a l l y  or p a r t i a l l y  excluded from 
mineral explorat ion and development under the mining law has increased from 
17% in 1968 to 67% in 1974. This trend could develop into a serious obstacle 
to: domestic production; the se l f - su f f i c iency  for  st rategic minerals so 
important in emergenciess; and a healthy economy. 

The 1872 Mining Law provides for  prospecting and development of locatable 
type minerals. 

Minerals are where you f ind them. New exploration techniques are being 
developed that can f ind mineral deposits in areas that were considered not 
mineralized or played out in the past. Large t racts  of land need to be 
explored before new mineralized areas are discovered. 

¢ l n s t r u c t z o n s  or. r e z ' e r s e ~  Fcr~.. 1600--"0 ,.Ap.'il 1975,  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAH 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Acti~tlYneral s 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I M-I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

M-2.1 

Restrict actions that would "segregate" locatable minerals setting pr ior i t ies 
as follows: 

Areas designated I F i rs t  p r i o r i t y  

Areas designated II  Second pr ior i ty  

Areas designated I I I  Thi r.d pr ior i ty  

Areas designated IV Fourth p r i o r i t y  

f~  
Rationale: 

Many of the minerals that we could be segregating against could be strategic. 
They may also be important to the orderly development and operation of the 
Nation. 

It is very d i f f i cu l t  in many instances to show that an an area is n o t  
mineralized. Good just i f icat ion should be used before locking any area up. 
The Mining and Minerals Policy Act of 1970 declares that i t  is the continuing 
policy of the Federal Government to foster and encourage private enterprise 
in the orderly and economic development of resources. 

The 1872 Mining Law allows for  mining of locatable minerals on Public Lands. 
The fo l lowing minerals are known to exist  in the Planning Area and are now 
very valuable or may become valuable and marketable in the foreseeable 
future:  uranium, bar i te ,  manganese, gypsum, copper, zeol i tes,  gold and 
s i l ve r .  Throughout the country mineral deposits are being depleted and 
explorat ion in favorable areas must be done to f ind new sources. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Note: At tach add i t i ona l  sheets ,  i f  needed ,. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION - A  N ALY SIS-DECISI ON 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (3]FP) 
LGN 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation would provide benefits to the local economy. I f  
economic mineral deposits are discovered, a large increase in the tax base 
would occur. This could improve local services and generate local 
government projects. 

This recommendation would have significant conflicts with the following 
proposals: Wilderness Recommendations WD-2, WD-4, WD-7, WD-9, WD-12. 

Although "extensive" mineral surveys are planned to insure that no valuable 
or strategic minerals are put out of reach, the government is not in the 
business to make mineral discoveries. Those most capable of making these 
discoveries are severely restricted by an interim management plan that 
disallows all but very minimal surface disturbance. Certainly these kinds 
of restrictions are not conducive to enticing a prudent investor to make 
the necessary capital commitments needed to identify valuable mineral 
resources. Wilderness designation and interim wilderness management has 
increased the important element of risk to a point that shuns the prudent 
investor. Under the interim management policy, and "extensive" mineral 
survey appears impossible. 

Wildlife recommendations WL-2.5, WL-2.7, WL-3.3, WL-4.1, WL-4.3, WL-4.4, 
WL-4.5, WL-4.6, WL-4.8, WL-5.1, WL-5.4, WL-7.1, WL-7.2, WL-8 make reference 
to segregation from locatable minerals. This affects about 93,000 acres. 
Those areas being proposed for withdrawal as ACECs should be considered in 
l ight of the protection afforded by 43 CFR 3809 which requires submittal of 
a plan of operation for all activit ies proposed in ACECs. 

The botanists propose to withdraw five areas from locatable mineral 
exploration and development. This includes 8,650 acres under 
recommendations W-4.4, W-4.11, W-4.12. Those areas being proposed for 
withdrawal as ACECs should be considered in light of the protection 
afforded by 43 CFR 3809 which requires submittal of a plan of operation for 
all activities proposed in ACECs. 

Most of the anticipated conflicts with Cultural Resources (CR-3.1, CR-3.2) 
could be mitigated by 43 CFR 3809 by checking plans and notices against the 
URA. 

Leaving the planning area open to mineral location would disturb relatively 
small acreages. Surface management regulations give the Bureau control 
over surface disturbing activit ies associated with mining. 

ACEC designations should provide sufficient protection in themselves. They 
would require submittal of a plan of operation for any surface disturbing 
operations. This would provide an opportunity to design a mining operation 
that would have l i t t l e  or no impact on the crit ical values. Withdrawal 
from mineral entry would not be considered in the interest of multiple use. 

No,~. A,,a=h ~dditio~:al ~he~t~. it .~e~de~ LGN-MFP-2 0 5 / 0 6 / 8 1  JGW I 

F.~.-.-.. 16,50-21 ~Aprfl 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activi ty  
M-2.1 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis (Cont.) 

Although WSA designations have not created any present withdrawals, they do 
impose severe restrictions on mining operations under 43 CFR 3802 and the 
interim management plan. Furthermore, these designations imply withdrawal 
from the mining laws if they are designated as wilderness areas. All WSAs 
in the planning area are within areas where mineral discoveries would most 
likely be made because they are bedrock exposures and easily accessible for 
exploration purposes. 

Multiple-Use Recommendations: 

Leave the planning area open to mineral location and development. 

Reasons: 

Same as Multiple-Use Analysis. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject M-2.1 
Accept M-2.1 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed  

LGN-MFP-2 01/24/83 JGW 

~lns:rT~rt~o.x o. reverse)  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (,qFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
H - 2 . 1  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

M-2.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, 
Recommendation. 

MultipIe-Use 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Act iv i ty  
Mi neral s 

Objec t ive  Number 
M-3 

Objective: 

To maintain a large enough land base to supply local consumers needs for 
saleable mineral materials. 

Rati onal e: 

Mineral materials are a high bulk, high weight product whose value decreases 
rapidly with distance because of transportation costs. A difference of 2 
miles can often make the difference in whether a deposit is economical or 
not. 

Some mineral materials are especially valuable because of specific 
properties. Only after testing in a material laboratory can similar looking 
deposits be evaluated for these specific properties. The deposits have not 
been identif ied but would need to be tested before their value can be 
determined. I t  is therefore necessary to have the planning area open to 
allow for the discovery and use of mineral materials. 

I l n s t r t ~ c t i c ~ s  on  r e ~ ' ~ ' s e ~  For.-.. 1600--2,'., ~April 1975. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION -ANAI,_YSIS-DEClSION 

Recommendation: 

| , , 

AmJ1~lYnera I s 

Over-Lay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

M-3.1 

Restrict any actions or withdrawal in the planning area that would 
"segregate" saleable minerals unless there is strong evidence that the area 
is not conducive to mineralization. 

Rationale: 

Mineral materials are a high bulk, high weight product whose value decreases 
rapidly with distance because of transportation costs. A difference of two 
miles can often make the difference in whether a deposit is economical or 
not. 

Some mineral materials are especially valuable because of specific 
properties. Only after testing in a material laboratory can similar looking 
deposits be evaluated for these specific properties. The deposits have not 
been identif ied but would need to be tested before their value can be 
determined. I t  is therefore necessary to have the planning area open to 
allow for the discovery and use of mineral materials. 

Support Needs: 

None 



UNITED S T A T E S  
D E P A R T M E N T  OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.tlFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

M-3.] 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

This recommendation would provide benefits to the local economy. Easily 
accessible sources of road material would lower the costs of road 
maintenance and new road construction. This may generte funds for other 
public projects. 

Conflicts with this recommendation have been identif ied by the wi ld l i fe  
biologists, the botanists, and wilderness specialists. Eleven wilderness 
study areas have been proposed (WD-2.1 - WD-12.1). This would exclude 
384,000 acres as source areas. 

The botanists propose to withdraw five areas from saleable mineral 
development. This includes 8,650 acres (W-4.4, W-4.11, W-4.12). 

The wi ld l i fe  specialists propose to withdraw 93,000 acres from saleable 
mineral development (WL-2.5, WL-2.7, WL 3.3, WL-4.1, WL-4.3, WL-4.4, 
WL-4.5, WL-4.6, WL-4.8, WL-5.1, WL-5.4,-WL-7.1, WL-7.2, WL-8). 

Leaving the planning area open to mineral material disposal would disturb 
relat ively small acreages (10-20 acres per site) and relat ively few sites. 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Allow development of sites for saleable minerals where they do not conf l ic t  
with WSAs and proposed ACEC designations. 

Reasons: 

These material sites are generally located near areas of population growth 
and existing highways. Areas recommended for ACEC and WSA do not conf l ic t  
with these. 

Support Needs: 

Wilderness, Botanist, Wildl i fe.  

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept M-3.1 
Reject M-3.1 

LGN'MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

No~e Attach additional sheets, i[ needed 

F~..'rm. 16.,0-_1 ~Apr:l 19T5~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (.%lFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
M-3.1 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

M-3.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

N o t e :  Attach additional sheets, if needed 

' I~IS.'r:ic;*.O,'?~ 0~2 r e z 2 e r S e . ~  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (Aprl! 1975) 



UNITED S T A T E S  

D E P A R T M E N T  O F  T H E  INTERIOR 
BUREAU O F  LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  - STEP 1 
ACTIV ITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
M1 nera l  s 

O~e~tive Number 

Objective: 

To maintain a large enough land base to locate economic areas of geothermal 
energy. 

Rationale: 

The U.S. is presently in the middle of an energy crisis with l i t t l e  rel ief  in 
sight. Any alternate sources of energy, such as geothermal, that would lower 
the national consumption of oi l  should be developed. Geothermal energy is a 
viable energy source using existing technology. 

In 1974, 73% of the Federal lands were tota l ly  or part ial ly excluded or 
restricted from the operation of the mineral leasing laws. This percentage 
has undoubtedly increased some since 1974. There areno areas of proven oil 
and gas reserves in the planning area, but there are conditions here that may 
be conducive to i ts accumulation. These areas should be lef t  available to 
leasing and exploration where the need arises. 

I t  is BLM and Congressional policy to seek: 

ae 
B. 
C. 

Orderly and timely mineral development. 
Fair market val ue. 
Environmental protection. 

National policy is that all types of energy resources be developed as rapidly 
as possible. 

( I n s t r u c t i O n s  on reTerse' , ,  Form 1000-2,-, '.April I~75. 



, UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION - A N A L Y  SIS-DECISION 

I I  I 

Recommendat i on: 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

"AcUv~ neral s 

'Overiay Reference 
Step I " Step 3 

M-4.1 

Restr ic t  any actions or withdrawal in the planning area that would 
• "segregate" geothermal resources unless there is strong evidence that the 
area is not conducive to geothermal act ion. 

: f - -  

Rationale: 

I t  is the pol icy  of the Bureau to encourage the order ly development of the 
mineral resources under i t s  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  where such development is 
authorized. This management must inclOde environmental considerat ions. 

The long-term Bureau object ive is to manage the mineral resources on Federal 
lands under a pos i t ive program consistent with and coordinated with to ta l  
natural resource object ives of the Bureau, in harmony with pr inc ip les  of 
mul t ip le  use and a qua l i t y  environment. 

Support Needs: 

None 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Activity 
M-4.1 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This recommendation would provide significant benefits for watershed and 
m i n e r a l s .  D r i l l i n g  would  p r o v i d e  v a l u a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n c e r n i n g  w a t e r  
t a b l e  d e p t h ,  vo lume ,  and f l o w .  I t  would p r o v i d e  i n f o r m a t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  
complex g e o l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e  b a s i n  and r a n g e  p r o v i n c e .  Some 
economic benefits would result from expenditures made by exploration 
companies. If geothermal energy is discovered and developed, the long-run 
cost of power would probably be lower because it would not be as heavily 
dependent on the price of oil. 

This recommendation would have significant conflicts as well. The 
wilderness specialists propose II study areas (WD-2.1 - WD-12.1). This 
would exclude 384,000 acres from mineral exploration and future development 
as wilderness designation would remove them from mineral entry. The 
botanist propose to withdraw five areas from geothermal exploration and 
development. This includes 8,650 acres (W-4.4, W-4.11, W-4.12). Wildlife 
specialists propose to withdraw 93,000 acres from geothermal leasing 
(WL-2.5, WL-2.7, WL-3.3, WL-4.1, WL-4.3, WL-4.4, WL-4.5, WL-4.6, WL-4.8, 
WL-5.1, WL-5.3, WL-5.4, WL-7.1, WL-7.2, WL-8). 

Leaving the planning area open to geothermal leasing would disturb small 
acreages (5 acres per site) for drilling. All leasing is done under 
existing Federal regulations. These regulations require an environmental 
assessment for any surface disturbing operations. This will control sites 
selected and degree of disturbance allowed. 

Extremely little is known about the geothermal potential of the planning 
area as the concept of geothermal energy is relatively new. ACEC 
designations should provide sufficient protection in themselves. Because 
geothermal operations must be approved and the plan of operation would be 
considered in light of critical environmental concern, withdrawal from 
geothermal operations would not be considered in the interest of multiple 
use. 

Although WSA designations have not createdany withdrawals, they do impose 
severe restrictions on geothermal development. They do imply withdrawal 
from future leasing if they are designated as wilderness areas. 

Multiple-Use Recommendations: 

Leave the planning area open to mineral leasing. 

LGN-~MFP-2 0 1 / 2 4 / 8 3  JGW 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
(]t2slrl¢cliorL~ on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Reasons: 

Same as Multiple-Use Analysis. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject M-I.I 
Accept M-l.l 

Name (MFP) 
LGN-MFP-2 

Activi ty  
M-4.1 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

t ] l lS  I r l t£ ' l l07 l$  OYl r e t ) e r s  e ) 

LGN-MFP-2 01/24/83 JGW 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (51FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
H - 4 . 1  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

M-4.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note; Attach additional sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

'h;..';.,~c;'.o,7; on re~.,e~se, Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  ' 

Name (MFP) 
L G N  

Activ~y 
F o r e s t  P r o d u c t s  

Objective Number 
F - 1  

Objective 

Salvage potentially valuable cacti, desert plants and other landscaping 
material, which would normally be destroyed due to surface disturbing 
activities such as mining, road construction, etc. 

f 

Rationale 

Under existing regulations, certain extensive surface disturbing activities 
are allowed. Under normal practice, desert vegetation and landscaping 
material are destroyed during the construction/development of the area. 
In the past, public agencies have indicated a desire to acquire landscaping 
material for use on publicly owned projects. Also the District occasionally 
gets requests from individuals who want to buy desert plants. 

q n s t r u e t i o T ~ s  on r e v e r s e )  F.::.-.. !600-20 ;Apri I ~9."~. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activity 
Fores~ Products FP-I.I 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

Allow representatives of public institutions to remove native plants which 
would be destroyed by construction activities. Offer excess plants to the 
State Horticulture and Agriculture Commission and offer for public sale any 
remaining plants. 

, f- 

Rationale: 

Plants to be uprooted during surface disturbance and other landscaping 
material could be salvaged to help meet public demand. 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Na resource conflicts were identified during the multiple-use analysis. 
Costs of public projects would be reduced because the landscaping costs 
would be reduced. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept F-l.1 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject F-l.1 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (;~IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
F P - I .  I 

Overtay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

FP-I.I 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Instrrtctzon_¢ on reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Ac~v~y 
Forest Products 
Objective Number 
F - 2  

Objective: 

Respond to public demand for firewood from public lands. 

Rationale: 

In 1980, the resource area received several hundred free-use permit requests 
for firewood. Because of increased heating fuel costs, we expect the demand 
for firewood permits to increase in the future. 

P 

1 I n s t r u c t i o n s  on re='erse.~ Fzr.-.. 1600--20 !April 19.'5", 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Act iv i ty  

FP-2.1 
Overlay Reference  

Step I : Step 3 

Recommendation: 

Designate the entire planning area open to the collection of dead and down 
mesquite and ironwood for firewood. 

Rationale: 

There is an abundance of dead and down mesquite throughout the LGN, 
especially along the Bill Williams River, which could be harvested for home 
heating use. The Recommendation would require office time to process the 
numerous expected firewood free-use permit requests as well as field time 
for spot checking to see that the one cord of firewood per family per 
year limit set by regualtion, is not exceeded. 

J 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This recommendation, if accepted, would have both positive economic and 
social benefits. Families could spend time together cutting firewood for 
their own use, thereby conserving energy. This would not only help build 
family relationships, but give the family unit a good feeling about what 
they are doing to conserve fossil fuels. 

If this action was poorly administered it could have a definite n~gative 
impact on wildlife values. Uncontrolled woodcutting could possibly deplete 
the mesquite and ironwood stands, especially along the main tributaries 
and sand washes in the Lower Gila North area. If this happened, some 
important wildlife habitat would be disturbed or possibly lost. To prevent 
this, no firewood collection will be allowed in areas identified for 

protecting wildlife habitat: 

Protection of bighorn sheep lambing areas (WL-2.5), protection of signifi- 
cant cliff areas (WL-3.3), protection of cottonwood-willow, mixed broadleaf, 
and mesquite-saltcedar riparian areas (WL-4.3), protection of areas of 
Critical Environmental Concern (WL-4.8), protection of the desert and Arizona 
night lizards, and the Sonoran mountain kingsnake (WL-5.2), and the protection 
of the open chaparral basin and areas below it to the east in the Harquhala 
Mountains as an area of Critical Environmental Concern (WL-7.1). 

Note: Attach addit ions!  s h e e t s ,  H needed  
I ' - ,  

tln.~'tr;~ctzons on reverse)  

I 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Designate all of the planning unit 
for identified wildlife areas. 

Reasons :  

FP-2.1 was modified to protect areas 

Support Needs: 

None 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject FP-2.1 

open to firewood 

identified as 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activity 
F P - 2 .  I 

' Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

c o l l e c t i o n  e x c e p t  

i m p o r t a n t  t o  w i l d l i f e .  

m 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

*ln.¢truc'lions on reverse)  

l l lP '  

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK P L A N  
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
F P - 2 . 1  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

f 

FP-2.1 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for FP-2.1 to 
read: 

Designate all of the planning 
unit open to firewood collec- 
tion except for areas that may 
be identified at a later date. 

Firewood permits are no longer 
free. A fee will be charged 
and the limit has been raised 
from one to five cords per 
family. 

Reasons: 

Modified in accordance with 
Bureau Policy. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 0 1 / 2 4 / 8 3  

Note:  Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed  

fh~.¢truction.~ o .  reuerse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMME ND AT  ION - A N  A L Y  S I S - D E C  IStON 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - M F P - 3  

Activity 
Range 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Improve Category Criteria 

- Present range condition is unsatisfactory. 

- Allotments have moderate to high resource production potential and 

are producing at low to moderate levels. 

- Serious resource-use conflicts exist. 

- Opportunities exist for positive economic return from public 

investments. 

- Present management appears unsatisfactory- 

- Present operator is interested in a management plan. 

Custodial Category Criteria 

- Present range condition is not a factor. 

- Allotments have low resource production potential and are producing 

near their potential. 

- Limited resource-use conflicts may exist. 

- Opportunities for positive economic return on public investment do 
not exist or are constrained by technological or economic factors. 

- Present management appears satisfactory or is the only logical 
practice under existing resource conditions. 

- Allotments may contain only small tracts of federal land. 

Monitoring studies will be initiated to determine if management actions are 
meeting resource management objectives and to provide information to 

determine if modifications are needed. 

L G N - H F P - 3 : 0 1 / 0 7 / 8 3  

Note:  At tach  addi t iona l  s h e e t s ,  i f  n e e d e d  

|lrl.¢lrrsCl~OnS Or? r e v e r s e )  
Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

.GN 
Activity 
RM-1 • I 
Overlsy Reference 
Step I Step 3 

Recommendation 

Allocate forage in 71 allotments based on average licensed use during the 
past 5 years (1976-1980), using data gathered during the 1979-1980 rangeland 
inventory to indicate allotments that may need special monitoring or 
supervision. 

Allocate forage in 5 allotments based on preference. Allotments 3051, 3061, 
3074, 3050, and 3048 have had l i t t l e  livestock use in the last 5 years or 
more because of legal, financial, or ownership problems.. In these al lot- 
ments preference wil l  be used as the in i t ia l  stocking rate. 

Allocate forage in allotment 3011 based on average licensed use during the 
past 5 years, including an average of 226 AUMs over preference that has been 
granted each year as a supplemental license. 

Allocate forage on perennial ephemeral allotments on a supplemental basis, 
when a substantial supply of annual (ephemeral) plants exist. 

Forage allocation for livestock, wi ld l i fe ,  and burros is listed by allotment 
in Table RM4A. 

Rational e: 

The determination of stocking rates based on average licensed use is viewed 
by the BLM as our best star t ing point. The 5 allotments based on preference 
instead of average licensed use have had low to no l ivestock use in the past 
5 years because of legal ,  f i nanc ia l ,  or ownership problems. The 1979-1980 
range inventory and pr ior  estimates indicate that preference w i l l  be a good 
i n i t i a l  stocking rate for  these allotments. 

Allotment 3011 has had a supplemental license for  226 AUMs over preference 
for the past 5 years. Inventory information indicates that the major i ty of 
condit ion in th is  allotment is good and excellent and trend is s ta t ic  and up. 
The new stocking rate w i l l  include the 225 AUMs for a total  of 300 AUMs. 

The proposed i n i t i a l  stocking rate for allotment 3090 does not appear 
consistent with adjoining allotments. The major i ty of the allotment is 
presently under consideration for State select ion. I t  is also proposed for  
intensive management (providing i t  remains in Federal ownership, which 
requires intensive monitoring and supervision). Due to the above 
considerations, the past 5 year average licensed use w i l l  be used as the 
i n i t i a l  stocking rate, pending results from monitoring studies. 

No,e: Att ich mddltional sheets, if needed 

|~ll¢lvl*f'l lmln¢ irlll r r~# t ' r .q r )  

LGN-MFP-I-08124/81 

Form 1500-2] (APT1| 1975 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF T H E I N T E R I O R  
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Rationale (Cont.): 

N-me (MFP) 
LGN 

Act~t.Y 1 
- .l 

Overlay Reference 

Step ; Step 3 

Allotments 3061, 3090, 3060, 5042, 3012, 3030, 3045, and 3078 are considered 
candidates for ephemeral classification. Three of the above, 3012, 3030, and 
3045, do not have acceptable condition or apparent trend. Five other allot- 
ments, 3015, 3026, 3031, 3072, and 3078, have acceptable condition and 
apparent trend, but are considered candidates for ephemeral classification 
because of low perennial production potential. Acceptable condition is 
defined as 70 percent of the allotment in fair or better condition. Apparent 
trend is acceptable when the majority of the allotment is stable or upward. 
All of the allotments mentioned above will receive intensive monitoring to 
verify the initial stocking rates and to establish which ephemeral candidates 
will be classified as ephemeral. 

All allotments in Lower Gila North will receive monitoring studies intense 
enough to evaluate management programs over time and provide the basis for 
any needed adjustments. 

Note: Attmch mdd|tionml sbe~t$, if needed 
b 

f |h , , ' l rHC- l t~) l~¢ tJ~.D rP ls~ ' r .¢p )  

LGN-MFP-I-08/26/81 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED S T A T E S  

DEPARTMENT OF T H E  INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  " 

Multiple-Use Anal),si s 

N-me (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 
RM-I. 1 
Overlay Reference 
Step I Step 3 

Init ial stocking rates based on average licensed use (1976-1980) are assumed 
compatible with multiple-use management. Monitoring studies will ensure that 
average uti l ization of forage will be restricted to 50 percent of current 
year's growth. Future increases in forage will be allocated f i rs t  to wild- 
l i fe ,  burros will remain at the desired level, and any remaining forage will 
be allocated to livestock. Allotments 3063, 3074, 3051, 3048, 3014, and 3071 
will have a 10 percent reduction in uti l ization of important browse species. 
Riparian habitat will have a uti l ization rate that will encourage the 
reproduction of important riparian species such as cottonwood (Populus 
fremontii) and willow (Salix species). 

f 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Modify RM-I.1 to decrease browse util ization by 10 percent in allotments 
3063, 3074, 3051, 3048, 3014, and 3071. Utilization in riparian habitat will 
be adjusted to a rate that will allow reproduction of improtant riparian 
species. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject RM-I.I 

Note: Attach ~ldttionml sheetl, if needed 
i 

| ~ e l ~ t r * # t ' l # f P F I C  cry*p; rr~,rr.~r) 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF T H E I N T E R I O R  
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - MFP-3  

Activity 
R M - I . I  

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

f 

RM-I .I 

Decision: 

Modify the Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for RM-I.I to 
read: 

Allocate forage on all (78)* 
allotments based on preference. 
Initiate monitoring studies 
which include actual use, uti- 
lization, trend in condition, 
and climate, using the Bureau's 
Selective Management Policy to 
set priorities. These studies 
will be used to adjust stocking 
rates, either upward or down- 
ward to meet multiple resource 
management objectives. 

Reasons: 

Modified in accordance with the 
Bureau's Adjustment of Grazing 
Preferences Policy. 

* White Tanks Allotment not included. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/07/83 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

~[t:.~tr::ct~on.~ on  reL, e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S l  ON" 

.Recommendati on: 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

Implement intensive grazing systems ut i l iz ing the most beneficial combination 
of treatments listed below on 9 perennial-ephemeral allotments containing 
approximately 408,000 acres of public land. These systems wi l l  be designed 
to i) l imi t  average ut i l izat ion of current year's growth of key forage 
species to 50 percent uniformly throughout all pastures; 2) improve rangeland 
condition; and 3) increase the quality and quantity of livestock forage. 
Intensive monitoring studies wi l l  be conducted on these allotments to 
evaluate the effectiveness of actions taken toward achieving management 
objectives. 

Continue intensive grazing on one allotment containing approximately 31,000 
acres of public land. 

GRAZING TREATMENTS 

I. Rest each pasture at least once in both the spring and summer cr i t ica l  
growth periods in each 3 or 4-year cycle, depending on the number of 
pastures. 

2. Graze each pasture sometime during every grazing year. 

. 

. 

Do not graze any pasture more than twice in the same growing season 
(spring or summer) during any 3 or 4-year cycle, depending on the number 
of pastures. 

After a pasture has been properly ut i l ized, move to the next-best 
pasture. 

Intensive grazing system implementation schedule: 1984-1988. 

Allotments to be intensively managed are l isted in Table RM-1A. 

Rational e: 

In the past, overuti l ization and continuous grazing use on public rangelands 
has decreased forage production. A properly designed and implemented 
intensive grazing system wi l l  provide needed periodic rest from grazing at 
cr i t ica l  periods of plant growth. This rest wi l l  improve rangeland condition 
and promote increased forage quality and quantity. Allotments proposed for 
intensive management have: 1) a favorable benefit-cost ratio (greater than 
$0.70 in benefits for each $1.00 cost based on livestock benefits); and 2) 
adequate potential for increased forage production. 

Support Needs: 

Rangel and Developments 

N oee: Attach ~ d i t i o n i I  sheeti,  if needed 
• '~' :  L , L  _ 

|htl"trHt"lE'e~elx ~Pel WPI/PT.~pJ 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

Name (MFPJ 

LGN 
Activity 
RM-1.2 
Overlsy Reference 

Step ) Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

BLM projections, based on range site response potential under intensive 
management, indicate an average increase in forage production of 16% on the 
allotments listed in Table RM-1A. The total production increase over 20 
years wi l l  amount to 3,156AUMs. At the same time rang,land condition wi l l  
improve and other resources wi l l  benefit. Intensive management on these 
allotments wi l l  provide good multiple-use management and meet the cri ter ia 
for benefit/cost. However, possible conflicts may exist. 

W-4.13 is concerned that an intensive grazing system wil l  conflict with the 
maintenance of the north slopes of the Harquahala Mountains in an essentially 
pristine condition. 

By not developing new waters on the north slopes of these mountains, a 
grazing system can be developed that wi l l  continue to ut i l ize this area at 
i ts present low intensity, thus ensuring the area wil l  remain in its present 
pristine condition. 

WL-2.6 deals with the intensive grazing system p r i o r i t y  schedule, and the 
goal of having 70% of the range in good or better condition within 20 years. 

By having close cooperation between range and wi ldl i fe specialists, an 
intensive grazing system schedule can be designed that wil l  be beneficial to 
both resources. 

The allotments listed in WL-2.6 cannot be improved so that 70% of the range 
sites are in good or better condition in 20 years. No method or system can 
give response that fast in the desert. Range condition improvement wi l l  be 
accomplished in the shortest time frame possible, with special consideration 
given to riparian areas. 

BLM recognizes the unusual sens i t i v i t y  of r ipar ian habitats in desert 
ecosystems. These are important areas in providing shade, cover, water 

sources, prey bases, nesting si tes, and habitat for numeros sensit ive or 
protected animal species. Intensive grazing systems must be developed that 
w i l l  ensure the protection and reproduction of important r ipar ian vegetation 
in the c r i t i ca l  r ipar ian areas. These systems w i l l  include such actions as 
the fol lowing: 

I .  

2. 

. 

4. 

Fencing of c r i t i ca l  areas. 
Rotational grazing systems that guarantee periods of rest during 
c r i t i ca l  plant growth. 
Livestock and wild burro reductions. 
Where other actions are found inadequate, the exclusion of grazing 
animals. 

LGN-MFP-2-08/24/81 

Nofe: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF TI IE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

i 

.Multiple-Use Analysis (Cont.) 

! Name (MFP) 
LGN 
i Activity 
RM-1.2 

Overlay Reference  

Step I Step 3 

The specific recommendations needed to protect riparian and other crit ical 
wildl ife habitat are lised below by allotment. 

f 

Allotment Recommendations 

3019 Coughlin 
3014 Carco 
3000 Aguila 
3066 Pipeline 
3074 Santa Maria 

WL-2.6, 4.2, 4.3 
WL-2.3, 2.6, 5.1 
WL-2.6, 2.5, 2.8, 5.1 
WL-5.1 
WL-2.3, 2.6, 4.2, 4.3, 5.1 

Monitoring studies should be initiated on all 9 allotments at the time of 
intensive management implementation. Intensive grazing management is 
compatible with other resources and beneficial to most. Monitoring studies 
will ensure stocking rates are compatible with good multiple-use management. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Modify RM-I.2 to include the wildl ife recommendations listed in RM-I.2 
multiple-use analysis. 

Alternatives Considered: 

l e  

2. 
3. 
4. 

No action. 
No grazing. 
Ephemeral management. 
Less intensive management. 

Nole: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 
J 

I ~lt ¢ l r t l~ ' l  i c l r t (  t , f l  r r t~ I ' l 'Rp ) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
RM-1 .2  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

RM-1.2 

Decision: 

Modify the Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for RM-I.2 to 
read: 

Manage 14 allotments (Table 
RMSA) that have been identified 
as belonging in the "Improve" 
category in accordance with the 
Bureau's Selective Management 
Policy. Prioritlze these 
allotments to reflect their 
current resource situation for 
the purpose of distributing 
available funds and personnel 
in a manner which will achieve 
cost-effectlve improvement of 
rangeland condition and 
production. 

Use inventory and monitoring 
information to develop action 
plans (AMPs, HMPs, HMAPs) in 
close coordination with users, 
where the need is indicated. 

Range improvements will be 
installed as needed to accomp- 
lish management objectives. 

Possible wilderness designation 
could affect BLM's and 
allottees' decisions concerning 
implementation of grazing 
management on Aguila and Ohaco 
Allotments. 

Reasons: 

Modified in accordance with the 
Bureau's Selective Management 
Policy, as described in the 
Range Activity Summary. 

LGN-MFP-3: 02124/83 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

i r  

Name (A~FP) 

LGN 
Activity 
RM-1.3 
OverImy Relerenee 

Step I Step 3 

-Recommendation: 

Manage 16 allotments comprising about 399,000 acres of public rangelands in 
good or fa i r  ecological condition less intensively; adjust stocking rates to 
the past 5 years (1976-1980) average licensed use and establish studies to 
monitor impacts of continuous livestock grazing. 

Allotments to be less intensively managed are listed in Table RM-2A. 

Rationale: 

Allotments in this category have acceptable, rangeland condition (70% in fa i r  
or better condition) and trend that is stable or upward (1979-1980 range 
survey). This indicates that present management is not resulting in 
deterioration of the rangeland. Since these allotments have poor benefit/ 
cost ratios under intensive management (less than $0.70 in benefits for $1.00 
cost, based on livestock benefits) less intensive management is the most 
practical form of management. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Nofe: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

f ~ l ¢ / l ~ # i ' l ~ f ) F l ¢  ¢)rl r r l t p g . ¢ p  I, 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Overlmy Reference 
Step | Step 3 

The allotments in this category are not deteriorating and in some cases 
improving, so major changes in management are not needed. Low benefit cost 
ratios wi l l  not jus t i fy  the large expenditures of money needed for more 
intensive systems. 

By modifying management to include the wi ld l i fe  recommendations l isted below 
by allotment, action wi l l  be taken to ensure that the needs of w i ld l i fe ,  
especially in riparian habitat, wi l l  be met. 

All otment 

3011 Cactus Garden 
3050 Leidig 
3052 Los Caballeros 
3063 Palmerita 
3071 Ridgeway Kong 

Recommendations 

WL-4.2, 4.3, 5.1 
WL-5. I 
WL-5.1 
WL-2.3, 2.6, 4.2, 4.3, 5.1 
WL-2.3, 2.6, 4.2, 4.3, 5.1 

Mult i  pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Modify RM-I.3 to include the wi ld l i fe  recommendations listed in the RM-I.3 
multiple-use analysis. In addition, BLM wi l l  conduct resource studies and 
implement monitoring programs to document the condition and trend of riparian 
and other cr i t ica l  w i ld l i fe  habitat and to evaluate management programs. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I .  
2. 
3. 
4. 

Intensive management. 
No grazing. 
No action. 
Ephemeral management. 

LGN-MFP-2-08/24/81 

Nora: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 
Activity 

RM-1.3 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

RM-1.3 

Decision: 

Modify the Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for RM-I.3 to 
read: 

Manage 16 allotments (Table 
RM6A) in the "Maintain" 
category in accordance with the 
Bureau's Selective Management 
Policy. Allotments in this 
category currently are in 
satisfactory condition and 
present management is not 
resulting in deterioration of 
the rangeland. 

Reasons : 

Modified in accordance with the 
Bureau's Selective Management 
Policy. 

LGN-MFP-3:02/24/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



• f 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDAT I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

i i  

Name (MFP) 

.GN 
Activity 
RM-1.4 
OverLay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

.Recommendation: 

Manage 51 allotments comprising approximately 523,000 acres of public 
rangelands nonintensively. Under this classif ication, livestock wi l l  be 
permitted as currently authorized orchanged to an ephemeral or seasonal 
forage basis i f  the need is indicated by monitoring. Existing ephemeral use 
only allotments wi l l  be managed on an ephemeral basis in accordance with BLM 
manual 4112.54B and the special rule published in the Federal Register on 
12/7/68. 

Allotments considered in acceptable condition wi l l  be monitored at low 
intensity. Allotments considered in unacceptable condition wi l l  receive more 
intense monitoring. 

¢ 

Allotments to be nonintensively managed are listed in Table RM-3A. 

Rationale: 

Allotments in this classification have one or more of the following 
characteristics: I) ephemeral designation; 2) low potential for vegetative 
productivity; or 3) contain relat ively small amounts of public land. Because 
of these characteristics, spending large amounts of money for management 
cannot be just i f ied unless other cr i t ica l  resource values are involved. 
Nonintensive is the most practical form of management on these allotments. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

IJPt, ' l~ 'asr l f ,Dn, t l : ;  r~r t~ ' r .~f ' )  
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

~t j~ i t~  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1. Step 3 

f 

Low vegetative potential or small amounts of public land on these allotments 
indicate there is no likelihood of positive return on public investment. 
Unless other cr i t ica l  resource values are present the principle objective is 
to prevent deterioration of current resource conditions. I f  monitoring and 
periodic inspections indicate that public land on these allotments is 
deteriorating, stocking rates or season of use wi l l  be changed. Allotments in 
this classification wil l  generally be monitored less intensively. Allotments 
that have extremely low production, (1979-1980 rang,land inventory) wi l l  
receive more intensive monitoring for a period to determine i f  they should be 
considered for ephemeral or seasonal classif ication. 

By modifying management to include the wi ld l i fe  recommendations listed below 
by allotment, action wi l l  be taken to ensure that the needs of w i ld l i fe ,  
especially in riparian habitat wi l l  be met. 

A11 otment Recommendations 

3060 Ohaco 
3012 Calhoun 
3030 Effus 
5033 Medd 

WL-2.6, 2.5, 2.8, 5.1 
WL-2.5, 2.8, 5.1 
WL-5.1 
WL-2.6, 4.2, 4.3 

Multiple-Use Recommendation 

Modify RM-I.4 to include the recommendations listed in the RM 1.4 multiple- 
use analysis. In addition, BLM wi l l  conduct resource studies and implement 
monitoring programs to document the condition and trend of riparian and other 
cr i t ica l  wi ld l i fe  habitat, and to evaluate management programs. 

Alternatives Considered: 

I .  
2. 
3. 
4. 

Intensive management. 
No grazing. 
No action. 
Ephemeral management. 

LGN-MFP-2-08/24/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
n,  
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
I ~ - 1 . 4  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

RM-1.4 

Decision: 

Modify the Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for RM-I.4 to 
read: 

Manage 49 allotments (Table 
RM7A) as custodial in accor- 
dance with the Bureau's 
Selective Management Policy. 
These allotments will not 
usually require an AMP unless 
the permittee desires one. 
Rangeland condition, trend, and 
utilization would be observed 
through scheduled supervision 
visits. Monitoring studies may 
be initiated on a case-by-case 
basis to assess changes observ- 
ed through supervision visits. 
Federal investment will be 
minimal and improvement work 
will be largely the respon- 
sibility of the permittee. 

Reasons: 

Same as Multiple-Use Recommen- 
dation RM-I.4. Modified in 
accordance with the Bureau's 
Selective Management Policy. 

L G N - l ~ P - 3 : 0 1 / 0 7 / 8 3  

Note: Attach  a d d i t i o n a l  s h e e t s ,  ff  needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP)  

LGN 

Activity 
R M - I . 5  

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

Construct rangeland developments needed to implement intensive grazing 
management systems. 

Planning area totals for needed rangeland developments are listed below: 

Reservoirs 21 
Spring developments 9 
Pipeline (Miles) 0 

Fence (Miles) 108. 
Cattleguards 0 
Wells 32 

Rationale: 

Areas producing forage below their potential would b e  rested or would receive 
less use by properly placing rangeland developments in unused or lightly used 
areas. New water developments would improve distribution of livestock and 
eliminate overuse in some areas. Fences are needed to implement grazing 
systems that involve resting whole pastures. 

Support Needs: 

Engineering for survey and design would be needed for constructing rangeland 
developments. Clearance from cultural, botanical, visual, wilderness, and 
wildlife resource disciplines would be required. 

LGN-MFP-I-08124/81 

Note: Attach addltionsl sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ECOMMEND AT ION-AN ALYSIS-DEC ISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

N-me (NFP) 
LGN 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Rangeland developments are needed to implement intensive grazing systems. 
These grazing systems must be designed to take into account the needs of 
w i ld l i fe ,  part icularly bighorn sheep and their lambing areas. Waters and 
fencing wil l  not be developed in cr i t ica l  lambing areas, and careful 
consideration wi l l  be given to range developments in existing pristine 
habitat now used by big game. When developed properly, new waters wi l l  
benefit many species of game and nongame animals. 

Rangeland developments wi l l  be located away from sensitive botancial and 
cultural resource areas, to lessen any impacts such as increased trampling. 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Accept RM-I.5 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject RM- 1.5 

LGN-MFP-2-08124/81 

No,e: Attach eddition*l sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.%IFP) 
LGN - MF?-3 

Activity 
RM-1.5  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

RM-I.5 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
-% 

'~Is~r~ic::or.y o~ ret'~rse) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Recommendation: 

Overlsy Referemce 

Step 1 Step 3 

Develop a f i re  management program in coordination with the rangeland 
management program that would include identification of modified suppression 
areas, intensive control areas, and areas where controlled burning would be 
beneficial. 

f -  

Rati onal e: 

The present policy is to control all fires as quickly as possible. In areas 
where f i re would endanger people or property this policy is necessary. Many 
areas, however, can be allowed to burn with no adverse effects and could best 
be managed with a modified suppression plan. In these areas only vegetation 
would be burned and this often has beneficial long-term effects. Fire has 
been a natural factor in creating and maintaining many plant communities 
including grasslands. 

A coordinated f i re  management program could improve public rangeland while 
saving money. 

Support Needs: 

Fire Program 

LGN-MFP-1-08/24/81 

Note: Attach mtditlonal sheett, if needed 
| 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

]Name (NFP) 

LGN 
Activity 
RM-I.6 
Overlmy Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

A coordinated f i re management program will benefit multiple resource 
management while saving money. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept RM-1.6 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject RM-1.6 

., f 

LGN-MFP-2-08/24/81 

Noee: Attach eddilional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  RM-  1 • 6 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

RM-I.6 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multlple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

I 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, if needed 
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TABLE RMSA 
ALLOTMENTS WITHIN THE IMPROVE CATEGORY 

Priority Allotment 

1 Babcock 

2 Sitgreaves-Redhill & Garcia 

3 Moralez 

Medd 

5 Bar D 4 

6 Coughlin "A" 

7 Ohaco & Echeverria* 

8 Wickenburg "A" & "B"* 

9 Palmerita 

I0 Aguila 

II Santa Maria 

* Denotes two allotments run as one livestock operatio 

LGN MFP-3:02/24/8 
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Priority 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

I0 

II 

12 

13 

15 

16 

TABLE RM6A 
ALLOTMENTS WITHIN THE MAINTAIN CATEGORY 

L 

Allotment 

Los Caballeros 

Lamberson 

Cactus Garden 

CarcO 

Hanc o ck 

Rees 

Harcuvar 

Effus 

Leidig 

Loma Linda 

Jones 

Ridgeway Kong 

Narramore 

Orosco  

6Y Eagle Eye 

Pipeline 

\ 
LGN MFP-3 ~ 



TABLE RM7A 
ALLOTMENTS WITHIN THE CUSTODIAL CATEGORY 

(Not Ranked) 

Alamo Heine 
Auza Rouge Produce 
Bialac James, H. 
Bodfish Jenner 
Brown, Buck KMJ 
Cain Park, H. 
Calhoun Park, R. 
Carter Park, R. & E. 
Carter Herrera Peters 
Central AZ Primrose 
Coughlin "B" R. Santa Ynez 
Cross Mountain Saddle Mountain 
Date Creek Salome Community 
Desert Hills "A" & "B"* Satathite 
Douglas Sky Arrow 
Eagle Eye Sprouse 
Ekvall Thompson 
Flat Iron Turner 
Foraker Van Keuren 
Globe Vasilius 
Gordon, R. Wellik 
Grantham Whitehead 
Hassayampa Wilson 
Hawkins White Tanks** 

* Denotes two allotments run as one livestock operation. 
** Reserved for wildlife. 

LGN MFP-3: 01/07/83:RM 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRA/~EWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (:~FP) 

LGN 
Activity 
Burros 

Objective N~mber 
RM-3 

0bjective: 

Maintain for public enjoyment, viable wild burro populations in the Alamo, 
L i t t le  Harquahala, and Harquahala burro areas. 

Rationale: 

The overall objectives of the Bureau of Land Management Wild Horse and 
Burro Program include the maintenance of viable populations of healthy 
free-roaming burros in equilibrium with their habitat and other 
multiple-use values. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

N=,me ( , t l FP )  

LGN 
Activity 

RI fPP~¢: 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

RM-3.1 

Maintain viable, color-diverse burro populations of approximately 200 
animals in the Alamo Herd Management Area (HMA), approximately 50 animals 
in the Li t t le Harquahala HMA and approximately 100 animals in the 
Harquahal a HMA. 

Rationale: 

Bureau of Land Management policy mandatres that viable wild burro herds be 
maintained in equilibrium with their habitat and environment. Populations 
maintained at the recommended levels would assure adequate forage and 
living space for the respective burro herds. Color-diverse herds would 
enhance the recreational value asociated with public viewing of burros in 
their wild and free-roaming state. 

Support Needs: 

I .  Round-up and/or trapping (cowboys, corrals, etc.) 
2. Helicopter f l ight time. 
3. Range conservationist. 
4. PDO Wild Horse and Burro Specialist. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
I I I  

|lJl.~'trtictiOnS 011 reueTse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975} 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LCN 
A c t i v i t y  

RM-3 .1  
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Burros are an important part of our national heritage and viable popula- 
tions of wild free-roaming burros should be maintained for public enjoy- 
ment. 

Presently, burro herds exist in the Alamo Herd Management Area (HMA) and 
in the Granite Wash Mountain, Little Harquahala Mountains, Harquahala 
Mountains, Big Horn Mountains and Belmont Mountains. Little conflict be- 
tween burro use and other resource values has been identified in the Alamo 
HMA; however, severe conflicts have been identified between burros and 
Desert Bigb35~n Sheep in the remaining areas; and T&E plants and animals in 
the Harquahala Mountains. Also, burros are destroying private property and 
crops near the Little Harquahala Mountains use area. Burros did not exist 
in the Granite Wash Mountains at the time the Wild and Free-roaming Horse 
and Burro Act was passed. 

Multiple-Use Recormnendation: 

Maintain a viable, color-diverse burro population of 200 animals in the 
Alamo HMA; however, burro numbers in the remaining herd areas should be 
reduced to 0 by 1986. 

Reasons: 

RM-3.1 was modified in order to eliminate the severe conflicts that occur 
in Harquahala and Little Harquahala Herd Management Areas. Allowing a vi- 
able herd of 200 burros in the Alamo Herd Management Area should continue 
because there are no major conflicts with burro use in this area, and the 
concentrations of burros will be favorable for public viewing and apprecia- 
tion. 

Support Needs: 

(I) Roundup and/or trapping; (2) helicopter flight time; (3) range 
conservationist; (4) PDO Wild Horse and Burro Specialist. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Maintain a viable burro herd in the Little Harquahala Burro Area; (2) main- 
tain a viable burro herd in the Harquahala Burro Area. 

No~e: Attach  addi t iona l  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  

~lrt.'ccrt¢cltOrrS on r e u e r s e )  
Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEP.~RTMENT OF THE rNT~/~IOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGF=.~ENT" FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMME~N G A Tt  C N -- AN A I .Y  ~J|S-GEC|StON 

N.,,,e ( ~ F  P ) 

LGN- MFP-3 

A~vtt7 
RM-3.1 
Ov~ iay  R e i e r ~ ¢ ~  

$~.lrp I Ste~ 3 

RM - 3.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendat ion. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS -DECIS ION 

Name (?, IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 
Burros 

Overlay Re(erence 

Step 1 Step 3 

ReconTnendation: 

RM-3.2: 

Maintain free access for wild burros to livestock watering fac i l i t ies  in 
each herd area. 

Rationale: 

This recommendation would assure the availabi l i ty of year-long wter for the 
wild burros in each HMA. 

Support Needs: None 

Nofe: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

Itz.~ln~cz~ons o ~  reuerse  ) Form 1600-21 (April 197$', 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

Activity 
RM-3.2 

Over lay  R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Maintaining free access for wild burros to livestock-watering facilities 
will be essential in maintaining the herds in the herd management areas. 

Multiple-Use Recommendations: 

Maintain free access for wild burros to livestock-watering facilities 
in the Alamo Herd Area. 

Reasons: 

This recommendation was modified because free use of livestock waters will 
not be needed in the Harquahala and Little Harquahala HMA's due to the 
eventual elimination of the herds. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Allow the reco~=nendation as written in MFP I. 

Support Needs: 

Engineering technician. 

Note: Attach  addi t iona l  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  

( I n s t n # c t i o n s  on  r e u e l , s e )  
Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N - A N A L Y S i S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (.%IFP) 

LGN-MFP - 3 

Activity 
RM-3.2 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

~M-3.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

Note Attach addit ionat  sheets.  Lf needed 

- • t ,  ¢ , , "  

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

Fo..-r.. 16,%0-21 ,April 19T5~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (~tlF P ) 

LGN 
Ac[ivlty 

Burros 
Overlay Reference  

step I UI~Ap 3 

RecoErnendation: 

RM-3.3 

Maintain access to Alamo Lake for the wild burro herd in the Alamo HMA. 

Rationale: 

Alamo Lake is the largest year-long water source for wild burros in the 
Alamo HMA. In order to maintain a healthy free-roaming burro herd in this 
area, burros must have access to Alamo Lake. (Reference URA, Step 3, 
Burros, Section (4) Land Use/Habitat Problems). 

Support Needs : 

1. LGRA Realty Specialist. 
2. PDO Withdrawal Specialist. 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

[ [ . . '~Ir l tCL~OI~S o n  r e ~ ' r S e  ) Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

N a m e  (3[FP) 

LGN 

Activity 
RM-3.3  

Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Historic use in the area has been that the wild and free-roaming burros have 
had free access to Alamo Lake. No major conflicts have been identified 
with this use. This recon~aendation is in accordance with the past use, 
and no conflicts have been identified that would warrant any change in this 
use. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept RM-3.3 

Alternatives Considered: 

None. 

Note: Attach  addi t iona l  sheets, if needed 
i 

I l ~ l s t r t l c l i o r l s  o r i  reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (.MFP) 

LGN-MFP-3 
Ac~iviZ7 
RM-3.3 
Objective Number 

RM-3.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Act iv i ty  

Burros 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

RM-3.4 

Designate a wild-burro viewing route within the Alamo HMA and sign with 
on-the-ground interpretative signs. Also, post signs which provide a 
telephone number that citizens may call to report violations of the Wild 
Horse and Burro Act. 

Rationale: 

This recommendation would enhance public enjoyment of the Wild Burro 
resource, and discourage violations of the Wild Horse and Burro Act. 

Support Needs: 

I. Signs. 
2. Special Agent. 

Nofe: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

( [ , . ~ ' I n t c r i o ~ s  01"I r £ ~ T ~ e  ) Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF T H E I N T E R I O R  
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity RM- 3.4 

Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use AnalTsis 

There are several areas in the Alamo HMAwhere burros can be seen from 
the road, and locations where a path could be developed that would allow 
the public the opportunity to see and enjoy the wild and free-roaming burros. 
This will enhance the public's awareness and appreciation of the wild 

and free-roaming burro. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept RM-3.4. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject recommendation. 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

t l . s t m c l t o n . ~  on rever se )  

m 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name C, IFP)  

LGN-MFP-3 
Activity 

RM-3.4 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

RM-3.4 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Nofe Attach addit,onal sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

Fo,.-m. 16~0-21 tAprtl 19TSb 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

RM-3.5 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

In the Alamo HMA, it will be necessary to allow free movement of the 
burros. This has been the historic burro use in this area, and this 
use has not resulted in any major conflicts. This will protect the historic 
burro use in the area and is consistent with present burro use. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept RM-3.5 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject the recommendation 

Note: A t t a c h  a d d i t i o n a l  s h e e t s ,  i f  n e e d e d  
m, 
flt3sl~tclion.~ on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MA,NAGF.,I~ENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEN(D ATION--ANALY$1$--OECtSION 

.'Tame (MFP) 

LGN- MFP-3 

Ac~v,Cy 
RM-3.5 
Ov,.-Aay Refe~nc~ 

Step I Ste~ 3 

RM-3.5 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

o 

N<=r.: A ~ c h  ~ ; ~ : o n a l  s h e e ' , s ,  i.f s e e d e d  
' I - .  

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (6IFP] 
LGN 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendat i on: 

RM-3.5: 

Limit or modify construction of new structures within Herd Management Areas 
which would restr ict burro movement. 

Rationale: 

This recommendation would assure that the free-roaming nature of wild 
burros would remain unimpaired within herd management areas. 

Support Needs: 

i .  LGRA Realty Specialist. 
2. PDO Surface Protection Specialist. 
3. LGRA Range Conservationist. 

Note: Attach addit ional sheets, it" needed 
I I  

[ l l L ~ t n t c l ~ o n . ~  o11 r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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U N I T E D  S T A T E S  

D E P A R T M E N T  O F  T H E  I N T E R I O R  

B U R E A U  O F  L A N D  M A N A G E M E N T  

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (;MFP) 
LGN 

Activity Waters hed 

Objective: 

Reduce the hazard of d~m~ged water control s~ructures in ~he pla~ng area. 

Eatiouale: 

Recent floods have caused damage ~o existing water control structures in 
the area (UEA .35All and .45A6). Previous benefit/cost ratios have not 
resolved ~he status of the Centennial Wash structures. If degradation 
continues, areas previously out of ~he flood plain may be flooded in the 
future. The risk ~o proper~y and life have not been evaluated. 

~' . . . . . .  r~ .o~= ~ . . . . .  ~ , , ~  FCr.-.. 1 6 0 0 - 2 0  iA~ri l  19T" 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISiON 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Ac~vi~ 
W a t e r s h e d  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendatl on: 

W-I. 1 

Maintain, abandon, or rebuild water control s~ructures, identified on UPU~ 
Overlay .35Ale and Table .35All., after an evaluation of existing 
conditions and possible alternatives. 

Rationale: 

Eecent floods in the planning area have greatly changed the hydrologic 
integrity of natural and man-made waterways. Existing reports of flood 
d~m~ge need to be updated and include more detail anddocumentation. 
Hazards need to be evaluated under various scenarios to ascertain potential 
property and personal damage. Where maintenance has historically been 
lacking, new responsibilities need to be assigned and legal authority 
evaluated. The public (mostly riparian agriculturists and residents) 
should be consulted during the evaluation and design phases. Wildlife 
~ependence on contained flood water has been identified and should be 
integrated in design considerations. Other resource values associated with 
the structures in question should also be analyzed. 

Ne~e: Attach additional sheecs, i f  needed" 

t l t l S f r r t C Z Z O n 5  0 ~  1"ev~?se ) Form 1600--21 CApri! 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Act iv i ty  

W -I. l 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Evaluating present water control structures would benefit many resources, 
directly or indirectly. The structures were designed to retain and spread 
flood waters, Wildlife would continue to benefit due to the creation of 
a wetland habitat (8.1-8.2). 

Flow velocities are slowed down by these structures. This helps decrease 
the erosion, sediment and damage to property. They are also a source of 
some ground water recharge. Range, watershed and the general public in the 
area will benefit from this action. 

Multiple-Use Recommendations 

Accept W-I.I 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject W-l. 1 

Note: Attach addit ional  shee ts ,  if needed 
~ , ,  • , ,,, , 

I I~I ~ t n ~ c l i o n $  o n  r e v e r s e )  

I I  I |  I l I  

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (3IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-I.I 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-I.I 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

LGN-M-FP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

[IIStrlICtZO~S orl r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



U N I T E D  S T A T E S  

D E P A R T M E N T  O F  T H E  I N T E R I O R ,  . 

B U R E A U  O F  L A N D  M A N A G E M E N T  

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Act iv i ty  . . 
Watershed 

( ~ j ~ c t i v  e N=mber 

Objective: 

Reduce the erosion and sediment from roads in the planning area, 

Rationale: 

Both a recent road survey and a recent soils inventory indicate that 
erosion, concentrated water flow, and sediment are problems on.many roads 
in the planning area. Roads which occur in soil associations that have 
high erosion potential should receive top pr ior i ty in road improvement. 

![llStrlICt~OY2$ O~ re:'fF$e,',  Far.-.. Ib0C:-20 :April  1975 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-2.1 

Set pr ior i t ies  for road maintenance and improvement in the soil 
associations ident i f ied in Table .45A3, URA Step I I I ,  which have high 
erosion potential. 

f - -  

Rational e: 

The setting of pr ior i t ies  for road maintenance and improvement wi l l  allow 
scheduling and funding for these roads. I f  the roads are maintained or 
improved (in high erosion potential areas), erosion and sediment yield 
should decrease in the planning area. 

Support Needs: 

Operations 

Nc~e: Attach addit ional sheets, it" needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity. 
W~-2 .! 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

No conflicts have been identified. This recommendation will be  beneficial 
because it will make the access to public lands alot easier. It will also 
help in the suppression of wildland fires and other emergencies tha~ may 
occur on public and surrounding lands. Erosion and sediment produced by 
these roads will be reduced greatly with the proper road maintenance. 

Multiple-Use Recou=nendation 

Accept W-2.1 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject W-2. I 

° _  

, f 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

l tns ln¢ct lons  on reverse )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYStS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-2.1 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-2.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

~ l ~ s t r l l c n o n ~  on rez~erse)  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Objective Number 

W-3 

Objective: 

Protect, conserve, and manage known populations and habitat of Mammillaria 
vir idi f lora (fishhook cactus), a BLM sensitive species, and Allium 
biBelovii (Bigelow onion), Fremontodendron californicum (flannelbush), 
Nemacaulis denudata var. 9racilis (woolly heads), Opuntia wigginsii 
(Wiggins cholla) and Stil l inBia l inearifolia (linearleaf sand spurge), all 
of which are proposed BLM sensitive species. 

f 

Rationale: 

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (PL 93-205) and the Endangered 
Species Act Amendments of 1978 (PL 95-632) replaced earlier endangered 
species legislation and added a requirement that threatened and endangered 
plant (as well as animal) species be identified and conserved. The law 
requires both active management and conservation of plants and a review 
(screening) program to ensure that Federal actions do not jeopardize the 
existence of a species or adversely modify its crit ical habitat. 

The ASO Draft Manual, 6840--Threatened and Endangered Plants and Animals, 
establishes policy and guidance for the conservation of sensitive, 
threatened and endangered (S,T & E) species and their habitat on public 
land. Sections .06, .13A & B, .2, and .35 of the manual provide for 
research, habitat protection, and habitat enhancement programs for S, T & E 
species. 

I t  is Bureau policy (WO Instruction Memo 80-722, 80-753, 81-168) to 
protect, conserve, and manage federally and State listed as well as 
sensitive plants. 

Mammillaria viridif lora is rare throughout its range. Lit t le is known 
about the reproductive biology of this species; only isolated plants were 
found in the planning area. M. vir id i f lora is on the recent FWS l is t  in 
category 2 (FR 45(242):82521)-and is on the Arizona Natural Heritage 
Program (ANHP) Special Plant List. 

Allium biBelovii has a limited distribution with four known localities in 
Arizona. Future development of the Anderson Mine could eliminate the only 
documented population of this species in the planning area. A_. bigelovii 
is on the ANHP Special Plant List. 

(lnstructiot2$ o77 retserse) Form 1600-20 (April 197F) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Objective Number 

W-3 

W-3 Rationale (Cont.) 

Fremontodendron californicum is known in Arizona from about six isolated 
local i t ies. Two populations were documented in the Weaver Mountains. The 
species is on the ANHP Special Plant List.  

Nemacaulis denudata var. 9raci l is is known in Arizona from only four 
local i t ies. A single population was documented in the planning area on 
sand dunes north of Cunningham Wash. Portions of the habitat have been 
impacted by the in i t ia l  survey for a Central Arizona Project related 
powerline project. The species is on the ANHP Special Plant List.  

Opuntia wigginsii has a limited distr ibution and is known in Arizona from 
about five local i t ies in Yuma County. The species is on the recent FWS 
l i s t  in category 2 (FR 45(242):82525) and on the ANHP Speical Plant List. 

St i l l ing ia l inear i fo l ia  has a limited distribution and is presently known 
in Arizona from five areas in Mohave and Yuma Counties. Only three 
individuals were documented in the planning area. The species is on the 
ANHP Special Plant List. 

(instruclions o~ retJerse) Form 1600-20 (A~ril 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYStS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 

Step~_lO Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-3.1 

Construct the following exclosures: 

a. A 5 acre exclosure around a population of Allium bigelovii lo- 
cated in SW1/4 Sec. 11, T.11N., R.IOW. Construction should begin in FY83. 

b. A 10-15 acre exclosure around three known locali t ies of 
Mammillaria v i r id i f lora in the Harquahala, Harcuvar, and Weaver Mountains. 
The legal descriptions are not provided here for conservation reasons. 
When possible, these exclosures wi l l  also serve as wi ld l i fe  habitat 
monitoring exclosures. Construction should begin in FY83. 

: f 

Rationale: 

Fencing would protect the Allium from future surface disturbance associated 
with road construction in the Anderson Mine area. Fencing would also 
eliminate any impacts of browsing and trampling by livestock or burros. 
Exclos~res would allow for the local recovery of the vegetation. Restora- 
tion of the perennial grasses may be beneficial in the establishment of 
Mammillaria seedlings. 

Support Needs: 

Construction of Exclosure 
Coordination with Wildlife Biologist. 

Note:  Attach additional  s h e e t s ,  H needed  

( [n.~lrstc l ion.~ on reuerse) Form 1500-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
W-3.1 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

There are no significant conflicts with this recommendation. Only 35 
acres would be removed from grazing. Future development in the Anderson Mine 
area could easily avoid the proposed 5-acre exclusure. 

Wildlife habitat monitoring and range studies could use those exclosures as 
controls. Recommending the Harcuvar and Harquahala W.S.A. for wilderness ~esig- 
nation would help protect Mammillaria visidiflora. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-3.1. 

f~ 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-3.1. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, i f  needed 

f i ~ ? s t ~ c l z o n s  on  r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.44FP) 

LGN - MFP-3  

Activi ty  
W-3.1 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-3. I 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for W-3.1 to 
read: 

Further study is needed before 
fencing of these sites can be 
undertaken. 

Fencing would be used only in 
areas where other means of 
protection are not practicable. 

Reasons: 

Further study is needed to 
determine if smaller exclosures 
or other measures would provide 
the necessary conservation 
with less expense. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Note:  Attach  addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed  

( I n s t r u c t i o n s  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

I 

Name (t, IF  P ) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 W-l,.~ep 3 

Recommendation> 

W-3.2 

Monitor known local i t ies of the BLM sensitive species to determine 
population and habitat trends as well as seed v iab i l i t y  and germination 
requirements, beginning in FY83. Document impacts of herbivores, para- 
sites, diseases, and various human impacts. 

f "  

Rationale: 

See Rationale for W-3. 

The botanical inventory of LGN was conducted within a 2-year period. 
Population and habitat trends cannot be determined in this short a period 
of time. Long-term monitoring, providing data on demography, phenology, 
and reproductive ecology, is needed in order to make a meaningful 
assessment of a particular plant's status as a S, T, or E species. 

Seedlings were not observed in any of the populations studied. I f  a 
particular plant's ab i l i ty  to reproduce from seed is limited, special 
management considerations may be required in order to protect the crucial 
habitat of known populations. This type of management effort is wholly 
consistent with the intent of the Endangered Species Act. 

Support Needs: 

Qualified Plant Taxonomist and Plant Physiologist 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

This 
vation of the WSA's resource values 
this recommendation were identified. 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W-~,~ 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

type of management effort is consistent and complimentary to preser- 
(WD-5, WD-6, WD-7, WD-II). No conflicts with 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-3.2 

/ f 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-3.2 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

t lJ?slr l tc l~on.~ 0~2 reuer3e) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
W-3.2 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-3.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

( l n s t r l l c t t o n s  on reverse)  

LGN-M-FP-3:I2/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF L~u'~ID MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANA~YSIS -DECIS ION 

Name (,~FP) 

LGN 
Ac~vity 

Watershed 
~e~lay  Reference 

Step 1 W-~ep 3 

Recommendation: 

W-3.3 

Minimize surface disturbance in the sand dune area north of Cunningham Wash 
by: 

a. Limiting ORV use to existing roads, t ra i l s ,  and washes in Sec. 1, 
T.7N., R.15W. and Sec. 25,26,34,35,36, T.8N., R.15W. by FY82. 

b. Denying rights-of-way for additional roads and u t i l i t y  corridors 
within the same legal boundaries by FY82. 

Rationale: 

Surface disturbance has already taken place along the north boundary of 
Sec. 1,2,3 in T.7N., R.15W. Nemacaulis denudata var. graci l is was 
documented in this area. The deep sand soils are particularly susceptible 
to wind erosion when the natural surface and cover are disturbed. This 
type of habitat degradation would not benefit local populations of 
Nemacaulis. 

See Rationale for W-3. 

Support Needs: 

Recreation Planner 
Realty Specialist 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
W-3.3 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Denying additional rights-of-way would curtail use of existing corridor 
(L-2.1). Limiting ORV use in this area conflicts with recreation ORV 
open designation (R-5.4). 

Minimizing surface disturbance and limiting ORV use is consistent with main- 
taining wildlife habitat (WL-URA) and helps to protect cultural resources . 
(CR-3.1, CR-3.2). 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Minimize surface disturbance in the sand dune area north of Cunningham Wash 
by: 

a. Limiting ORV use to existing roads, trails and washes in Sec. I, T. 7 N., 
R. 15 W., and Sec. 25, 26, 34, 35, 36, T. 8 N., R. 15 W., by FY 82. 

Fully consider protection of habitat and populations of Nemacaulis before 
any additional rights-of-way are issued in this area. 

Reasons: 

Modified W-3.3 to exclude the denial of rights-of-way for additional roads 
and utility corridors in this area. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept W-3.3. 
Reject W-3.3. 

Support Needs: 

Recreation 
Lands 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 

f i ~ l . ¢ l r T t c l z o n s  07"1 r e l ~ e r s ~  ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-3.3 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-3.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

Note: A~tach additional sheets, if needed 

tlnstruclions on reueT, se) 

LGN-M_FP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT O F T  HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (/,IFP) 

LGN 
A~ivity 

Watershed 
Overlay Re(erence 
Step I W-]~ep 3 

Recommendation: 

W-3.4 

Implement a grazing system that would be compatible with the protection of 
Fremontodendron californicum in Sec. 34 SEI/4, T.ION., R.4W. by FY84. 

f ~  

Rationale: 

Only two isolated populations of Fremontodendron were documented in the 
Weaver Mountains. The population mentioned above is located on public 
lands. 

Fremontodendron is a shrub that is palatable to livestock. Management 
which would increase the stocking rates in this portion of the Weavers may 
adversely impact the relat ively accessible population of Fremontodendron 
located in Sec. 34. 

See Rationale for W-3. 

Support Needs: 

Range Program 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Ac~vity W-3.4 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Re£erence 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Implementing grazing methods conducive to propagation and protection of 
Fremontodendron californicum coincides with WL-2.3 recommendation to decrease 
browse utilization by 10%. 

Protection of F. californicum from excessive grazing is consistent with WL-4.2 
and WL-4.3 recommendations to protect riparian habitat near the flannelbush 
sites. 

The presence of F. californicum is considered a supplemental resource value and 
its protection will enhance the wilderness opportunities present in the study 
area (WD-6.1). 

No conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

f 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-3.4 

Reasons: 

Same as above rationale. 

Support Needs: 

Range 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-3.4 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
~t~str;~cliO~S on r e v ~ T s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-3.4 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-3.4 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/28/82 

N o t e :  Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

f[ltslr~lcttorA~ On r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

Name r.MFP) 

1GN 
Ac t i v i t y  

Watershed 
Objective N:m be~- 

W-4 

Objective: 

Maintain the exist ing species d ivers i ty  and allow for the recovery of 
vegetation at disturbed sites within the Peoples Canyon, Grapevine Springs, 
Arrastre Creek, Antelope Creek, Weaver Creek, and Harquahala Mountains 
significant botanical areas. 

~_.. 

Rationale- 

Section 102(a)(8) of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 
(Public Law 94-579) establishes as policy that public lands be managed in a 
manner that wi l l  protect sc ien t i f i c ,  ecological, and environmental values 
and that wi l l  preserve and protect certain public lands in the i r  natural 
condition. 

A noteworthy assemblage of plants was found in Peoples Canyon, 10 species 
of which were not documented elsewhere in the planning area. Perennial 
springs in this canyon feature a deciduous r iparian forest of wi l low, 
walnut, cottonwood, and sycamore. Peoples Canyon is the only documented 
loca l i t y  of sycamore in the planning area. 
See Rationale for  W-4.11. 

Arrastre Creek features an extensive r iparian deciduous forest of Alnus 
oblongi fol ia (alder) ,  Fraxinus pennsTlvanica vat. velutina (velvet ash~, 
Popu]us fremontii (cottonwood), Acer negundo (box elder),  Quercus emoryi 
(Emory oak), Quercus ~ambelii (Gambel oak), Salix bonplandiana (Bonpland 
wi l low),  and Acer 9randidentatum (big tooth maple). The r ipar ian habitat 
is in excellent condition and features a high species d ivers i ty  (see URA 
Step 3). Of the 200 plant taxa documented, 15 species were not found 
elsewhere in the planning area, Arrastre Creek is f l o r i s t i c a l l y  s imi lar to 
higher elevation ,mountainous canyons. Riparian areas of this type are 
rarely encountered on BLM-administered lands in Arizona. 
See Rationale for W-4.14. 

A population of Fremontodendron cal i fornicum, a proposed BLM sensitive 
species, occurs in association with in te r io r  chaparral at the head of 
Antelope Creek. A well developed r iparian deciduous forest is found 
downstream from Yarnell Spring. The r iparian habitat along upmer Antelooe 
Creek is in excellent condition and sup;orts a high species d ivers i ty  (see 
URA Step 3). Mammillaria v i r i d i f l o r a ,  a BLM sensitive s~ecies, was 
decumented near Antelope Spring. 
See Rationale for W-4.15. 

,r.~ :,I~'D 1-05/24/81 

: -  o , .  . .  - -  - . . ° ,  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - S T E P  1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name ( ,MFP)  " 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Objective Number 

W-4 

• " f 

/ 

W-4 Rationale (Cont.) :  

The Weaver Creek area is res t r i c ted  to the uppermost one-half  mile of th is  
drainage. Riparian vegetation of wi l low,  walnut, Arizona white oak, and 
Texas mulberry is well developed in th is  area. In protected si tes a 
d i ve rs i t y  of herbaceous r ipar ian species are found. Dalea a l b i f l o r a  
( indigo bush) and 0enothera hookeri ssp. h i rsut iss ima e'(Tv'ening primrose) 
were not documented elsewhere in the planning area (see URA Step 3). 

The north slopes of the Harquahala Mountains provide an excel lent example 
of i n t e r i o r  chaparra l - -desert  grassland vegetation in i ts  natural 
condi t ion.  A high d i ve rs i t y  of species was found in th is  area including 20 
species of native perennial grasses. A co l lec t ion  of Carex alma (sedge) 
from one of the perennial spring si tes represents a new record for Yuma 
County. An isolated population of Junioerus on the east side of Harquahala 
Peak has not previously been recorded from th is  mountain range. 
Mammillaria v i r i d i f l o r a ,  a BLM sensi t ive species, occurs in the Harquahala 
Peak area. See Rationale for  W-Z~.13. 

LGN-MFP-1 05/24/$1 

° "  " - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  m - ~ w "  . . . . . . . .  



/ UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND ~IANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRA,~EWORK PLAN 
RECCMMENE) AT1ON -ANALYSI$-E)ECISlON 

~ame (,~IF P) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
OvetL~w Re~e:ence 

f - -  

Recommendation- 

W-4.1 

Acquire through d i rec t  purchase or exchange those State lands forming a 
cor r idor  along: 

a. Peoples Canyon involv ing approximately 80 acres in Sec. 9; 100 
acres in Sec. 10; 20 acres in Sec. 14; and 140 acres in Sec. 15, T.12N., 
R. lOW. 

b. Upper Arrastre Creek involv ing approximately 80 acres in Sec. 3; 
100 acres in Sec. 4, T.ION., R.4W.; and 180 acres in Sec. 34; 160 acres in 
Sec. 35, T . I IN . ,  R.4W. 

c. Upper Antelope Creek involv ing approximately 160 acres in Sec. 9; 
40 acres in Sec. 16; 40 acres in Sec. 19; 60 acres in Sec. 21, T.ION., 
R.4OW. 

Negotiations should begin by FY83. 

Rationale: 

Acquiring these acres would create contiguous blocks of publ ic land along 
Peoples Canyon, Arrastre Creek, and Antelope Creek. 

The goals of preserving the excel lent condit ion of these r ipar ian habitats 
and maintaining the species d i ve rs i t y  would be great ly  f a c i l i t a t e d  i f  these 
areas are under one management system. 

See Rationales W-4, W-4.!1, W-4.13, W-4.14 for  addi t ional  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  for 
th is  reco,mm,,endation. 

SuoDort Needs: 

Lands Program 

L~ '~== 1 06/24/'81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Act iv i ty  

W-4. I 
Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

Acquiring those lands would conflict with L-4.1 recommendation to remove 
the described public land from federal ownership. 

Acqu~ing these lands would compliment several wildlife recommendations to protect 
riparian habitat, to expand habitat for S, T&E, animals and to manage pro- 
posed Bill Williams-Santa Maria ACEC area (WL-4.2, WL-4.3, WL-4.4, WL-4.6~ 
WL-5.4, WL-4.8). 

Acquiring lands in Peoples Canyon compliments a similar wilderness recommenda- 
tion pertaining to the P e o p l e s  Canyon Wilderness S=udy Area (WD-3.2). 

Acq~ing these lands could benefit cultural resources since any sites located 
on them would then be protected by federal antiquities law (CR-3.1, CR-3.2). 

Multiple-Use Recommendations: 

Accept W-4.1. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-4.1. 

Note: Attach  add i t iona l  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

{]tlS~YI~C~ZOTTS On ~'eveFse,) Form 1600--21 (April  1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (),IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4. I 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4. I 

Deci s ion: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for W-4. i. 

Reasons: 

The acquisition of small 
scattered tracts of land is not 
in compliance with the Bureau's 
Asset Management Policy. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

I [~tstrl/c:to~s o12 reuerse ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Watershed 

Overlay Reference 

S,ep 1 w k& 3 
H ~ 4 

Recommendation: 

W-4.2 

On those state lands that are not acquired in W-4.1, i n i t i a t e  a cooperative 
agreement with Arizona Game and Fish Department and the State Land 
Department. To adopt s imi lar  recommendations pertaining to the protection 
of the Peoples Canyon, Arrastre Creek, and Antelope Creek areas. (see MFP 
botanical overlay, W-4.6, W-4.7, W-4.9). 

Negotiations should be in i t i a ted  by FY83. 

Rationale: 

Same as W-4.1 rat ionale.  

Support Needs: 

Cooperation with resources s ta f f  at Arizona Game and Fish Department and 
State Land Department. 

qote: Attach addit ional sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 MB 
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UNITED S T A T E S  
D E P A R T M E N T  OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

t 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Act/vity W-4.2 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

A cooperative agreement with the state to protect Peoples Canyon is beneficial 
to the wilderness receommendations pertaining to this area (WD-3.1, WD-3.2). 

A cooperative agreement with the state to protect Peoples Canyon,Arrastre 
Creek and Antelope Creek compliments several wildlife recommendations to prptect 
riparian habitat to expand state-listed or sensitive wildlife habitat and to 
introduce the Gila topminnow (WL-4.3, WL-5.4, WL-4.4, WL-4.6, WL-4.8). 

No significant conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

f 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-4.2. 

Alternati~s Considered: 

Reject W-4.2 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

, I n , ¢ t r l t C t z o r A . e  O~ r e v g r s e )  Form 1600-21 (Apri! 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
W-4.2 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.2 

Decision: 

Reject Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

The State Land Department 
cannot enter into an agreement 
that would restrict their 
ability to produce revenue from 
state lands. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/25/83 

Note: Attach  addi t ional  sh ee t s ,  if needed  

IJ t ls lr l lc . t to l?S O~ reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION - A N  ALY SIS-DECISI  ON 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity Watershed 

Overlay Referenc~ 
Step1 s~'113 

Recommendat i on: 

W-4.3 

Allow for recovery of riparian vegetation in a portion of upper Weaver 
Creek b.y constructing a 2-acre exclosure in NWI/4 NE1/4 Sec. 29, T.ION., 
R.4W. (see MFP botanical overlay). Construction should begin by FY83. 

f ~  

Rationale: 

See Rationale for  W-4. 

The open topography in this portion of upper Weaver Creek allows direct 
access to the streambed. As a resul t ,  the r ipar ian vegetation has been 
severely trampled by l ivestock. Elsewhere within the Weaver Creek area the 
vegetation is in essent ia l ly  pr is t ine condit ion. Fencing would allow for  
the local regeneration of the r ipar ian vegetation and would further enhance 
the botanical signif icance of upper Weaver Creek. 

Support Needs: 

Construction of Exclosure 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 MB 

lore: Attach additiona[ shee ts ,  it" needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAH 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MF P) 

LGN 
Activity 

t,t_/I 
O v e r l a y  R e f e r e n c e -  - 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Construction of an exclosure in upper Weaver Creek is consistent with 
several wildlife reecommendations to enhance the recovery of riparian 
vegetation (WL-3.4, WL-4.1, WL-4.2, WL-4.3, WL-4.4). 

No significant conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-4.3. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-4.2 

LGN-MFP-2 06/22/81 MB 

qo~e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (;%IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4.3 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 

Recommend a t ion. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as 

Step 2. 

stated in 

More: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

, l , t s t n ,  c t t o r t s  o n  r e u e r s e ;  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



-UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Name ( I~FP)  

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 

Step~- 11 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.4 

Withdraw the Arrastre Creek (ca. 650 acres), Antelope Creek (ca. 600 
acres), and Harquahala Mountains (ca. 7,000 acres) significant botanical 
areas from future mineral entry (see MFP botanical overlay for boundaries). 
Implementation should begin in FY82. 

Rationale: 

See Rationale for W-4. 

Mining claim development disturbs the soil surface and often diverts water 
for processing operations, thus degrading the riparian habitat. 

Support Needs: 

Mineral s Program 

0 .  

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

( [~$1necl ion$ Or: reuerse) Form 1500--21 (April lg75) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activity 
W-4 .4  

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Us e Analy%is 

Withdrawal from future mineral entry conflicts with development of mineral 
resources identified in the Harquahala and Antelope Creek areas (M-2.1). 

Withdrawing these areas from future mineral entry would benefit cultural 
resources, protection and preservation (CR-3.1, CR-3.2). 

Withdrawal frommineral entry is complementary to the protection of big- 
horn sheep lambing area, riparian habitat, sensitive species habitat and 
management of proposed Harwuahala Basin ACEC [WL-2.5, WL-4.3, WL=5.2, 
WL-7.1, WL-7.2). 

Withdrawal from mineral entry would be beneficial to the proper and suc- 
cessful surface management of the wilderness resource in the Harquahalas 
(WD-7. I). 

Multiple-Use Recommendations: 

Reject W-4.4 

Reasons: 

Mineral withdrawal would not assure protection because there are numerous 
valid mining claims located within these areas. The existing 3809 regu- 
lations would provide for the mitigation of most impacts to the botani- 
cal resource. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept W-4.4. 

Supp?rt Needs : 

None. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
' I;z.~:n~cno~.~ on reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

A ct ivi ty 
W-4.4 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.4 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

¢-- 

Note:  Attach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

LGN-M.FP-3 : 12/28/82 

¢hz.. 'tr.ctzons on reuerse )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activit~Vat e rs hed 
Overlay Reference 

W- 1 
, I  

Step i IStep 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.5 

Maintain the pristine condition of the north slopes of the Harquahala 
Mountains, involving approximately 7,000 acres, by implementing a grazing 
system that does not include any water developments in this area and that 
assures no more than 20% ut i l iza i ton of key species such as the native 
perennial grasses, mountain mahogany and desert ceanothus by FY83. (see 
MPF Overlay). 

f --  

Rat ionale:  

See Rationale for W-4 

The north slopes of the Harquahala Mountains provide an excellent example 
of inter ior chaparral--desert grassland vegetation in i ts natural 
condition. The rugged terrain coupled with a paucity of water developments 
have effectively excluded livestock. I f  maintained in their present 
condition the north slopes would be valuable in comparative studies of 
other Granitic Hi l ls range sites that are now being grazed. 

Support Needs: 

Range Program 

'qote: Attach addit ional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

' ' 4 "  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 

W-4.5  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Maintenance of the pristine condition of the north side of the Harquahala 
Mountains would benefit several wildlife species and overlaps with wild- 
life reco~endation to control intensity and season of livestock use in 
the chaparral habitat on Harquahala Peak (WL-URA, WL-2.2, WL-2.3, WL- 
5.1, WL-7.3. 

No significant conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

f--- 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Implement ~ grazing system that will assure the maintenance of the pristine 
condition of the north slopes of the Harquahala Mountains, involving ap- 
proximately 7,000 acres, by FY 83. (See MFP overlay). 

Reasons : 

Modified W-4.5 to drop the specific aspects of the recommended grazing 
system. The rugged terrain precludes the construction of water develop- 
ments on the north slopes. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-4.5 
Accept W-4.5 

Support Needs : 

Range program. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

([22~tTIICtZO~S 01"1 reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name C*IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4.5 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.5 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

Note:  Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

¢~;Istrltclzo~TS 0r2 ret~erse) 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (,~IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
C~,erLay Reference 
Step 1 W-1~ep 3 

I I 

Recommendation: 

W-4.6 

Protect the Peoples Canyon (350 acres), Grapevine Springs (50 acres), 
Arrastre Creek (650 acres), Antelope Creek (600 acres), Weaver Creek (150 
acres), and Harquahala Mountains (7,000 acres) significant botanical areas 
from habitat disturbances created by the following starting in FY83. 

a. 

b. 
C. 
d. 
e. 
f. 

Building of Structures 
Land Clearing 
Mi ni ng 
Road Construction 
Ri ghts-of-Way 
Intensive livestock use of riparian habitat. 

Rat ionale:  

See Rat ionale f o r  W-4. 

Although small, these areas support a high diversity of species. Many of 
these plants are narrowly restricted to these riparian areas. The 
activities listed above all disturb the soil surface and would thus 
contribute to the degradation of these riparian habitats. 

Support Needs: 

Lands Program 
Range Program 
Minerals Program 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W-4.6 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Protection of these areas from mining conflicts with development of min- 
erals in the Harquahala Mrs. and along Antelope and Weaver Creeks (M-2.1). 

Protection of these areas from additional rights-of-way conflicts with 
future demands for R/W for various lands actions (L-2.3, L-3.1, L-4.1). 

Protection of these areas is consistent with several wildlife recommenda- 
tions pertaining toriparian habitat and habitat for protected species. 
(WL-4.3, WL-5 .2 ,  WL-7.1, W L - 7 . 2 ) .  

Protection of Peoples Canyon will be beneficial to the maintenance of 
the wilderness resource values in the Peoples Canyon WSA (WD-3.1). 

Protection of the Harquahalas area will enhance the wilderness opportun- 
ities present in the study area (WD-7.1). 

Protective measures, particularly in the Harquahala Mountains, would bene- 
fit the preservation of numerous sensitive hsitroci and prehistoric sites 
(CR-3.1, CR-3.2). 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Protect the Peoples Canyon (350 acres), Arrastre Creek (650 acres), An- 
teleope Creek (600 acres), Weaver Creek (150 acres) and Harquahala Moun- 
tains (7,000 acres) significant botanical areas from habitat disturbances 
created by the following starting in FY 83. 

a. Building of structures; b. land clearing; c. mining within the frame- 
work of the 3809 regulations); d. road construction; e. rights-of-way; 
f. implementing a grazing system that would prevent intensive livestock 
use of riparian habitat. 

Reasons: 

Modified W-4.6 to clarify the protective measures W-4.6C and W-A.6f. 

Alternatives Considered: Lands, range, minerals 

Reject W-4.6 
Accept W-4.6 

Support Needs : 
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

I I~l .¢trrtcl toTIs O~ r e l ) ~ T s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name f~IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4.6 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.6 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach  a d d i t i o n a l  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  

r ~ t l S I 7 7 t C l l O ? I , ~  o r l  rever se )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( N F P )  

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 

Step~l... 11 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.7 

Close the Arrastre Creek (ca. 650 acres) and Antelope Creek (ca. 600 acres) 
areas to ORV use by FY83. Refer to MFP botanical overlay for boundaries. 

Rati onal e: 

See Rationale for W-4. 

The use of vehicles in the streambed or on the adjacent terraces would 
adversely impact riparian vegetation. 

Support Needs: 

Recreation P1 anner 

Y 

Note: Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

( [ n s l n t r / i o n s  on reverse) Form 1600--21 (AprLt 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use AnalTsis 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN 
Activity 

W-4.7 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Closing Arrastre and Antelope creeks to ORV conflicts with recreation 
recommendation which has designated these areas as limited. 

Closing these areas to ORV use benefits preservation of cultural resources 
(CR-3.1, CR-3.2) as well as wildlife habitat (WL-4.3), WL-5.2). 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Limit ORV use to existing roads and trails in the Arrastre Creek ( 
acres) and Antelope Creek ( 600 acres) areas by FY 83. 

6.50 

f- Reasons: 

Modified W-4.7 to agree with the limited ORV designation recommendation 
for Antelope and Arrastre creeks. Mining and ranching interests in the 
SE areas will require the use of the existing roads and trails. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-4.7 

Accept W-4.7 

Support Needs: 

Recreation planner. 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

' I n s , ' n l c I z o n s  on  r e , v e r s e )  Fo .r:... 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (HFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
W-4.7 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.7 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

tlttstrllctlottY 01"2 ret~erse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP] 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 

Step~1.11 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.8 

Monitor recreation and its effects on the riparian vegetation along 
Arrastre Creek, beginning in FY83. 

Rationale: 

See Rationale for W-4. 

The LGN planning process has drawn public attention to Arrastre Creek, 
encouraging increased recreational use of the area. Monitoring would 
determine i f  this use degrades the riparian vegetation. 

. j r -  

Support Needs: 

Recreation Pl anner 

. % .  

No~e: Attach sdditlonal sheets, H needed 

~ln$1n, clions o~ reuerse)  
Forint600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS -DECIS ION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

No significant benefits or conflicts were identified. 

Name (blFP) 
LGN 

Activity W-4.8 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-4.8 

f 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

[l~L~:rl~ctlons on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( 3 | F P )  

LGN - MFP-3 

Activ~y 
W-4.8 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

W-4.8 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

N o t e :  Attach addit ional shee t s ,  if needed 

'lnstrllclzon.~ on r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MYP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A=~rshed 
OveTlay..Reference 
StepV~-'" i i Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.9 

Init iate a cooperative agreement with the State Land Department and private 
land owners to develop a grazing system that would minimize livestock use 
in the Peoples Canyon, Arrastre Creek, and Antelope Creek significant 
botanical areas by FY83. 

f ~  

Rationale: 

The planning area has l i t t l e  perennial water, making the riparian habitat 
in Peoples Canyon, Arrastre Creek, and Antelope Creek particularly 
susceptible to overutilization by livestock. Fencing the more extensive 
drainages is not practical. Protecting these areas thus depends on 
implementing a grazing system that will not require direct use of the 
riparian habitat. 

Support Needs: 

Range Program 
Cooperation with State Land Department and private land owners 

Noee: Attach addlt lon~l  s h e e t s ,  H n e e d e d  

(Instn~csions o n  reuerse) Form 1600--21 (April 197.5) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W-4.9  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Minimizing livestock use in the Peoples Canyon, Arrastre, and Antelope 
Creek riparian areas is consitent with the WL recommendation to control 
grazing use in riparian areas and use areas and use cottonwoods and 
willows as key spp. (WL-4.2). 

No significant conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept W-4.9 

Alternatives Considered: 

Rejec~ W-4.9 

N o t e :  Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

[ Ins l rT~cI lon .  ~ on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4.9 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.9 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

t l~z6"trt tctzorly; ON r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Watershed 
Overlay Reference 

Step I W ~  3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.10 

Ensure the legal avai labi l i ty of water and maintain adequate flows in 
springs located on BLM-administered lands within the Arrastre Creek, 
Anteleope Creek, Weaver Creek and Harquahala Mountains areas. Strategies 
for assuring spring flows should be init iated in FY82. Refer to MFP 
botanical overlay for area boundaries. 

Rationale: 

See Rationale for Objective W-4. 

The riparian species are dependent on a perennial water source and would be 
vulnerable to any activit ies affecting the flow of these springs. Assuring 
adequate spring flows in these areas is vital to the maintenance of the 
ripari an communities. 

Support Needs: 

Hydrologist 
Department of Water Resources 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 

,tore: Attach addi t ional  sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP)  

LGN 
Activity 

W-4. I0 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use AnalTsis 

Securing available water rights will facilitate restoration of cottonwood- 
willow habitat and overlaps with a similar wildlife recommendation (WL- 
3.4, WL-4.4). Management to assure protection of water sources in the 
Harquahala Mountains will benefit the wilderness values of this area 
(WD--7.1). 

No signif$cant conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

f~ 

Multiple-Use Recommendation : 

Accept W-4. I0. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-4.10 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

(l~L~tm~c!zons on reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name ( :HFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4. I0 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.10 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

ReaSOnS: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note :  Attach additional sheets, if needed 

rlm~':,v~clzons on reue?se)  

LGN-MFP-3:I2/28/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Watershed 

Overlay Reference 
step 1 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.11 

Designate a one-half mile stretch of Peoples Canyon, involving approxi- 
mately 20 acres, (see MFP overlay) as an ACEC and protect the important 
resources by: 

a. Closing the area to ORV use by FY82. 

b. Withdrawing the area from future mineral entry by FY83. 

c. Denying permits for any actions that wi l l  result in surface 
disturbance by FY83. 

d. Ensuring the legal ava i l ab i l i t y  of water and preventing excessive 
water withdrawal from South Peoples Spring by FY 82. 

e. Constructing a livestock and burro exclosure near South Peoples 
Spring by FY83. This project involves about 800 feet of fencing across 
Peoples Canyon and 700 feet of fencing along the east side of the canyon 
just downstream from South Peoples Spring. 

f .  Monitoring recreational use and i ts  affect on the vegetation of 
the canyon by FY83. 

g. Limit ing use of the spring area to compatible recreational,  
educational, and sc ien t i f i c  ac t iv i t ies  by FY82. 

Rationale: 

A noteworthy assemblage of plants was found in Peoples Canyon, 10 species 
of which were not documented elsewhere i n t h e  planning area. South Peoples 
Spring provides an outstanding example of pr is t ine r iparian vegetation with 
healthy populations of Epipactis gigantea (Helleborine), Adiantum 
capi l lus-veneris (maidenhair fern) ,  Equisetum h~emale var~ ~ (scouring 
rush), Imperata brev i fo l ia  ( sa t i n ta i l )  and Thel~pteris p u b e ~ v a r .  
sonorensis. The~ s - -~es  are narrowly restr icted to protected spring 
sites in isolated canyons. Because of i ts  l imited d is t r ibu t ion ,  the 
Thelxpteris has been added to the Arizona Natural Heritage Program's l i s t  
of special plants. 

The spring area is v isual ly  dominated by 60-75 foot t a l l  Platanus wr ight i i  
(sycamore) and Populus fremonti i (cottonwood) trees. The presence of 
water, a broadleaf r ipar ian community, and steep canyon walls provide 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 
~ote: Attac~ additional sheets, i( needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

, . .  . ,  

W-4-11 Rationale (Cont.) 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Watershed 

Overlay Referen=e 
Step i Step 3 

suitable habitat for many species of wildlii;e, including nesting sites for 
prairie falcons, the zone-tailed hawk--a State listed sensitive species-- 
and the Bell's vireo--a BLM sensitive species. South Peoples Spring has 
also been identified as a suitable site for reintroduction of the Gila 
topminnow, a federally listed threatened species. 

This pr is t ine r ipar ian habitat is narrowly restr ic ted to the immediate area 
of South Peoples Spring. Any surface disturbance or water withdrawals 
could easi ly  and quickly degrade or destroy the area's inherent resources. 
Its suscept ib i l i t y  to adverse actions make protection of th is portion of 
Peoples Canyon a c r i t i ca l  concern. 

Hiking, backpacking, and educational and sc ien t i f i c  ac t i v i t i es  are 
compatible with the protection of th is area. However, South Peoples Spring 
l ies  within the Peoples Canyon (2-68) Wilderness Study Area. Increased 
v is i ta t ion  as a resul t  of wilderness designation may require monitoring to 
determine impacts of hikers and campers on the f rag i le  r ipar ian vegetation. 

Support Needs: 

a. Recreation 
b. Minerals 
c. Lands 
d. Hydrologist and Department of Water Resources 
e. Construction of fencing capable of excluding burros and l ivestock 
f .  Recreation 
g. None 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 

~;ote: Attach additional sheets. £f needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MF P ) 

LGN 
Activity 

W-4.1 l 
Overlay Reference 
Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Peoples Canyon is located within an area designated potentially valuable 
for base metals. A 20-acre withdrawal conflicts with development of the 
mineral resource in this area (M-2.1). 

Prohibiting surface disturbance could confl ict with the scienti f ic use of 
cultural resources i f  that use included archeological excavation (CR-4.1). 

The Peoples Canyon ACEC overlaps and compliments the wi ld l i fe Bi l l  
Williams-Santa Maria ACEC (WL-4.8). 

An ACEC designation would protect cultural resources in this area (CR-3.1, 
CR-3.2). 

Closing Peoples Canyon to ORV use complements a similar recreation 
recommendation (CR-5.3). 

Protective measures in this ACEC recommendation are all compatible and 
complimentary to the administrtion of the area as wilderness (WD-3.1). 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Designate a one-half mile stretch of Peoples Canyon (20 acres) as an Area 
of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). The following activit ies are 
potentially inconsistent with the improvement and protection of this area 
and wil l  be addressed in the ACEC plan: a) mineral development; b) surface 
disturbing act ivi t ies; c) avai labi l i ty  of water and excessive water 
withdrawal from South Peoples Spring; d) recreational use and its effect on 
vegetation. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject W-4.11 

Support Needs: 

B ot any 

No~e: A:~ach additional sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 
i | i i i  

Fo.'r.. !600--21 (Ap::l 19TSj 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4. ii 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4. Ii 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for W-4.11 to 
read: 

This stretch of Peoples Canyon 
has been included in an area 
being considered for wilderness 
designation. IMP guidelines 
will be followed in this area. 

Reasons: 

IMP guidelines and existing 
regulations will provide the 
necessary protection of this 
area. 

Note :  Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3:01/25/83 

~h2struct ions  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Recommendation: 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Watershed 

Overlay Reference 

W-4.12 

Designate Grapevine Springs, involving approximately 50 acres, (see MFP 
overlay) as an ACEC and protect the important resources by the following 
measures. 

a. Closing the area to ORV use by FY82. 

b. Withdrawing the area from future mineral entry by FY82. 

c. Denying permits for any surfape disturbing lands actions, 
part icular ly rights-of-way for roads by FY82. 

d. Ensuring the legal ava i lab i l i ty  of water and preventing excessive 
withdrawal from these springs, by FY 82. 

e. Restricting rights-of-way for water diversion projects, beginning 
in FY81. 

f .  Constructing exclosures around springs by FY82. This project 
involves a 3-acre exclosure in NWI/4 Sec. 21, a lO-acre exclosure in NE 1/4 
Sec. 21, a 3-acre exclosure in NEI/4 Sec. 22, a lO-acre exclosure in NW1/4 
Sec. 23, and a 2-acre exclosure in NE1/4 Sec. 23, T.11N., R.IIW. The 
fencing should be capable of excluding burros and livestock. 

g. Limiting use of the immediate spring areas to compatible 
recreational, educational, and sc ient i f ic  act iv i t ies  by FY83. 

Rationale: 

Several perennial springs, known col lect ively as Grapevine Springs, are 
concentrated on the south side of the Santa Maria River in a series of 
narrow canyons carved from localized outcrops of Tertiary sandstone and 
shale (see MFP overlay). A local ly luxuriant riparian vegetation contrasts 
markedly with the Sonoran desertscrub on the adjacent arid slopes. 

The moist c l i f f  faces associated with Grapevine Springs feature extensive 
populations of AquileBia chrysantha (columbine), Adiantum capillus-veneris 
(maidenhair fern), Epipactis giganteus (helleborine), and Mimulus 
cardinalis (monkey flower). Several species including Andropogon 
91omeratus (bush beardgrass), Lobelia cardinalis (cardinal f lower), and 
Apocynum suksdorfii (dogbane) were not encountered elsewhere in the 

ore: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-1 06/22/81 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity Watershed 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.12 Rationale ICont.): 

planning area. Grapevine Springs is one of the three documented local i t ies 
in the State for Juncus articulatus (jointed rush). I t  has been added to 
the Arizona Natural Heritage Program's l i s t  of special plants. Grapevine 
Springs is contiguous with the Grapevine Ranch, which has been proposed as 
a scient i f ic natural area. 

From a wi ld l i fe  standpoint, the riparian habitats support the highest 
diversity of species of any plant community encountered in the planning 
area. Grapevine Springs has been identif ied as a suitable site for the 
reintroduction of the Gila topminnow, a federally l isted threatened 
species. The Sonoran mud tur t le ,  although local ly common at Grapevine 
Springs, is restricted to similar riparian habitats. 

Near Grapevine Springs many mining claims have been f i led with BLM. 
Considerable attention would be directed toward Grapevine Springs in the 
event of any mining operations requiring a water source. Diversion of 
excessive amounts of water from these springs would eliminate the majority 
of species that make Grapevine Springs an area of biological significance. 

Exclosures are needed to protect the riparian habitat. Although two of the 
springs are relat ively protected by a series of steep drop-offs, one was 
recently trampled by livestock. The remaining springs are accessible. 
Grapevine Springs are situated within the Alamo Lake burro area and may be 
impacted by burros, part icularly during dry periods. 

The riparian vegetation is restricted to the immediate area of each 
perennial spring, making i t  vulnerable to any surface disturbance and water 
withdrawals. The associated wi ld l i fe  species are also susceptible to 
adverse actions in this area. Special management attention is required to 
prevent irreparable damage to the riparian habitat at Grapevine Springs. 

Hiking as well as educational and scient i f ic act ivi t ies are compatible with 
the protection of this area. 

Support Needs: 

a. Recreation 
b. Minerals Program 
c. Lands Program 
d. Hydrologist and Department of Water Resoruces 
e. Lands Program 
f. Construction of fences capable of excluding livestock and burros 
g. None 

LGN-MFP-I 06/22/81 
,to*e: A t t a c h  additional shee t s ,  if n e e d e d  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T  I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I  ON 

Multiple-Use Analysis: 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Ac~vity 

W-4.12 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Closing Grapevine Springs to ORV conflicts with the recreation ORV 
designation (R-5.2). This area is possibly valuable for locatable minerals 
and therefore conflicts with mineral withdrawal (M-2.1). Future need for 
rights-of-way in this area conflicts with recommendation to deny additional 
permits for surface-disturbing lands actions (L-2.3). 

An ACEC designation would help preserve and protect cultural resources in 
the area (CR-3.1, CR-3.2). Grapevine Springs overlap with wildl ife Bill 
Williams-Santa Maria ACEC (WL-4.8). 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendat i on: 

Designate Grapevine Springs (50 acres) as an ACEC. The following 
activities are potentially inconsistent with the improvement and protection 
of this area and will be addressed in the ACEC plan: a) surface disturbing 
activit ies; b) water availability and withdrawals from the springs; c) 
rights-of-way for water diversion projects; d) livestock and burro access 
to the spring. Also, use of the immediate spring areas will be limited to 
compatible recreational, educational, and scientific uses. 

Reasons: 

Modified W-4.12 to exclude mineral withdrawal and to clarify W-4.12 d. 

Mineral withdrawal would not assure protection because there are numerous 
valid mining claims located within these areas. The existing 3809 
regulations would provide for the mitigation of most impacts to the 
botanical resource. 

An ACEC plan will identify specific sensitive areas in need of protection. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 

[ ~JtS ;~lCt:O~$ 0"11 rL'V~'rse) 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Fo ~... 16.30-21 (April i.~7.~'; 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS -DECIS ION 

i ,  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
W-4.12  C o n t i n u e d  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept W-4.12 
Reject W-4.12 

Support Needs: 

Recreation 
Minerals 
Lands 
Hydrologist and Department of Water Resources 
Construction of fences 

. f- 

Note: Attach additional sheets, i f  needed 

tJll.¢lrTaC'zofT~ Off reve~'se) Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4.12 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.12 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for W-4.12 to 
read: 

Disturbance to the area around 
Grapevine Springs will be 
minimized through an agreement 
with the permittee on the Santa 
Maria Allotment. 

Reasons: 

Access to this area and some of 
the water rights are privately 
owned. With the owner ' s 
cooperation, the necessary 
protection can be accomplished. 

N o f e :  Attach additional sheets, if needed 

¢ l , ~ s t r ~ c t i o n s  on rez, e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3:01/25/83 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A:t~ershed 
Over lay #~i~r~flce 
Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.13 

Designate the Harquahala Mountains Significant Botanical Area as an area of 
cr i t ica l  environmental concern (ACEC)(approximately 7000 acres). The 
following act ivi t ies are incompatible with protection of this area: 

a. 

b. 
C, 
d. 
e, 
f .  
g. 

Further mineral development 
ORV use 
Road bui I di ng 
Additional rights-of-way 
Intensive livestock grazing 
Land clearing 
Buil ding of structures 

Rationale: 

This area supports a high diversity of plant species. The botanical 
significance of the Harquahala Mountains is further enhanced by the 
presence of Mammillaria v i r id i f l o ra ,  a BLM sensitive species and a category 
2 species on the recent FWS l i s t .  A small, re l ic t  population of Juniper, 
which may represent a new taxon, occurs in this area. Juniper has not 
previously been documented from the Harquahala Mountains. A perennial 
spring site near Harquahala Peak represents a range extension for Carex 
alma. This sedge was not encountered elsewhere in the planning area. 

The north slopes of the Harquahala Mountains provide an excellent example 
of inter ior chaparral-desert grassland vegetation in i ts natural condition. 
Extensive stands of several native perennial grasses in addition to 
vigorous populations of the highly palatable mountain mahogany are found in 
this area. This biotic community is rarely encountered in such pristine 
condition and thus serves as a valuable comparison with other Granitic 
Hil ls range sites that are presently being grazed. 

In contrast to the north facing slopes, Harquahala Peak i t se l f  is subject 
to livestock grazing as well as considerable mining act iv i ty and associated 
road building. Continued development would result in further degradation 
of this habitat. An ACEC designation is recommended to assure protection 
and recovery of the Harquahala Peak area and to maintain the present 
natural condition of the north slopes. 

Support Needs: 

a. Minerals 
b. Recreation 
c. Lands 
d. Range 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D  A T  ION - AN A L Y  S1S-  D EC lSl ON 

Multiple-Use Anal~,sis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W-4.13 
OverLay Refe:ence 

Step 1 Step 3 

Closing 7,000 acres in the Harquahala Mts. to ORV conflicts with the 
recreation limited ORV designation (CR-5.1). Prohibiting further mineral 
development, additional structures and rights-of-way conflicts with 
construction of a communication site and mineral operations (L-2.3, L-3.1, 
M-2.1). 

This ACEC recommendation compliments the management of the area as wilder- 
ness (WD-7). 

An ACEC in the Harquahala Mts. would be beneficial for cultural resource 
protection and preservation (CR-3.1, CR-3.2). 

The botanical ACEC overlaps with wildl i fe ACEC for this area (WL-7.1). 

,: f -  Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Designate the major chaparral basin and areas below i t  to the east in the 
Harquahala Mountains as an ACEC (5,000 acres). The following activities 
are potentially inconsistent with the improvement and protection of this 
area and will be addressed in the ACEC plan: a) mineral development; b) 
road building; c) rights-of-way; d) uncontrolled livestock grazing; e) land 
clearing; f) building of structures. 

Reasons: 

Modified W-4.13 so that the boundaries of the botanical ACEC agreed with 
the wildl i fe ACEC and specific sensitive areas are identified in an ACEC 
plan. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept W-4.13 
Reject W-4.13 

Support Needs: 

Minerals 
Recreation. 
Lands 
Range 

Nofe: A'tach additional sheets, i f  needed 

' {~ZS~IC:ZO~S 0"1l Pe~,e;'se; 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Form Z6,D0--21 (Apt!' 1975 ~, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4 • 13 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

W-4.13 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for W-4.13 to 
read: 

An Allotment Management Plan 
will be developed that will 
protect this area from over- 
grazing. All other uses or 
developments incompatible with 
the protection of this area 
will be restricted to the 
extent possible under existing 

regulations. 

Reasons: 

Designation of this area as an 
Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC) is not neces- 
sary. The resource value of 
this area can be protected with 
existing regulations. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/25/83 

No~e: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

~h~xtrucl ions on reuer se )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

i I 

Recommendat i on: 

Name CMFP) 
LGN 

A:'~ershed 

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.14 

Designate public lands within the Arrastre Creek Significant Botanical Area 
as an area of cr i t ica l  environmental concern (ACEC) (approximately 650 
acres). The following act iv i t ies are incompatible with protection of this 
area: 

a. 

b. 
C. 
d. 
e. 
f .  
g. 

Further mineral development 
ORV use 
Road building 
Additional r i  ghts-of-way 
Intensive livestock grazing 
Land clearing 
Building of structures 

Rationale: 

Arrastre Creek features an extensive riparian "deciduous forest of alder, 
velvet, ash, cottonwood, box elder, Emory oak, Gambel oak, Bonpland willow 
and big tooth maple. The riparian habitat is in excellent condition and 
supports a high species diversity. Of the 200 plant taxa documented, 15 
species were not found elsewhere in the planning area. Several species, 
such as mouse-ear chickweed, bee balm and grassleaf lettuce, typical ly 
occur at high elevations and are thus narrowly restricted in this area to 
the moist, protected sites along Arrastre Creek. Arrastre Creek is 
f l o r i s t i ca l l y  similar to higher elevation mountainous canyons. Riparian 
areas of this type are rarely encountered on BLM-administered lands in 
Arizona. 

Notwithstanding the high species diversity, many of the plants are 
represented by a single population or even a few individuals, making the 
flora of this drainage part icularly vulnerable to surface disturbance. 
Development of mining claims in the immediate v ic in i ty  of Arrastre Creek 
would adversely impact the riparian corridor. Although presently in 
excellent condition, the impact of heavy grazing in the past is evident on 
adjacent alluvial terraces that support primarily less desirable annuals 
such as l i t t l e  barley and red brome. To prevent degradation of the 
riparian habitat and protect the existing species diversity, an ACEC 
designation is recommended. 

Support Needs: 

a. Minerals 
b. Recreation 
c. Lands 
d. Lands 
e. Range 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multi pl e-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W-4.14 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Arrastre Creek ACEC recommendation conflicts with future need for 
right-of-way in this area and with the exchange or sale of public lands 
along Arrastre Creek (L-2.3, L-4.1). 

Closing Arrastre Creek to ORV use conflicts with the existing limited ORV 
designation R-5.2). 

An ACEC designation would help to protect cultural resources in this area 
(CR-3.1, CR-3.2). This ACEC recommendation benefits wi ld l i fe recom- 
mendations pertaining to riparian habitat and protection of sensitive and 
state-listed species habitat (WL-4.2, WL-4.3, WL-5.2). 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Designate public lands within the Arrastre Creek significant botanical area 
as an ACEC (650 acres). The following activit ies are incompatible with the 
improvement and protection of the area and wil l  be addressed in the ACEC 
plan: a) mineral development; b) road building; c) additional 
rights-of-way; d) uncontrolled livestock grazing; e) land clearing; f) 
building of structures. 

Reasons: 

This was modified to wait until an ACEC plan identif ies specific sensitive 
areas that need protection. 

Support Needs: 

Minerals 
Recreation 
Lands 
Range 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept W-4.14 
Reject W-4.14 

Note: At:ach additional sheets, :J needed 

¢ l l lS tn lC: lOaX 017 rez~er3e) 

LGN-MFP-2 07117/81 

Font, 1600--21 (Aprii 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDAT ION-AN ALYSIS-DECISIDN 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
W-4.14 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4 • 14 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation for W-4.14 to 
read: 

All developments and uses 
incompatible with the protec- 
tion of this area will be 
restricted to the extent 
possible under existing 
regulations. 

Reasons: 

Designation of this area as an 
Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC) is not neces- 
sary. The resource value of 
this area can be protected with 
existing regulations. 

Note: Attach  addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

~ l n s t r . r t i o n s  on r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3:01/25/83 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITKD STATES 
DF.,PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSI$-OECI$10N 

I I  

Recommendat i on: 

Name (MF P ) 

LGN 
Ac',~vit7 

Watershed 
C~e~la7 Refere~c,~ 

s:,p iW-ll s:ep s 

W-4.15 

Designate public lands within the Antelope Creek Significant Botanical Area 
as an area of cr i t ica l  environmental concern (ACEC) (approximately 600 
acres). The following activit ies are incompatible with protection of this 
area: 

a. Further mineral development 
b. ORV use 
c. Road building 
d .  Additional rights-of-way 
e. Intensive livestock grazing 
f. Land clearing 
g. Buildi ng of structures 

Rational e: 

An extensive riparian deciduous forest of walnut, cottonwood, Goodding 
willow, Arizona oak, Coyote willow, Bonpland willow, netleaf hackberry, 
southwestern black cherry, and blueberry elder is found along upper 
Antelope Creek. The riparian habitat is in excellent condition and 
supports a high species diversity. Viable populations of palatable species 
such as blue wild rye, California brome, cat- ta i l ,  spike bent, sedge, and 
rush are well developed along upper Antelope Creek. Individuals of scarlet 
sumac, dogbane, Palmer lupine, and deer brush were not documented elsewhere 
in the planning area. The botanical significance of this area is further 
enhanced by the presence of two BLM sensitive species, Fremontodendron 
californicum and Mammillaria v i r id i f lo ra .  

Much of the ri pari an zone is relatively undisturbed by grazing and mini ng 
act ivi t ies. This condition is in sharp contrast to lower Antelope Creek 
where extensive blading for roads and land clearing has taken place. 
Recently, access to upper Antelope Creek has been provided by a road 
constructed in trespass. As of August, 1980, numerous mining claims in the 
immediate vicini ty of upper Antelope Creek had been f i led with BLM. 
Encouraged by the improved access, development of mining claims would 
disturb soil surface and adversely impact the riparian corridor. Increased 
ut i l izat ion and trampling by livestock would reduce the diversity and vigor 
of the riparian community. To prevent degradation of this riparian habitat 
and protect the existing species diversity, an ACEC designation is 
recommended. 

Support Needs: 

a. Minerals 
b. Recreation 
c. Lands 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.'HFP) 
LGN 

A='v~[Z4.15 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Antelope Creek ACEC recommendation conflicts with future need for 
right-of-way in this area and with the exchange or sale of public lands 
along the creek (L-2.3, L-4.1). Closing Antelope Creek to ORV use 
conflicts with the existing limited ORV designation (R-5.2). 

An ACEC designation would help to protect cultural resources in this area 
(CR-3.1, CR-3.2). This ACEC recommendation benefits wi ldl i fe recom- 
mendation pertaining to riparian habitat and protection of sensitive and 
state-listed species habitat (WL-4.2, WL-4.3, WL-5.2). 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Designate public lands within the Arrastre Creek significant botanical area 
as an ACEC (650 acres). The following activit ies are incompatible with the 
improvement and protection of the area and will be addressed in the ACEC 
plan: a) mineral development; b) road building; c) additional rights- 
of-way; d) uncontrolled livestock grazing; e) land clearing; f) building o f  
structures. 

Reasons: 

This was modified to wait until an ACEC plan identifies specific sensitive 
areas that need protection. 

Support Needs: 

Minerals 
Recreation 
Lands 
Range 

Alternatives Considered: 

Modify W-4.15 
Reject W-4.15 

Note: Attach additional sheets. ~ needed 

~t~z.~:r,~c:iom.s on reverse) 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Fo~ 1200-21 kApr!1 1975], 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.~FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
W-4.15 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

W-4.15 

Decision: 

Modify Step 2, Multlple-Use 
Recommendation for W-4.15 to 
read: 

An Allotment Management Plan 
will be developed that will 
protect this area from over- 
grazing. All other uses or 
developments incompatible with 
the protection of this area 
will be restricted to the 
extent possible under existing 
regulations. 

Reasons: 

Designation of this area as an 
Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC) is not neces- 
sary. The resource value of 
this area can be protected with 
existing regulations. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

(]tlstrl:cliorl.~ Or7 r e u e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3 : 01/25/83 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND ~ANAGEMENT 

M~AG [MEN'i' F RAkIEWORK PI.A~ 
RE:COMMENC) A T i O N - A N A L . Y S l S - O E C I S i O N  

I 

N.me  (IWFPJ 
LGN 

"=u~l~ershed 

Step t " " * "  " Step 3 

Recommendation: 

W-4.16 

Develop a fire management program for riparian habitat within all of the 
significant botanical areas. 

f ~  

Rationale: 

Riparian habitat in the Peoples Canyon, Grapevine Springs, Arrastre Creek, 
Antelope Creek, Weaver Creek and Harqualiala Mountains areas covers a very 
small area and thus is particularly vulnerable to the impacts of f ire and 

L:some fire suppression activities. 

Support Needs: 

Fire program 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR • 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFPJ 
LGN 

Activity 
W - 4 . 1 6  

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Developing a fire management program for riparian habitat compliments a 
similar wildlife recommendation (WL-4.9). No significant conflicts were 
identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Develop a fire management programto protect riparian habitat from fire 
within all of the significant botanical areas. 

f- 

Reasons: 

Modified W-4.16 to clarify the 
habitat. 

Support Needs: 

Fire program 

intent of fire management for riparian 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept W-4.16 
Reject W-4.16 

Note:  Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

Ib l s l ruc t ions  on reverse )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W-4.16  

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

W-4.16 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

% 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

I n s t r u c l z o n s  on  r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (.tlFPJ 

LGN 
Activity 

Hi I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

,Jt=i~ : Step 3 

Objective: 

Improve upland and small game habitat (1,237,188 acres) by FYgO. 

Rationale: 

Habitat needs of upland and small game species require special management 
consideration. These species' habitat (primarily cover and structure) is 
declining due to activities that reduce their structural components. 
Additional improvement can be obtained by improving water availabil i ty. 
Upland and small game demand is high. A total of 5,700 visitor days are 
spent hunting these animals each year (PAA). Upland and small-game hunter 
demand is expected to increase 20% by FY90 (PAA). Therefore, upland and 
small-game habitat must be maintained and improved to help meet present and 
future population needs. 

In addition to increasing hunting and recreational opportunities, 
improvement of upland and small-game habitat wil l  also improve habitat 
components needed by other wi ldl i fe. 

The AG&FD's Strategic Plans for small game reflect the department's wish to 
improve habitat needed for additional sightseeing and hunting opportunity 
for the state's hunting/sightseeing public and to meet projected demand. 

03125181 

Note. Attach add i t iona l  sheets, i f  needed 

Fo.-.'r.. 1600-21 ,,April 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

I 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A=:ivi~i I dl i fe 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

Wt'-l.1 

Provide w i l d l i f e  safe access and year-round water at 150 l ivestock waters 
on public lands by 1987 and cooperate with al lot tees to develop s imi lar  
considerations on private lands. 

Rationale: 

Small-and upland game need ready access to water, and many die attempting 
to get water from unsafe sources. ASO IM-80-142 describes the methodolgy 
of making water access safe to w i l d l i f e .  

Water is an important habitat c r i te r ion  for upland and small game species 
as opposed to most other desert-adapted w i l d l i f e .  Increasing water 
a v a i l a b i l i t y  in dry areas, w i l l  increase the populations of these game 
species. 

Support Needs: 

i .  

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Engineering for design and construction. 
Construction and maintenance of fences and water developments. 
Contract preparation and supervision. 
Clearances: v isual,  cu l tu ra l ,  T&E plants and animals. 
Watershed program. 

03/25/81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.tlFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-I. 1 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

The modif ication of exist ing water f a c i l i t i e s  to provide w i l d l i f e  safe use 
and access is Bureau Policy (ASO IM 80-142) and modifications are needed in 
LGN where w i l d l i f e  losses are occurring. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-I.I 

Alternatives Considered: 

None 

- f 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note Attach additional sheets, if needed 

. , /, . ,< , Fo:.-.. 16,'~0-21 ~Apr:I 197.~'* 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-ANALYSIS -DECIS ION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
W L -1 .1  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-I. i 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

N o t e :  Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed  

~ l n s t t T t c t i o n s  on re t~erse )  

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 





UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

N a m e  (3IFP) 

LGN 
A c t i v i t y  

WL-1.2 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Additional water sources wi l l  benefit small game and upland game wi ld l i fe  
habitat with no significant impact on other land uses as no conflicts have 
been documented. This habitat improvement wi l l  be effective while not 
inhibiting other resource uses. 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-I.2 

A1 ternati yes Considered: 

Reject WL-I.2 
Modify WL-1.2 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note  A t t a c h  a d d i t l o n a l  s h e e t s .  £f needed 

F~r.-.. 16'%0-21 : A p r "  1975"~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
N L - 1 . 2  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-1.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

• t "  

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

t lnstr~,ctions on reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAk~EWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A~Cr l  i fe 

N - r e . ,  

Objective: 

Improve, protect, and subsequently maintain mule deer, pronghorn, bighorn 
sheep, and javelina habitats on 1,237,188 acres of public land to support 
4,900 mule deer, 350 bighorn sheep, and 700 javelina by FY 2000. 

f 

Rationale: 

Habitat information and big-game survey data indicate big-game numbers are 
well below potential carrying capacities of the habitats. Improving 
habitat conditions, including increasing forage production, will increase 
big-game numbers. 

The Lower Gila North PAA indicates the need to improve big-game habitat. 
Improvement is needed to increase big-game numbers to meet projected 
increases in hunter-use days by FY90 from 2,031 per year to 2,532 per year. 
The PAA also projects needs to expand habitat on BLM land for mule deer, 
bighorn sheep, and javelina. Since mule deer already use all public lands 
within the planning area, increased numbers can only be achieved by habitat 
improvement. 

Comparing habitat acreage on public lands, State lands, and privately 
controlled lands reveals public lands to comprise a large majority of the 
available habitat; bighorn sheep (90%), mule deer (56%), and javelina 
(84%). These high percentages, in addition to declining condition of State 
lands and development of private lands, makes management of big-game 
habitat on public land even more important. 

The AG&FD's Strategic Plan for Big Game reflects their needs and desires to 
have wildl i fe habitat produce additional game for the skyrocketing demands 
projected to satisfy the hunting and nonhunting public. 

03125181 

• , - - ~ o . ~ ' , , 0 7 . 3  O.~- r e ? . ~ ' l ' s ~ .  ; 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS10N 

Name G~,IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wildl i fe 
Over~ay Reference 
step 1 WL-1 step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.1 

Develop 20 cooperative (AZ. Game and Fish Dept.) water f ac i l i t i es  for big 
game. 

f 

Rationale: 

Unlike the majority of species in the p.lanning area, big-game species 
distr ibut ion highly depends on the ava i lab i l i ty  of water. The Lower Gila 
North Planning Area possesses several areas with all necessary big-game 
habitat c r i te r ia ,  except water. By developing water in these dry, 
primari ly mountainous regions, big-game use and numbers wi l l  increase. 

Support Needs: 

I .  

. 

3. 
4. 

Engineering for survey and design of water developments, contract 
preparation and supervision. 
Construction and maintenance to instal l  water developments and fences. 
Clearances: visual, cul tural ,  T&E plant and animal. 
Watershed program. 

03/25/81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-2.1 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

~ater developments would benefit big game wildlife and upland and small 
game with no douumented conflicts to this resource use. This habitat improvement 
will be effective while not inhibiting other resource uses or values. 
~[ul~fpl% ~s~ R~c~m~en~a~-iSR 

Accept ~¢L 2.1 

Alternatives Considered 

i. Reject W1 2.1 
2. Modify WL 2.1 

f "  

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note: Attach additional sheets, i f  needed 

'[7;2S?~lCI~0~S 01"2 YeT2~?se) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED S T A T E S  
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSiS-OECSSION 

Name(MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-2. i 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2. I 

Decision: 

Cooperate with Arizona Game and 
Fish Department to develop big 
game water catchments on public 
land at sites designated in the 
Lower Gila North Habitat 
Management Plan. Construction 
of the facilities will depend 
on availability of funding. 

Reasons : 

Exact number of catchments has 
not been determined--20 was 
intended to be an estimate. 
Wildlife funding has been 
drastically reduced; hence, 
catchments wlll have to be 
located where they will do the 
most good. 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

[~.~trT~clzons on reverse )  

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPAI~TMENT OF THE INTEI::IOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
Rc'COMMENDATION--ANALYS[$-DEC'SlON 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A~i,,it~ Wi I dl i f e  

Step I e1~ 3 

Recommendation: 

.WL-2.2 

Reduce competition for cover, water, and space between big game, livestock, 
and burros by reducing l ivestock aggregations and removing all burros at 
waters in the Big Horn, Granite Wash, and Harquahala Mountains by FY87. 

Rationale: 

Burros may crowd out wi ld l i fe  and foul water in some accessible locations. 
Although an area may possess several livestock waters (troughs, d i r t  tanks, 
etc.) ,  heavy livestock use and associated cover loss at such waters greatly 
reduce big-game use, part icularly bighorn sheep. Even in many grazing 
areas where water is used to evenly spread livestock, competition at such 
waters is extreme and cover loss great. By developing or separating 
existing livestock and game waters from a given source, livestock-big game 
competition can be reduced. Water quality wi l l  be monitored for 
improvement. 

Support Needs: 

Range Management 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RKCOMMKNDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MPP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W L 2 . 2  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Burros would be eliminated from the Harquahala burro area, although livestock 
use could continue and would benefit protection of sensitive botanical, wilderness, 
and wildlife values in the Harquahala Mountains. %~ere a host of sensitive 
resources are being impacted including the State listed Desert Bighorn and 
desert tortoise. Wildlife will benefit from this recommendation along with 
other already compromised sensitive resources in the Harquahala Mnts., Bighorn 
Mnts.. and Granite Wash Mnts. 

Mulitple Use Recommendation 

Accept ~/L 2.2 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject ~L 2.2 
Modify WL 2.2 

No~e: Attach additional sheets, H needed 

fl~2slnlctions on reverse) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W L - 2 . 2  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

Note; Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

( I n s t r ~ c t i o n s  on r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAH 
RECOMME~ND AT ION--AN ALYSIS-- {~C ISt ON 

Name (MFPJ 
LGN 

A=~vitYWi I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

Step ! Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.3 

Allocate additional forage to big-game species as forage production 
increases so that carrying capacities can be increased to those l isted in 
this objective and decrease browse ut i l izat ion by 10 percent in the 
following allotments: Auza, Brown, Santa Maria Community, Loma Linda, 
Palmarita, Lambertson, Carco, and Ridgeway-Kong. 

Rati onal e: 

Because big-game species are largely herbivores, forage must be allocated 
for each species. Present forage allocation wil l  be based on present 
estimated big-game numbers from Ough and Mil ler (1980 Arizona Game and Fish 
Dept.). Additional forage must be allocated, as range condition improves to 
meet the estimated 50% increase in hunter demand over the next 20 years 
(PAA). 

Support Needs- 
| i  

Range Management 
Forage Monitoring 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ECOMMEND A T  ION - A N A L Y S I S - D E C  lSl ON 

i 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
A ¢ ~ v i t y  

WL-2.3 
OverLay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

i.-- 

No conflicts were documented for the recommendation and allocation of 
additional forage to wildlife would enhance the scenic character in the WSA 
within the Santa Maria Comm. Allotment. Increases in big game populations 
from forage improvement are needed to help meet public demand for big game 
hunting. 

There is great demand for increased game hunting with demand projected to 
increase. Habitat improvement including additional forage will help meet 
this need. However, forage improvement through AMPs will be limited and 
supply will fall short of demand. 

Implementation of this recommendation wil l  be met through range management 
in the following allotments: 

Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 

Aguila Palmerita Ohaco 
Coughlin Ridgeway Kong Medd 
Carco 
Santa Maria 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendation 

Accept WL-2.3 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL-2.3 
Modify WL-2.3 

LGN-MFP-2-06/24/81 

• A';~c'-. =_dc;:-:r.~., ~hee~s !~ ~ - e d e f  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-2.3 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

WL-2.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multlple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

/ F  

Note: Attach addit ional sheets, i f  needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

i I n s t r u c t i o n . ~  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTF..~IOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMEh'T 

MAJ~IAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

Name (t, tF  P) 
LGN. 

A~vi ty  
Wildl ire 

Overlay Re£erence 

step z WL'~ep" 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.4 

Avoid subdividing bighorn sheep lambing areas with fencing and avoid 
livestock use of lambing areas between January and May. 

,o 
! 

f "  f" 
\\ 

Rat i onal e: 

Bighorn sheep and livestock compete for forage and space, and such competi- 
t ion reduces lambing success pf bighorn sheep. By incorporating an entire 
lambing area within a pasture, we ease freedom of movement and more effec- 
t ive ly manage vegetative components on such importan: areas. 

Support Needs : 

Range management and AMP development 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

~-L - 2 . 4  
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Fencing restrictions and livestock use restrictions in bighorn sheep lambing 
areas might impede livestock use of forage in these areas although these areas 
are not of major importance to livestock grazing. Bighorns and livestock are 
known to be somewhat incompatible and the rest of bighorn range has already 
been compromised. Improvement of bighorn habitat is publicly desirable 
and enchances wilderness values and hunting use. 

This crucial bighorn habitat must be protected for the lambing season to 
insure the health of bighorn herds. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 2.4 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 2.4 
Modify WL 2.4 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

i~ZSIn/ClZOnS O~ reverse) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.'MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W L - 2 . 4  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2.4 

Decision: 

Avoid subdividing bighorn sheep 
lambing areas with fencing and 
monitor livestock use of these 
key areas. Negotiate with 
range user to alleviate compe- 
tition where documented. This 
will be done by change in sea- 
son of use or by instituting a 
grazing system to rest lambing 
areas during critical lambing 
season (January through May). 

Reasons : 

Same as original recommenda- 
tion. New range policy 
guidelines require that BLM 
monitor rangeland resources 
before changes in numbers of 
livestock and season of use can 
be made. 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

(hlstrr/cfzons on reuerse)  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N  ALYSIS-DEC ISION 

i 

Name (,tlFP) 

LGN 
Activity 
Wildl i fe 
Overlay Refer-.nee 

sk(l,~2 st,p 3 

Recommendat i on: 

WL-2.5 

Starting in FY83, protect bighorn sheep lambing areas (20,000 acres) 
(includes a 2-mile buffer zone) from habitat and behavioral disturbances 
created by the l o l l  owing: 

a. land disposal 
b. o excess fencing 
C. 

d. 
e, 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i .  
j .  
k. 
I. 
m. 

building of structures 
land clearing or removal of downed wood or woodcutting 
mi ni ng 
ORV use 
road building 
intense recreational use or development 
burro use 
r i  ghts-of-way 
u t i l i za t ion  of key browse in excess of 40%. 
ai rcraf t  f l i gh t  at heights below 250' above lambing areas. 
other impacts as found in later studies. 

Act iv i t ies affecting behavior wi l l  be avoided especially between December 
15 and April 15 each year (lambing season). 

Rational e: 

Bighorn sheep are severely impacted by any act iv i t ies that involve land 
development or physical disturbance. Therefore, we must protect these 
areas from act iv i t ies that wi l l  cause habitat loss or physical disturbance. 

Support Needs: 

Withdrawal from mineral entry 
Lands program 

%'c,e -~,':ac~ ~" . lo , - .a- :  ~ h e : " s  '-I ~ee--e_ " 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION - AN ALY SIS-D E CISI ON 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (~4FP) 

LGN 
Act iv i ty  

Wl -?. 5 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

i: f 

This recommendation conflicts with minerals development of 20,000 acres, 
possible R/W needs, development of communication site on Harquahala 
Mountain and ORV use. However, these small "islands" are all that remain 
of crucial bighorn habitat. The remainder of the planning area is already 
given up to other uses and these few relat ively inaccessible sites remain 
recommendations for watershed wilderness, and cultural resources compliment 
this recommendation. 

The remaining bighorn lambing areas are key to the survival of this 
State-listed animal, however, withdrawal from mineral entry would be 
impossible to achieve on such large acreage. (The 3809 and 3802 
regulations wi l l  be used to their ful lest  extent to minimize mining abuse.) 

ORV use is not a significant problem except in the Eastern L i t t le  
Harquahala Mts. Designations wi l l  not occur in the Granite Wash or 
Harquahala Mts. Implementation of this recommendation wi l l  be met through 
Range Management in the following allotments: 

Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 
Aguila Ohaco 

• Calhoun 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendati on 

Protect bighorn sheep lambing areas and a 2-mile buffer zone (20,000 acres) 
in the Harquahala Mountains and L i t t le  Harquahala Mountains from habitat 
and behavioral disturbances created by: a) land disposal; b) excess 
fencing; c) structure building; d) land clearing and wood cutting; e) 
mining act iv i ty between December 15 and April 15 (within the framework of 
the 3809 regulations); f) ORV use on other than existing roads and t ra i ls  
in the L i t t le  Harquahala Mountains; g) road building; h) intense 
recreational use and development; i )  burros use; j )  rights-of-way; k) 
u t i l i z la t ion  of key browse in excess of 40 percent. 

Note: A t t a c h  a d d i t i o n a l  sheets,  i f  n e e d e d  

t ~l~.St~lCIZOr2X O~ T e L , ¢ r s e  ) 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Form 1600-21  (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N  A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-2.5 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 - 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: Cont'd 

Reasons: 
Bighorn sheep are severely impacted by any ac t i v i t i e s  that involve land 
development or physical disturbance. Therefore, we must protect these 
areas from ac t i v i t i e s  that w i l l  cause habitat loss or physical disturbance. 
However, withdrawal from mineral entry would be impossible to achieve on 
20,000 acres. BLM can not control height of a i r c ra f t .  

Alternatives Considered: 
Accept WL-2.5 
Reject WL-2.5 

o 
f 

LGN-MFP-2 06/24/81 

Vote: Attach additional sheets, i f  needed 
I , , , . , ° . ,  . . . . . . . . . .  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
NL-2.5 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2.5 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

.¢- 

No~e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

~ l t L ~ t r t t c l i o n s  o n  r e v e r s e )  

LGN-M~P-3 :12/ 30/ 82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (:~.IFP) 

LBN 
Activity 

l,H 1 HI ~ f , ' ,  
Over lay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

/ -  

Recommendation: 

WL-2.6 

Establish 70% of the range sites in good range condition or better by the 
year 2000. Establish the following AMP implementation ~rior i ty by FY82 
(unless classified ephemeral): 

a. Planet 
b. Palmarita 
c. Primrose 
d. Santa Maria Community 
e. Alamo 
f. Aguila 
g. Carco 
h. Loma Linda 
i .  0haco 
j .  0rosco 
k. Salome Community 
I. Carter, Herrera 
m. J. Caughl~n~ 
n. Globe 
o. Whitehead 
p. Melld = ~ . ~ o ~ ! ~  
q, Morales 

Rationale: 

By establishing 70% of the range sites on the planning area's allotments in 
the good condition class, forage avai lab i l i ty  wi l l  increase. Forage 
increases wi l l  increase big-game numbers which wi l l  compensate for 
increased hunter-use days over the next 10 years (PAA). 

The allotment implementation pr ior i ty  l isted is necessary to reverse 
habitat decline on allotments where browse conditions are low, competition 
for forage is high, and vegetative cover is well below potentials (see URA 
Step 3), riparian habitat is desperately in need of management, or enhance 
areas with areas with diverse wi ld l i fe  communities. 

Support Needs : 

Rangel and management 

Note; A t t a ~ c ~ f ~ l  sheets,  if needed 
w. 

([t ls lruclions On reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Ac~vi~ 

WL-2.6 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

There are no apparent conflicts with the recommendation although the 
rangeland analysis shows only 55-60 percent of the range sites can reach 
good or excellent condition in the foreseeable future. Twleve wilderness 
recommendations and six wi ld l i fe  recommendations would be enhanced by this 
recommendation. In addition, some allotments wi l l  not have AMPs or wi l l  be 
managed as ephemeral. 

Implementation of part of this recommendation wi l l  be met through range 
management in the following allotments: 

Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 
Santa Maria Palmerita Ohaco 
Aguila Ridgeway Kong Medd 
Coughlin 
Pipeline 

Mult iple-Use Recommendation 

Establ ish 55-60% of range si tes in good condit ion or better by FY2000. 
Establish the fo l lowing intensive management p r i o r i t y .  

Santa Maria 
Aguila 
Carco 
Coughl i n 
Pi pel i ne 

Reasons: 

WL-2.6 was modified to reflect the rangeland analysis. Improvement of 
range condition wi l l  benefit w i ld l i fe ,  burros, livestock and other users of 
vegetation. Improvement of range conditions wi l l  help protect sensitive 
botanical resources, visual and wilderness values. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept WL-2.6 
Reject WL-2.6 

Support Needs 

Range Management 

LGN-MFP-2 06/24/81 

No*e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

¢[n.~:n~clzons on reuerseJ 

n l  - 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (?,IFP) 

LGN - H F P - 3  

Act iv i ty  
W L - 2 . 6  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

WL-2.6 

Decision: 

Livestock use on Palmarita, 
Primrose, Alamo, and Santa 
Maria allotments will be 
managed as per WL-4.2 Decision. 
Priorities for implementation 
of intensive management of 
livestock (Allotment Management 
Plans) will be as per range 
R-I.I Decision. 

R e a s o n s  : 

Same rationale as stated in 
R-I.I. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-M_FP-3 : 12/30/82 

( Ins truct ions  on reverse)  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-2.7 
Overlay Reference 

stew z WL-2 step3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.7 

Cooperate with the Arizona Game and Fish Department to allow reintroduction 
of bighorn sheep into the Black and Weaver Mountains and allocate forage to 
the bighorn's reasonable population level I year before reintroduction. 

Ra t i ona le :  

Both mountain ranges were histor ical ly inhabited by bighorn sheep, and they 
present an excellent opportunity for reintroduction and successful reestab- 
lishment of this State l isted species and the introductions are high 
pr ior i ty  for the AGFD species management of bighorns. 

LGN-MFP-1 06/24/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

' [nS/nlCtzon$ On vetv.,,rse ) 

I 

Form !600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activity 
WL - 2.7 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

No conflicts have been documented with other resource uses. Bighorn 
reintroduction would enhance wilderness values in the Black Mnt. WSA 

Bighorns were historically recorded in the area consumptive and nonconsumptive 
demand for these animals is very high and an additional population on 
available habitat would help meet this demand. 

Multiple Use Recommendations 

Accept WL 2.7 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 2.7 
Modify ~ 2.7 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

~ ItJs zn; ctions c~ re~e~,$@ ) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN -MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
WL-2 .7  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

WL-2.7 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

Note: At tach addi t ional  s hee t s ,  if needed 

( [ t l S t n t C l i O t l S  o n  r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Wild l i fe  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2,8 

Relieve competition between bighorn sheep and l ivestock for  space, water, 
and browse and decrease bighorn disease vectors by 1990 on the allotments 
I i sted below: 

a ,  

b. 
C° 

d. 
e ,  

f .  
g. 
h. 
i .  

Ohaco 
Eagle-Eye 
Crowder Cattle Co. (portion lying within LGN) 
K-Lazy-B (portions ly ing within LGN) 
Salome Community 
Carter-Herrera 
Muse (portion lying within LGN) 
Clem (portion ly ing within LGN) 
Orosco 

o 

\ 

Rationale: 

The URA documents c a s e  after  case by a host of authors in Arizona, Nevada, 
and Cal i forn ia indicat ing the incompat ib i l i ty  of l ivestock with bighorn 
sheep. Addi t ional ly ,  domestic sheep (Ohaco allotment) are vectors of 
diseases such as s inus i t is  (see ASO IM 80-172). Analyses of forage often 
show that i t  is not a factor l im i t ing  bighorn, yet the bighorn are s t i l l  
being competed against for  water and space. Competition for  space is 
behavioral and not understood by most, but the evidence is great that 
cat t le adversely affect bighorns (Buechner 1960, Ga l l i z i o l i  1977, Halloran 
and Deming 1956, McQuivey 1978, Stelfox and McGill is 1970) and that 
substantial bighorn improvement can only come from adjusting l ivestock 
stocking rates (reducing l ivestock density in bighorn sheep habi tat) .  

This problem is high on the l i s t  of p r io r i t i es  in the AG&FD's Big Game 
Strategic Plan. 

03125181 

Note: Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

(l~slra~ctions on reuerse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR LGN 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

WL-2.8 
MANAGEMENT F RAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Two allotments, Eagle Eye and Ohaco have tradi t ional  domestic sheep use in 
good ephemeral years, then for 2-3 months. Domestic sheep use conf l icts 
with bighorn sheep (ASO IM80-172) even though they may not co-inhabit the 
same area. Public sentiment ran high at the MFP workshops to allow the 
"status quo" of l ivestock uses in these allotments. Other allotments do 
not appear to conf l ic t  with this recommendation and benefits to nonhunting 
and hunting public is high considering demand. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation 

Decrease cattle densities in bighorn habitat to relieve competition between 
bighorn sheep and livestock for space, water, and browse. Graze domestic 
sheep as far from bighorn habitat as possible to decrease bighorn disease 
vectors. Management wi l l  begin by 1990. 
Implementation of this recommendation wi l l  be met through range management 
in the following allotments: 
Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 
Aguila Ohaco 

Calhoun 

Implementation of this recommendation wi l l  be met through habitat 
management plans for the remaining allotments or as a result of planning 
for Lower Gila South. 

a. Crowder cat t le Co. (Portion lying within LGN) 
b. 
C. 
d. 
e. 
f .  

K-Lazy-B (Portions lying with LGN) 
Carter-Herrera 
Muse (Portion lying within LGN) 
Clem (Portion lying within LGN) 
Orosco 

Domestic sheep wi l l  graze as far from bighorn habitat as practicable. 

Reasons: 

WL-2.8 was modified because bighorns are ineffect ive at competing with 
exotic ungulates (l ivestock and burros) for water and space and are subject 
to diseases of domestic animals. BLM must to the extent possible, relieve 
the competition with bighorns. Reductions wi l l  probably not begin unti l  
the monitoring program documents conf l ic t .  

Alternatives Considered: 
Accept WL-2.8 
Reject WL-2.8 

Support Needs: 
Range Management 

Note: Attach .additional sheets, if needed 

f [~IsfrT~cIIons on ~e~Tse) 

LGN-MFP-2-06/24/81 

Form 1600-21 (April 197.=) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W L - 2 . 8  

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

WL-2.8 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note :  Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

{ Ins /n~c t ions  on r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - M_FP-3 

Act iv i ty  
WL-2 .6  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2.6 

Decision: 

Livestock use on Palmarlta, 
Primrose, Alamo, and Santa 
Maria allotments will be 
managed as per WL-4.2 Decision. 
Priorities for implementation 
of intensive management of 
livestock (Allotment Management 
Plans) will be as per range 
R-I.I Decision. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
R-I.I. 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

Note:  Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

(b, . , ' truct ions on reuerse )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED S T A T E S  
D E P A R T M E N T  OF T H E  INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T I O N - A N A / Y S ] S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (:MF P) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-2.7 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 WL-2 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.7 

Cooperate with the Arizona Game and Fish Department to allow reintroduct ion 
of bighorn sheep into the Black and Weaver Mountains and al locate forage to 
the bighorn's reasonable population level i year before reintroduct ion. 

Rationale: 

Both mountain ranges were h i s to r i ca l l y  inhabited by bighorn sheep, and they 
present an excellent opportunity for reintroduction and successful reestab- 
lishment of th is State l is ted species and the introductions are high 
p r i o r i t y  for  the AGFD species management of bighorns. 

F f 

X 

LGN-MFP-1 06/24/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets,  if needed 

' I I tSIrTIClZOr?S 017 r e u e r s e )  For:r, !600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS -DECIS ION 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

~¢L - 2 . 7  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

No conflicts have been documented with other resource uses. Bighorn 
reintroduction would enhance wilderness values in the Black Mnt. WSA 

Bighorns were historically recorded in the area consumptive and nonconsumptive 
demand for these animals is very high and an additional population on 
available habitat would help meet this demand. 
m ~ m m - - m l  

f 

Multiple Use Recommendations 

Accept WL 2.7 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 2.7 
Modify %~ 2 . 7  

No~e: Attach additional sheets, H needed 

¢lus tn tc t ions  on reuerse) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDAT ION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (~4F P ) 
LGN - M F P - 3  

Act iv i ty  
W L - 2 . 7  

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

WL-2.7 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  s hee t s ,  if needed 

[[tlstrTlcfions on reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (~IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wi I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.8 

Relieve competition between bighorn sheep and livestock for space, water, 
and browse and decrease bighorn disease vectors by 1990 on the allotments 
I i sted below: 

a.  

b. 
Co 

d. 
e .  

f .  
g. 
h. 
i .  

Ohaco 
Eagle-Eye 
Crowder Cattle Co. (portion lying within LGN) 
K-Lazy-B (portions lying within LGN) 
Salome Community 
Carter-Herrera 
Muse (portion lying within LGN) 
Clem (portion lying within LGN) 
Orosco 

( g -  
\ 

Rationale: 

The URA documents case after case by a host of authors in Arizona, Nevada, 
and California indicating the incompatibi l i ty of l ivestock with bighorn 
sheep. Addit ional ly, domestic sheep (Ohaco allotment) are vectors of 
diseases such as sinusi t is (see ASO IM 80-172). Analyses of forage often 
show that i t  is not a factor l imi t ing bighorn, yet the bighorn are s t i l l  
being competed against for water and space. Competition for space is 
behavioral and not understood by most, but the evidence is great that 
catt le adversely affect bighorns (Buechner 1960, Gall, i z i o l i  1977, Halloran 
and Deming 1956, McQuivey 1978, Stelfox and McGillis 1970) and that 
substantial bighorn improvement can only come from adjusting livestock 
stocking rates (reducing livestock density in bighorn sheep habitat).  

This problem is high on the l i s t  of pr ior i t ies  in the AG&FD's Big Game 
Strategic Plan. 

03/25181 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(lt~slructions on reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (#iFP) 

LGN 
Activi ty  
WL-2.8 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Two allotments, Eagle Eye and Ohaco have tradit ional domestic sheep use in 
good ephemeral years, then for 2-3 months. Domestic sheep use conflicts 
with bighorn sheep (ASO IM80-172) even though they may not co-inhabit the 
same area. Public sentiment ran high at the MFP workshops to allow the 
"status quo" of livestock uses in these allotments. Other allotments do 
not appear to confl ict with this recommendation and benefits to nonhunting 
and hunting public is high considering demand. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation 

P ._ 

Decrease cattle densities in bighorn habitat to relieve competition between 
bighorn sheep and livestock for space, water, and browse. Graze domestic 
sheep as far from bighorn habitat as possible to decrease bighorn disease 
vectors. Management wil l  begin by 1990. 
Implementation of this recommendation wi l l  be met through range management 
in the following allotments: 
Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 
Aguila Ohaco 

Calhoun 

Implementation of this recommendation wi l l  be met through habitat 
management plans for the remaining allotments or as a result of planning 
for Lower Gila South. 

Be 

b. 
C. 
d. 
e. 
f. 

Crowder cattle Co. (Portion lying within LGN) 
K-Lazy-B (Portions lying with LGN) 
Carter-Herrera 
Muse (Portion lying within LGN) 
Clem (Portion lying within LGN) 
Orosco 

Domestic sheep wi l l  graze as far from bighorn habitat as practicable. 

Reasons: 

WL-2.8 was modified because bighorns are ineffective at competing with 
exotic ungulates (livestock and burros) for water and space and are subject 
to diseases of domestic animals. BLM must to the extent possible, relieve 
the competition with bighorns. Reductions wi l l  probably not begin unti l  
the monitoring program documents confl ict. 

Alternatives Considered: 
Accept WL-2.8 
Reject WL-2.8 

Support Needs: 
Range Management 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

¢Ius,'n~ctZons on Teuerse) 

LGN-MFP-2-06/24/81 

Form 1600--21 (April 197. = ) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
WL-2 .8  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2.8 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commenda t ion. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note: At tach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

[ Ins t ruc t ions  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



U N I T E D  STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.all:P) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wi I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

Siep 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-2.9 

Use the very important browse species as "key species" in developing 
objectives and in monitoring grazing allotments' ac t iv i ty  plans (those 
species receiving importance factors greater than 7.0 in Ough and Mi l ler  
1980: 65-133). 

Rationale: 

These browse species wi l l  be indicators of the success or fa i lure to 
achieve greater browse forage production as a result of grazing act iv i ty  
plans and HMPs. 

r 

# "  

03/25/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

([~lstr~cl ionx or;, r e v e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
AcLi.vity 

WL- 2 . 9  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Use of the listed key browse species in rangeland management should facilitate 
range rehabilitation and would complement W-4.5 to lessen use of key species. 
Big game would benefit through direct and indirect habitat improvement through 
monitoring the key browse species. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 2.9 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 2.9 

i 

f 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
r,, , _ _  _ _  

!l,Lcrntcnonx on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W L - 2 . 9  

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-2.9 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Re commenda t ion. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Key browse species will include one or more of the following: 

Cercocarpus montanus 

Atriplex canescens 

Ceanothus greggii 

Ephedra fasciculata 

Populus fremonti 

Simmondsia chlnensis 

Brickellia coulteri 

Calliandra eriophylla 

Eriogonum sp. 

Krameria grayii 

Janusia gracilis 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

flilslrucliorA*:; on  re[~c'rse) 

LGN-MYP-3:01/24/83 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



, . . . ---  UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J  Eb'~l" I V E S  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A=i'iI~i I dl i fe 

Objective: 

Improve, protect, and subsequently maintain significant special habitat 
features, including waters and c l i f f s  by FY87. 

Rationale: 

Significant special habitat features (waters and c l i f f s )  were designated 
within the planning area because of their importance to the existence of 
threatened, endangered, unique, BLM sensitive, and consnercially important 
species. Significant waters are important for migratory and wintering 
waterfowl and, i f  condition of surrounding vegetation is improved, may be 
used for nesting. Significant c l i f f s  are extremely important for golden 
eagle and prairie falcon nesting success -in the planning area. By 
improving and protecting these features, we wil l  increase or assure 
reproductive success and continued use of these habitat anomalies by 
significant species. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ! : ' : - -  !,',f"q--]," Am': '  *.'{"':, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wildl ire 
Overlsy Reference 
step l WL-4 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL3.1 

By FY87, exclude livestock and burros at the following d i r t  tanks (75 
acres) to enhance waterfowl and long-eared owl nesting opportunities: 

am 
b. 
C. 

d. 

SHF # 95 - Lone Mountain Tank 
SHF #132 - Mitchell Tank 
SHF #150 - Unnamed 
SHF #158 - Unnamed 

Rationale: 

Significant d i r t  tanks (man-made reservoirs) are important waterfowl 
wintering areas. Livestock concentrating around tanks, however, have 
severely reduced vegetation, leaving no suitable habitat for waterfowl 
nesting. I f  these significant waters are fenced, perennial vegetation 
around d i r t  tanks wi l l  increase to a point that wi l l  allow for waterfowl 
reproduction. Developing livestock waters next to d i r t  tanks wi l l  allow 
livestock to continue using such water. Excluding livestock from areas 
around these tanks wi l l  increase the long-eared owl's reproductive success, 
which has been reduced by livestock movement in vegetation surrounding d i r t  
tanks. 

Dirt tanks, including associated mesquite bush, should be enclosed by 
fencing with a siphon system from the d i r t  tanks to separate livestock 
water outside the fenced area. 

Support Needs: 

Range Management 
Engineering for survey and design 
Contract supervision 
Archeology, T/E plant clearances 
Watershed program 

03/25/81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.~FP) 

LGN 
Activity 

~.TL 3.1 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

There were no documented conflicts with this recommendation since water would 
be provided for domestic stock outside the stocktanks. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 3.1 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 3.1 
Modify WL 3.1 

,: f 

i 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note: Attach additional sheets, H needed 

¢lusln, clzons on Teverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - H F P - 3  

Activi ty 
~-L-3 .1  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-3.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multlple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

° -  " 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

¢lnstrrtclions on reverse) 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAH 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MF PJ 
LGN 

Activity Wi I d I i fe 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 W~;~e~'~ 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-3.2 

Prior to spring development, conduct clearances to avoid el iminat ion of 
endemic snai ls.  

Rationale: 

Recent studies have shown many springs in western Arizona possess endemic 
populations of snai ls.  Some of these snails may be proposed for  Federal 
l i s t i n g .  Studies have also shown these, snai ls to be into lerant  of spring 
development where surface f low is eliminated. To avoid ext i rpat ing these 
endemic snai ls,  surveys are necessary pr ior  to development. 

Support Needs: 

Contract Supervision since there are few experts on these snai ls.  

LGN-MFP-1 06/24/81 

4ore- Attach additional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple Use Analysis 

No conflicts were identified in the multiple use analysis. 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 
WL-3.2 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept I/L 3.2 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject W-L 3.2 
Modify WL 3.2 

q~ 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
= .  

(IttstrTtclions on reverse )  

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (?dFP)  

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-3 • 2 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-3.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. Prior to 
spring development, evaluate 
for clearance any planned 
spring development to avoid 
elimination of endemic snails. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2; however, a clearance is 

not necessary in every case. 

LGN-MFP-3: 0 1 / 2 4 / 8 3  

Note: Attach  addi t iona l  shee t s ,  if needed 

fll~.';lra~clions on r e v e r s e )  Form 1500-21 (Aprll 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ECOMME ND AT  iON - A N  A LY SiS-DI='C IS] ON 

Nsme (MFP) 
LfiN 

Activity Wi I dl i fe 

Overlay R e (e ~.=~4 
Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-3.3 

Start ing in FY 83, protect s ign i f i can t  C l i f f s  and a 2 mile zone of 
influence (18,000 acres) from the fol lowing ac t i v i t i e s  and especial ly 
protect these areas from disturbing human a c t i v i t i e s  between February 1 and 
May 1 each year. 

a. Land disposal 
b. Excess fencing 
c. Building of structures 
d. Land clearing or removal of downed wood or woodcutting 
e. Mining and related ac t i v i t i e s  
f .  ORV use on other than exist ing roads and t r a i l s  
g. Road bui lding 
h. Intense recreational use or development 
i .  Burro overuse 
j .  Rights-of-way 
k. Other impacts as found in subsequent studies 
I .  A i r c ra f t  f l i g h t  at heights bwelow 250' above ground level at 

these s i tes .  

Rational e: 

These c l i f f s  are extremely important to the reproductive success of golden 
eagles, p ra i r ie  falcons, barn owls, and great horned owls. Reproductive 
success of these animals can be reduced by habitat loss and physical 
disturbance during reporduction (e.g. noise). Therefore, to prevent loss 
of reproductive success, we recommend protection of these s ign i f i cant  
c l i f f s  from ac t i v i t i e s  l i s ted .  

LGN-MFP-I 06/24/81 

lore: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
i, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
IR E C O M M E  N D A T  I O N - AN A L Y S I S - D E C  XSI ON 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

W~_-3.3 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation conflicts with L-2.1 the Parker-Liberty corridor, L-2.3 
for potential R/Ws, burro use on 10,000 acres, and the open designation for 
ORV use. This recommendation would compliment cultural resource protection 
(CR-3.1 and 3.2) and Wilderness opportunities (WD-8.1, 9.1, 11.1, 12.1) in 
four WSAs. 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendation: 

Protect significant c l i f f s  and a 2-mile zone of influence (18,000 acres), 
in the Bighorn Mountains and the Vulture Mountains area, from the following 
act iv i t ies:  a) land disposal; b) excess fencing; c) building of 
structures; d) land clearing or removal of downed wood or woodcutting; e) 
reduce or modify mining act ivi t ies to the extent possibvle under 3802 and 
3809 mining regulations; f) road building; g) intense recreational use or 
development; hO burro overuse; i)  rights-of-way. 

Especially protect these areas from disturbing human ac t i v i t i es  between 
february I and May 1 each year. 

Reasons: 

WL-3.3 was modified because mining cannot be stopped without mineral 
withdrawal which would be impossible in this instance. Other activi t ies 
can be worked into the protection of these c l i f f  areas. Compared to the 
wide distr ibution of burros a 10,000 acres loss would be insignif icant. 
Aircraft f l igh t  is not controllable by BLM. 

Alternative Considered: 

Accept WL-3.3 
Reject WL-3.3 

Support Needs: 

Recreation for ORV designation 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Note: At%ach additional sheets, if needed 

¢ tnstr;~c:lons 0"4' reveTxe) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-3.3 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

WL-3.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation, wlth the 
stipulation that protection 
zones for golden eagle nests 
will not exceed i/4-mile radius 
unless special need for a 
larger protection zone is 
identified. These zones will 
be identified on a case-by-case 
basis. 

Reasons: 

Several courts have ruled that 
mining activity can intrude on 
seasonal use areas, and that 
mining can occur near nesting 
sites in consultation with Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 

LGN-HFP-3:02/24/83 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

r lu.~ t n # c l i o n s  o n  rezJcrse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



l 
\.\ UNFTED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R~'COIvIMEN D AT ION --AN AI,,.Y SI S--l~ EC: ISl ON 

Name (MF P ) 

LGN 
Ac~vity 

Wi I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 
Step i WL-4  Stel} 3 

O 

R ecommendat i on: 

WL-3.4 

Establish cottonwood and willow regeneration around significant springs 
through supplemental planting and protection from livestock ut i l izat ion by 
FY85. Significant springs include: 

Cottonwood Springs 
Grapevi ne Spri ngs 
Hackberry Springs 
Peoples Canyon Springs 
Weaver Mountain Springs 

Rat i onal e: 

Livestock and burro grazing are reducing cottonwood regeneration in these 
areas. This small, but very important habitat is important to several 
state-l isted species and BLM sensitive species including zone-tailed hawks, 
Sonoran mountain kingsnakes, Gilbert's skinks and Bell 's vireo. These 
species need lush riparian growth including a varied canopy of trees as 
habi ta t .  

Iy, f 
I 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activity 
WL-3.4 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Improving growth of riparian plants at spring sites would compliment 
Watershed Recommendations for protection from livestock use, (W-4.3, 4.11, 
4.12, 4.14, 4.15) and Wilderness Recommendations (WD-3.4 and 7.1) to 
improve Wilderness character. No confl icts have been documented. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-3.4 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-3.4 
Modify WL-3.4 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

qore: Attach addit ional sheets, i f  needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W L - 3 . 4  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-3.4 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

(IP1StrllClZOnS On reueTse)  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



/I----. .  UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A:~-*tT Wil dl ire 

Objective: 

Improve, enhance, and thereafter maintain all riparian habitats 
(cottonwood-willow--g49 acres, mixed broadleaf--1,200 acres, 
mesquite-saltcedar--9,656 acres), and lot ic--(25 miles) by FYBT. Riparian 
and aquatic habitats would be improved to conditions where all l i f e  stages 
of deciduous trees are represented in their respective habitats. Perennial 
grasses and forbs would be increased to cumulatively comprise more than 10 
percent of the vegetation. Riparian and aquatic improvement and 
maintenance would include Grapevine Springs and People's Canyon. 

Rational e: 

Inventories in the Lower Gila North Planning Area found that riparian 
habitats (mixed broadleaf, cottonwood-willow, and mesquite-saltcedar) 
possess the greatest diversity of wi ld l i fe .  They also possess many 
significant species, with up to six species entirely restricted to these 
standard habitat sites within the planning area. Although only possessing 
21 species, lo t ic  standard habitat sites have 19 species tota l ly  dependent 
on their existence. In many circumstances, lo t ic  and riparian standard 
habitat sites occur together. Cumulatively, riparain and lot ic  habitats 
constitute approximately I percent of the total acres of public land. 
Because of these factors, we must improve and subsequently maintain these 
habitats i f  many of these dependent and threatened and endangered species 
are to continue existence in the planning area. 

Condition of riparian standard habitat sites in the planning area is poor 
with l i t t l e  deciduous tree reproduction and l i t t l e  or no perennial grass 
composition (with the exception of mixed broadleaf riparian habitat in the 
Weaver Mountains). Many authors (as cited in the URA) feel that livestock 
and burro use have contributed heavily to the decline of these habitats. 

Legislative, executive, and secretarial directives have been issued that 
mandated BLM to minimize the destruction, loss, and degradation of wetlands 
and to preserve and enhance the natural and beneficial values of wetlands 
(Executive Order 11990, May 24, 1977). Other directives regarding wetland 
(which include riparian and lot ic  habitats) preservation and enhancement 
occur in BLM Manual 6740, BLM Manual 6500, and W.O. Memo 75-407, August 22, 
1975. 

In addition, public workshops for the Lower Gila North Planning Area 
revealed a primary concern for the improvement of, and later maintenance of 
riparian and lo t ic  habitats. 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( A | F P )  

LGN 
Act iv i ty  

Wi I dl i fe 
C)ve~'lay Reference  

step WL-5 st~p s 

Recomendation: 

WL-4.1 

Establish broadleaf tree reproduction and perpetuation via supplemental 
planting of seedlings in existing and potentially suitable riparian habitat 
by FY87 (approximately 2,500 acres). 

e 

Rational e: 

Inventories in the Lower Gila North Planning Area in 1979 and 1980 found 
nearly all broadleaf riparian habitats to be deteriorating. L i t t le  viable 
reproduction of broadleaf trees and perennial grass is occurring. Planting 
and subsequent protection of seedlings are necessary to reverse declining 
trends. 

These riparian zones are extremely important for the existence of many 
threatened, endangered, State l isted, BLM sensitive, and habitat restricted 
species. They also have the most diverse wi ld l i fe communities in the 
southwestern USA. 

Continual planting along the Bi l l  Williams River is necessary to maintain 
continual cottonwood reproduction. This planting is necessary as Alamo Dam 
prevents natural flooding, a requirement of the cottonwood l i f e  cycle. 

Support Needs: 

io 
2. 
3. 

Engineering Iayout and design 
Native cottonwood stock 
Clearances: visual, cultural, T&E plants and animals 

Note: A t ~ c b  addlt ional  sheets, if needed 

[ |~l.~ t n s c  I J o n $  o ~  r t z s e T s e  ,} Fo~'m 1600-21 (AprLI 1975' 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name ( M F P )  

LGN 
Activity 

WL-4. I 
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

f 

Multiple Use Analysis 

There is a lands conflict with this recommendation where isolated tracts of 
riparian habitat would be disposed of. No other conflicts were identified. 
Several watershed recommendations and wilderness recommendations compliment 
this recommendation. Public interest in MFP and URA meetings was high. 

Lands with significant resources should be retained. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 4.1 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 4.1 
Modify WL 4.1 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 

~l~.¢t~Cl~Ons on reuerse) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
WL-4.  I 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

WL-4. i 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

{Inslr?tcliorts on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (~IFP) 
LGH 

Activity 
Wi I dl i fe 

OverLay R e f e r e n c e  

Step'L-5 Step 3 

ReconTnendation: 

WL-4.2 

Control season and intensity of livestock grazing use to improve important 
riparian plant species (intensity to be determined on a condition basis). 
Use cottonwood (Populus fremontei) and willow (Salix Boodingii) as key 
species in range management of riparian habitat. 

Rat i onal e: 

Adopting separate pastures on riparian and lot ic  SHSs would provide more 
intensive management of broadleaf trees and increase perennial grasses in 
these areas. Buffer zones prevent aggregation of livestock along the 
riparian zone. April 15 - Sept 30 is the crucial growing season for 
riparian species. 

Support Needs : 

Range Management in AMP development. 

Note: A t t a c h  addie iona!  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  

([~t.¢;rr~ction$ on  ~ v e r s e )  Form 1600 -21  (Apri l  19T.  ~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-4.2 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

No conf l ic ts  were ident i f ied  with th is recommendation. Watershed 4.9, 
4.11, 4.12, 4.14, 4.15 and Wilderness 1.5, 2.4, 3.4 and 6.1 (a l l  dealing 
with protection from l ivestock use) compliment th is  recommendation. Public 
sentiment in the MFP was high toward measures protecting or enhancing 
r ipar ian habitat in LGN. 

Implementation of this recommendation will be met through range management 
in the fol lowing allotments: 

Intensive 

Coughlin 
Santa Maria 

Less Intensive 

Cactus Garden 
Palmerita 
Ridgeway Kong 

Noni ntensi ve 
/ • 

Meddle, ~ . /  

Implementation of th is recommendation w i l l  be met through habitat 
management plans for  the remaining allotments: 

A1 amo 
G1 obe 
Whitehead 
Morales 
Brown 
Van Keuron 

Mul t i pl e-Use Recommendat i on: 

Accept WL-4.2 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-4.2 
Modify WL-4.2 

e 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

l l~ist~TtCliOnx on zez,ezse; Form. 1600--21 (AFi I 197.% 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
W L - 4 . 2  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

WL-4.2 

Decision: 

On the Primrose and Alamo Lake 
ephemeral allotments, utiliza- 
tion of cottonwood seedlings 
will be monitored through the 
season of use to determine when 
cattle begin to concentrate 
their use in the riparian 
areas. Adjustments in season 
of use and stocking rate will 
then be made to decrease pres- 
sure on the riparian area. This 
process will occur the next 
time application for ephemeral 
forage is made on either 
allotment. 

Currently, Santa Maria and 
Palmerita perennial allotments 
are lightly used. Riparian 
vegetation is apparently re- 
covering along the Santa Maria 
River in these allotments. When 
application for use occurs, 
Allotment Management Plans will 
b e  negotiated with the range 
user to rest the river areas 
from livestock overuse. 

Burro use will also b e  monitor- 
ed to insure that burros do not 
over utilize the areas. 

Other allotments, not managed 
intensively but possessing 
small tracts of riparian habi- 
tat, will be monitored and 
managed through Habitat Manage- 
ment Plans. (See Table 3-8, 
pg. 53, LGN EIS, for these 
allotments. 

Nofe: At tach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

tl~lslrzlctzonx Or2 reverse)  

Reasons: 

Control of livestock is crucial 
to the restoration and perpe- 
tuation of riparian habitat. 
Adjustments in use must be made 
on a case-by-case basis. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Ac:ivit~4i I dl i fe 
OverLay Re feremce 

Step i WL-5 step3 

• f -  

Recommendation: 

WL-4.3 

Ini t iate in FY83 the protection of cottonwood-willow, mixed broadleaf, and 
mesquite-saltcedar riparian areas (total 11,805 acres) and their associated 
aquatic habitats (25 miles) from destruction and disturbances caused by the 
fol l owi ng. 

Be 

b. 
C. 
d. 
e° 
f .  
g. 

he 

i .  
j .  

k. 

l .  

Land disposal 
Building of structures 
Land clearing or removal of downed wood or woodcutting 
Mining and other surface disturbing act iv i t ies 
ORV use in other than existing roads and t ra i ls  
Road building 
Intense or organized vehicular or other recreational use or 
de vel opment ~ 
Burros overuse 
Rights-of-way 
Ut i l izat ion of key herbs and shrubs in excess of 40 percent or 
cottonwoods and willows in excess of 20 percent 
Aircraft f l igh t  at heights below 250' above crucial areas 
between March I and June 1 
Other impacts as found in subsequent studies 

Rationale: 

As indicated in the rationale for Objective WL-4, riparian and aquatic 
habitats are extremely diverse and important in maintaining many 
riparian/aquatic dependent w i ld l i fe .  Because of their fragi le role and 
limited area (1 percent of total acreage on public lands), riparian and 
lot ic  habitats are highly susceptible to human disturbance and development. 
By protection from these act iv i t ies,  we wi l l  enhance and perpetuate the 
most valuable wi ld l i fe  habitat in the planning area. Many act iv i t ies,  
though not destructive in themselves are disruptive to resident w i ld l i fe ,  
especially between March I and June 30 each year, when most Sensitive- 
l isted raptors and gamebirds are nesting or raising young. 

Support Needs: 

1. Mineral Resources 
2. Lands 
3. Recreation Resources 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISI ON 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activ£ty 

WL-4.3 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Several land disposal recommendations, an existing corridor, and possible 
small R/Ws would confl ict with this recommendation. The open ORV 
designation would confl ict with this also. The public sentiment toward 
protection of riparian habitat ran high but also was in favor of keeping 
ORV use in some areas. Strong compliments were found with WL-5.4, CR-3.1 
and 3.2, WD-I.1, 2.1, 3.1, 6.1, W-4.10, 4.11, 4.12, all realting to 
riparain habitat protection. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Protect 11,800 acres of riparian habitat and their associated aquatic 
habitat (25 miles), in the Bi l l  Williams, Santa Maria, Hassayampa, and 
Centennial Wash drainages, from destruction and disturbances caused by the 
following: a) land disposal; b) building of structures; c) land clearing 
including woodcutting; d) mining act iv i ty to the extent posible under 3802 
and 3809 regulations; e) road building; f) intense recreational use; g) 
burro overuse; h) rights-of-way; i)  ut i l izat ion of key plants in excess of 
40 percent and cottonwoods and willows in excess of 20 percent. 

Implementation of this recommendation wil l  be met through range management 
in the following allotment: 

Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 

Coughlin 
Santa Maria 
Ridgeway Kong 

Cactus Garden Medd 
Palmerita 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Note: Attach addit~ona! sheets, £f needed 

t l t ls tr~tct lorL~; O~ r e v e r s e )  Form 1600~-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (h1F P) 

LGN 
Ac~vRy 

WL-4.3 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis (Cont'd) 

Implementation of th is recommendation w i l l  be met through habitat 
management plans for  the remaining allotments: 

Alamo 
Globe 
Whitehead 
Morales 
Brown 
Van Keuron 

Reasons: 

See Multiple-Use Analysis and Rationale for WL-4.3, these lands represent 
less than 1% of the public lands in LGN and must not be sacr i f iced through 
open ORV use. BLM cannot control use of a i r c ra f t .  

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept WL-4.3 
Reject WL-4.3 

Support Needs 

Recreation for  ORV designation. 

LGN-MFP-2 06/24/81 TC 

Note: Attach additiona! sheets, if needed 

I ~W2S :FT,4Ct.~OnS On P'e[2~rS~ } Form 1600-21 <April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
~ - 4 . 3  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-4 • 3 

Decision: 

Draw up a Habitat Management 
Plan (which includes public 
lands along Bill Williams and 
Santa Maria river floodplains, 
Grapevine Springs, and Peoples 
Canyon) to protect and restore 
riparian habitat. 

Insure that the following land 
actions occur so as to be 
compatible with thls goal: 

a) Mineral development. 
b) ORV (on existing roads and 

trails only). 
c) Road building. 
d) Woodcutting 
e) R/ghts-of-way. 
f) Building of structures. 
g) Livestock and feral burro 

grazing. 
h) Land disposal (including 

Asset Management). 

Reasons: 

Same as original recommenda- 
tion. An action plan will 
provide the means to achieve 
riparian protection and 
improvement. Management of 
grazing will occur as per 
WL-4.2. 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

Note: At tach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed 

I n s t n ~ c t i o n s  on  r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYStS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

Act iv i ty  

Overlay Reference  

Step ~L-5 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-4.4 

Acquire water rights that wil l  maintain existing aquatic faunas in the 
planning area's lot ic  habitats, including water necessary to maintain 
introductions recon~nended in WL-4.6 and WL-4.7 by FY85. 

Rationale: 

Riparian vegetation and aquatic wi ld l i fe  are highly dependent on certain 
flow regimes. To determine precisely what these requirements are, an 
instream flow study is needed. Once these are determined, BLM must u t i l i ze  
i ts water rights to assure flows necessary to maintain riparian vegetation 
and aquatic wi ld l i fe .  Stabilized flow from Alamo Dam and acquired water 
rights are necessary to achieve introductions of Gila and Gila mountain 
suckers and roundtail chubs as identif ied in WL-4.5. 

Water rights are necessary to assure flow regimes regardless of land 
development. 

Support Needs.: 

i .  Instream flow studies 
2. Watershed program to acquire water rights 

Note:  Attach ad~_i_t~ona! s h e e t s ,  it" needed 

{ b : . ~ t n t c l z o n $  o n  r e u e r s e  ) Form 1600-21 (April lg7$ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( h IFP )  

LGN 
Act iv i ty  

WL-4,4 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

This recommendation conflicts with land disposal in L-I.I and L-4.i and compliments 
four wilderness recommendations. Land tenure adjustments hinge on findings 
of no significant resources on these lands. The existence of important 
riparian habitats on these lands would preclude their disposal. Water rights 
to maintain aquatic and riparian habitats are beneficial to all public land 
uses. Stabilized flow from Alamo Dam is recommended here and in ND 6.4. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 4.4 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 4.4 
Modify WL 4,4 

Note: Attach additional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

ln.¢trr~cltons o~ reverse) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPART:dENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECC, MME:4D, - -T tO,~  A ~ , . ~ Y S I ~ - D ~ , . ~ I ~ I O  • 

Name i51P P~ 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-4.4 

Overlay Reference 

Step ] Step 3 

~L-4.4 

Decision: 

Cooperate with Arizona Game and 
Fish to acquire water rights to 
maintain or enhance spring 
habitats and riparian habitats 
in the planning unit. Specific 
sites will be determined in the 
Habitat Management Plan to 
achieve the goals stated in 

this plan. 

Reasons : 

Arizona Game and Fish will 
introduce all native fishes. 
Water right acquisition should 
involve specific habitat 
management goals. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

~4ote. A~tach addlt~onal sheets ~f needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D  A T I O N -  A N  A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wildlife 
Overlay Reference 

step 1 WL<J~ep 3 

_ 

Recommendation: 

WL-4.5 

Through cooperation with the Arizona Game and Fish Department, Corps of 
Engineers, and U. S. Fish and Wi ld l i fe Service, allow for introduction of 
Gila suckers, Gila mountain suckers, and roundtail chub into a 6-mile 
stretch of the canyon d i rec t ly  below Alamo Dam and along a 4-mile stretch 
of the B i l l  Williams River from the westernmost edge of the planning unit 
by FY86. 

Rational e: 

Inventories in the Lower Gila North Planning Area indicate suitable habitat 
in areas l is ted in this recommendation for existence of Gila and Gila 
mountain sucker s and roundtail chub. Because these species occur upstream 
in both Burro creek and the Santa Maria River, they may have occurred in 
the B i l l  Williams River before Alamo Dam. Introducing these f ish w i l l  
increase the diversi ty and qual i ty of the aquatic ecosystem along the B i l l  
Williams River. We wi l l  also increase prey, increase the wintering and 
nesting probabi l i ty of bald eagles, black hawks, and other raptors, 
dependent upon moderate size fishes in thei r  diets. 

Support Needs: 

Implementation of WL-4.4 

LGN-MFP-I 06/24/81 

Vote: Attach addit iona! sheets, i f  needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAM 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-4.5 
Overlay Reference 
Step I Step 3 

No conf l ic ts  were recorded for th is recommendation. WL-5.3 and WD-I.6 (to 
enhance pr imi t ive recreation opportunit ies) would be complimented by this 
recommendation. Public sentiment in the Wi ld l i fe  MFP Workshop was in favor 
of implementing such a proposal. 

I 
f 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-4.5 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-4.5 
Modify WL-4.5 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

qofe: Attach additional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 

D E P A R T M E N T  OF T H E I N T E R I O R  

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - b l F P - 3  

Activity 
W L - 4 . 5  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-4.5 

Decision: 

Cooperate with Arizona Game and 
Fish Department, Corps of 
Engineers, and U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service in the event 
that these agencies agree on a 
proposal for reintroduction of 
native fish species into a 
6-mile stretch of the canyon 
below Alamo Dam and along a 
4-mile stretch of the Bill 
Williams River from the western 
most edge of the planning unit. 

Reasons: 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and Arizona Game and Fish will 
take the lead in all introduc- 
tion programs for wildlife 
species. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note:  Attach additional sheets, if needed 

rbzs t roc t ions  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.~,IF P) 
LGN 

Act~t~dl ire 

Overlay Reference 
Step i WL- 5 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-4.6 

Through cooperation with the Arizona Game and Fish Department and the U. S. 
Fish and Wildl i fe Service, allow for the introduction of Gila topminnows 
into Grapevine Springs and Peoples Canyon by FY 83 (2 miles). Acquire 
water rights at these sites and withdraw them from further mineral entry by 
FY83 ( I , I00 acres). 

Rationale: 

Inventories indicate these areas as potential habitat for Gila topminnows. 

Introducing Gila topminnows into these areas, wi l l  help increase the 
population of this federally endangered species. 

Expansion of habitat improvement of this species is consistent with the 
Bureau's mandate to attempt to del ist  endangered species. 

Support Needs: 

Lands for Mineral Withdrawal 
Watershed Program 

LGN-MFP-I 06/24/81 

Note: Attach additiona! sheets, if needed 

~};~s~ctzo~.~ on r e v e r s e ;  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Mul t i pl e-Use Anal~,si s 

Name (.~.IFP) 
LGN 

Activi~vL.4. 6 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

One potential conf l i c t  is that the area in th is recommendation could be 
valuable for  minerals, but the area ranks only I I I  and IV in p r i o r i t y  in 
M-2.1. The recommendation would highly compliment W-4.11 and 4.12 and 
WD-3.1 to protect the sites and withdraw from mineral entry. This 
recommendation was commended by the w i l d l i f e  publics at the MFP Workshop. 
Likelihood of valuable minerals is low while the need to de l is t  an 
endangered species is high. Other recommendations to protect these areas 
enhance the worth of introducing topminnows at these si tes. 

Mult i  pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Accept WL-4.6 

A1 ternat i  yes Considered: 

Reject WL-4.6 
Modify WL-4.6 

k. LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note Attach additiona| sheets, if ~eeded 

Fcr.'r. 16~0-21 ~Apri', 19T5~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name O, IFP)  

LGN - ~ F P - 3  

Act iv i ty  
W L - 4 . 6  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-4.6 

Decision: 

Cooperate with Arizona Game and 
Fish Department and U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service to allow 
access to aquatic habitat in 
Grapevine Springs and Peoples _ ~  , 
Canyon~ and to acquire water/ .__j. 
rights necessary to maintain~ 
q ~  aquatic habitat by FY85 
(I,I00 acres). 

Reasons: 

Inventories indicate these 
areas are suitable habitat for 
Gila topminnow. Arizona Game 
and Fish and U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service will be pri- 
marily responsible for these 
introductions. Mineral with- 
drawal is not politically 
feasible; however, the areas 
will be protected to the extent 
possible under the Surface 
Mining Regulations (3809.0-1). 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

~I;lstrttclZons on reuerse)  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT!ON-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

I I  

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A:~vity Wi I dl ife 
i ,  

C~e~Imy Refere~ _ 

I 

Recommendation: 

WL-4;7 

Monitor and identify water pollution sources in the planning area's aquatic 
habitats (25 miles), and subsequently improve any conditions that do not 
meet Federal and State requirements by FY87. 

f f ~  

Rationale: 

Water quality of aquatic ecosystems is extremely important in maintaining 
the success of aquatic species and associated riparian vegetation. In his 
inventories on the planning areas aquatic ecosystems, Kepner (1980) found 
most of these systems complied with State and Federal standards. However, 
he did find some problem areas, such as Zonia Mine, where effluent was 
responsible for extirpating the French gulch aquatic fauna. With increased 
mineral development in the next 10 years (PAA), water quality could decline 
within a number of aquatic ecosystems. Therefore, i t  is necessary to 
identify problem areas and in i t ia te  immediate improvements. Authorities 
related to preservation of water quality are Federal Water Pol lut ion 
Control Act (86 Star. 816; 33 U.S.C. 1251); Clean Water Act of 1977 (33 
U.S.C. 446 et. seq.). 

Support Needs : 

Watershed Program 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N  - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multi ple-Use Anal),si s 

Name (:tIFP) 
LGN 

Activi~L.4. 7 

Over lay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

No conf l ic ts  were documented for  th is  recommendation. W-4.7, WD-i.6, 2.1, 
3.1, and 6.4 which would monitor and maintain water qual i ty  compliment this 
recommendation along with strong public support at the WL workshop. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-4.7 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-4.7 

f 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Ne~e Attach add i t iona l  sheets. Lf needed 

• , .  j, ~'. r . ' =  • 

I 

Fo:m 16~]0-21 IApril 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty 
WL-4 .7  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-4.7 

Decision: 

Monitor selected aquatic 
habitat in cooperation with 
Arizona Game and Fish Depart- 
ment, State Health Services, 
and Environmental Protection 
Agency where water pollution is 
a problem to insure that water 
quality meets appropriate 
federal and state standards. 
Improve conditions that do not 
meet standards. 

Reasons: 

Due to reductions in funding 
and manpower, BLM cannot 
reasonably expect to monitor 
all aquatic habitats. However~ 
BLMwill work with other 
agencies when and where a pol- 
lution problem is identified. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

l [ t l S t r l t c lZor l s  On r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 





UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT O F T  HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name rMFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-4.8 
Overlay Reference  

Step i Step 3 

Lands 2.1, 2.3 and 4.1 recommending R/Ws and land tenure adjustments 
slightly conflict with this recommendation and Recreation 5.2 recommending 
the open ORV classification conflicts with this recommendation. 
Compliments are numerous in the Watershed, Wilderness, and Cultural 
Resource recommendations, W-1.11, 4.12, WD-I.1, 1.5, 1.6, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 
3.4, CR-3.1, and 3.2, which would protect Peoples Canyon and Grapevine 
Spring and parts of the Bil l  Williams River. 

An ACEC plan must be prepared resolving incompatible uses, some of which 
(lands and ORV) are ongoing. The plan will have to reconcile those uses 
and find places where they will do least damage within the ACEC (some ORV 
use and R/Ws where they would do the least damage to the habitat). 

Multi ple-Use Recommendation: 

Designate public lands of the Bil l Williams and Santa Maria Rivers, 
including a I/4 mile buffer zone adjacent to the drainages, and Grapevine 
Spring and Peoples Canyon (Total 8,200 acres) as an ACEC. The following 
activities are potentially inconsistent with the improvement and protection 
of this area and wil l be addressed in the ACEC plan: a) mineral 
development; b) road building; c) wood or l i t t e r  collection; d) additional 
rights-of-way; e) building of structures. 

Reasons: 

The recommendation was modified to protect only areas that will be 
identified as sensitive. Multiple use will be allowed in other portions of 
the ACEC. 

Support Needs: 

None 

Alternatives Considered: 

kAccept WL-4.8 
Reject WL-4.8 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

t l u s t r r t c t i o n . ~ ;  Or? r e u ~ r s e  ) For:.., 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.44FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
WL-4.8 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-4.8 

Decision: 

Draft a Habitat Mangement Plan 
for public land along Bill 
Williams and Santa Maria 
Rivers, Grapevine Springs, and 
Peoples Canyon. The plan will 
address all activities mention- 
ed in the original recommenda- 
tion. Grazing by domestic live- 
stock and feral burros will 
also be addressed. (See 
W L - 4 . 3 . )  

Reasons: 

An action plan rather than an 
ACEC designation will provide 
BLM with the best means of 
dealing with riparian habitat 
conflicts. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  s hee t s ,  if needed  

I~HSItTICIZOtIS On reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMEHT FRAMEWORK PLAH 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSI$-DEC2SION 

Name (,',IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wildlife 
OverLay Reference 
Ste~ I WL-5 st,p3 

Recommendat i on: 

WL-4.9 

Develop a f i re  management program for all cottonwood-willow riparian, mixed 
broadleaf riparian, and mesquite-salt cedar woodland. 

Rationale: 

Fire can to ta l ly  eliminate a riparian system for a period of 20-40 years, 
and in some cases, cause replacement of. a structurally diverse community 
(e.g., cottonwood-willow) with a less diverse one (e.g. mesquite-salt cedar 
woodland). However, f i re  retardants and physical disturbance of vehicles 
may not be worth the risk of f i re .  Therefore, a f i re  management plan 
should be developed taking these conflicts into account. 

Support Needs: 

Watershed program 
Protection program 

C 
03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT  I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

N a m e  (?,IFP) 

LGN 
A c t i v i t y  

WL-4.9 
O v e r l a y  R e f e r e n c e  

S t e p  1 S t e p  3 

There are no documented conf l ic ts with this recommendation. This 
recommendation wi l l  have Watershed benefits and compliments Wilderness 
recommendation WD-I.I, 2.1, 3.1, 6.1 (to protect riparain system without 
surface damage). 

This recommendation along with others wi l l  be used to develop an overall 
f i re  management plan for LGNo 

f 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Accept WL-4.9 

Alternati  yes Considered: 

Modify WL-4.9 
Reject WL-4.g 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note. A t t a c h  a d d i t i o n a l  sheets, i f  needed 

' " '. ' ,  -~'""~ ~ For.-.. 1 6 0 0 - 2 1  L A p r i l  1 9 7 . ~  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
W L - 4 , 9  

Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

WL-4.9 

Decis ion: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

Note: At tach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

I I . s t r u c t z o n s  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



(. 
UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M~AGEMENT F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJ ~'CTIV'-~S 

N ame  (MFP) 
LGN 

A=tiv~'y 
Wi I dl i fe 

Objective: 

Improve, protect, and thereafter maintain Federal, State, and BLM sensitive 
listed species habitats throughout the planning area (26 species 
approximately 1,000,'000 acres) by FYgO. 

f 

Rationale: 

Generally, threatened, endangered, and BLM sensitive species (T&E) are 
animals that are declining in numbers caused primarily by decreasing 
habitat and habitat quality. Twenty-eight threatened, endangered, and 
sensitive species are known or are believed to inhabit the planning area. 
To reverse both trends of T&E and sensitive species' habitat decline and 
population decline, we must improve, protect, and i f  possible expand the 
habitat of these animals. 

Guidelines and directives regarding T&E species are: 

ao 

b. 
C. 
d. 
e. 

NEPA-1969 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (amended 1978) 
FLPMA-1976 
BLM Draft Manual 6840 
#.SO Draft Manual Supplemental 6840 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OFT HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENOATION-ANALYSIS-OECISiON 

Recommendation: 

Name (~IFP) 

LGN 

A=~ivi~ I dl ife 
Overlay Re (ere_p~e 

Step 1 . , "~ .~ "~S t  ep 3 

WL-5.1 

Maximize herbaceous forage use by desert tortoise and production on range 
sites in desert tortoise conflict areas (approximately 20,500 acres) by ~-- 
FY87 using the following measures: 

a. On allotments heavily inhabited by desert tortoises, develop a 
pasture encompasing the entire tortoise population and subsequently rest 
this pasture between February and July. 

,. b. Attain the good range condition class in heavily populated desert 
-~/tortoi se areas. 

• f Rational e: 

Studies by Burge (1979) and Scheinder (1980) demonstrate Arizona's tortoise 
populations to be among the species most endangered (see discussion in the 
URA Step 3). Both authors feel this decline is due to habitat decline, 
particularly relating to annual herbaceous forage production on range 
sites. In addition to Burge's and Schneider's findings, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service is reviewing proposals to l is t  Arizona's population. 

Developing separate pastures on allotments where the last disjunct 
populations of tortoise occur will improve their immediate habitat. 
Resting these pastures between February and July will increase annual 
production of critical dietary items for this turtle. 

Support Needs: 

Range Management 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-5. I 
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

This recommendation conflicts s l ight ly  with Lands 2.1, the EPNG corridor at 
T. 9 N., R. 13 and 14 W. Watershed 4.5 and 4.13 compliment this 
recommendation along with WD-4.1, 6.1, 7.1 and 9.1 (to maintain excellent 
condition of vegetation in the Harquahala Mountains and improvement of 
vegetation in the WSAs). 

This recommendation would be used to improve the status of the desert 
tortoise in Arizona. Arizona's populations are declining as are those in 
California and Nevada primarily due to forage competition. Maximizing 
growth of herbaceous annual and perennial forage wi l l  benefit other uses. 
Cattle use may be allowed in unusually exceptional ephermeral years 
(perhaps I or 2 in 10) when no confl ict could be documented with the desert 
tortoise populations. 

Implementation of th is  recommendation w i l l  be met through range management 
in the fo l lowing al lotments: 

Intensive Less Intensive Nonintensive 

Carco Cactus Garden Ohaco 
Agui I a Lei dig Calhoun 
Pipel i ne Los Cabal I eros Effus 
Santa Maria Palmeri.ta 

Ridgeway Kong 

Implementation of th is  recommendation w i l l  be met through habi tat  
management plans fo r  the remaining al lotments: 

Alamo 
Sky Arrow 
Wickenburg 

Mult iple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept 5.1 

Al ternat ives Considered: 

Reject WL-5. I 
Modify WL-5.1 

LGN-MFP-2 06/24/81 TC 

Note: Attach additiona! sheets,  if needed  

: l n s t r i t c t t o n s  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1o-5)  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-5 .1  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-5.1 

Decision: 

As Allotment Management Plans 
are written for allotments con- 
taining crucial desert tortoise 
habitat, the recommendation to 
rest tortoise habitat from 
livestock use between February 
and July will be incorporated 
into the grazing systems. 
Implementation of intensive 
management on allotments will 
occur as per WL-2.6. (A list 
of allotments containing tor- 
toise habitat is presented in 
Table 3-8, Page 53, LGN EIS.) 

Allotments which do not receive 
intensive management will be 
monitored as to livestock use. 
Adjustments in use will be made 
by changing season of use or 
number of livestock. Fencing 
out entire tortoise populations 
may be done, but only after 
contact with interested user 
groups. 

Reasons : 

Allotment Management Plans are 
the best means available to BLM 
to improve range condition in 
tortoise habitat. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

¢ l , ~ s t r . c t i o n s  on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENOATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Name ~/~FP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wi I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

~tep 3 st~p 1 WL-~ "~" 

Recommendat i on: 

WL-5.2 

Close areas within distributions of both the desert and Arizona night 
lizards (10,000 acres), and the Sonoran mountain kingsnake (1,200 acres) by 
FY83 to the following: 

a. ORV use and other surface disturbing act iv i t ies, restr ict to 
existing roads and t ra i ls  

b. Collection of wood and l i t t e r  including woodcutting 
c. Yucca or Nolina removal 

Rationale: 

Inventories within the planning area show these lizards and snakes to be 
highly dependent on the persistence of downed l i t t e r  and wood. Night 
lizards depend on the l i t t e r  from only a few plants (e.g. Agave), whereas 
Sonoran mountain kingsnakes depend on deep l i t t e r  (logs, leaves, etc.) and 
woody snags associated with mixed broadleaf riparian habitats. Because of 
these narrow structural requirements and their extremely disjunct and 
limited distr ibution in the planning area (e.g. mountain kingsnakes are 
limited to a few riparian areas in the Weaver Mountains), these reptiles 
could be severely affected by act ivi t ies that remove l ive and dead woody 
vegetation. Therefore, we recommend closure to such act iv i t ies.  

Support Needs: 

Recreation for closure to ORV 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

N a m e  (.,H F P ) 
LGN 

Activity WL- 5 • 2 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation conflicts with L-3.1, a recommended communication site 
on Harquahala Peak, and open ORV use. However, this recommendation 
compliments recommendations W-4.4, 4.6, 4.7, 4.13, 4.14, WD-5.1, 7.1, 
CR-3.1 and 3.2 to protect the same areas from surface disturbance. There 
is much public concern for protecting the Harquahala Mountain area and less 
so the Arrastra Creek area where no conflicts exist. 

Vehicle use in these areas can only practically be on existing roads and 
t ra i ls  considering the rough terrain, so ORV use wi l l  be limited. The 
communication site would only be positioned on already disturbed land. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Protect areas within distributions of both desert and Arizona night lizards 
(10,000 acres) and Sonoran mountain kingsnakes (1,200 acres) by FY83 by: 

el 
b. 
C° 

Closing the area to surface disturbing act iv i t ies. 
Collection of wood and other downed l i t t e r .  
Yucca or Nolina removal. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept WL-5.2 
Reject WL-5.2 

LGN-MFP-2 - 06124/81 

'o~e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

IL ' ; ;~ ' I tC[ZOP, ,~;  O R  r ~ I ' ~ i " ~ $ '  ; 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (/HFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
W L - 5 . 2  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-5.2 

Decision: 

Within distribution of desert 
and Arizona night lizards 
(10,000 acres) and Sonoran 
Mountain kingsnake (1,200 
acres), utilize 43 CFR 3809 
(Surface Mining Regulations) to 
minimize habitat disturbance 
during new road construction. 
Specify closing new roads as a 
provision in new mining plans 
of operation, when and where 
necessary, to prevent recrea- 
tion disturbance to night 
lizard and kingsnake habitat. 
Limit wood collection in the 
Weaver Mountains, particularly 
along Antelope, Weaver, 
Arrastra, Cottonwood, and 
Yarnell Creeks. Protect Yucca 
and beargrass (Nollna sp.) from 
destruction to the extent 
possible under the Surface 
Mining Regulations, 43 CFR, 
3809 and the Arizona Native 
Plant Law (Arizona Revised 
Statutes, Chapter 7, Article i, 
Section 3-901). 

Reasons: 

Total closure of these areas is 
practically impossible due to 
the considerable mineral 
exploration, past and present, 
in the Weaver Mountains. Pro- 
tection of Yucca and Nolina can 
be done within the context of 
current legislation and 
regulations. 

Note: Attach additional sh~.ets, if needed 

(ImClruction.s on r ever se )  

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

k',AHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYS~$-DEC~SION 

I I I I  I 

A~ivity 
Wi I dl i fe 

Overlay ReEe1"en=e 

step : WL-~tep 3 
I I I I I 

/ 

IL__~ 

Reco~endation: 
i 

WL-5.3 

Expand bald eagle wintering use and black hawk nesting opportunity along 
the Bi l l  Williams River by FY87 by establishing cottonwood riparian 
corridors and a prey base (WL-4.5 and ~6-). 

Rationale: 

Bald eagles (federally threatened) and black hawks (State listed) are 
highly dependent on the fisheries resource for prey and cottonwood trees 
for nesting. Introducing moderate size native fishes on which both birds 
feed wil l  increase the probability of bald eagles wintering and black hawk 
nesting on the Bi l l  Williams River. 

Support Needs : 

of WL-4.5 and.4~,~ ~-) Implementation 9. 

'o~e: Attach additional sheets, if needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multi pl e-Use Anal ysi s 

N a m e  (.~.IFP) 

LGN 

A c t i v e .  5 • 3 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation is based on WL-4.1 and 4.5, both of which were 
accepted. There was much public interest  shown on the part of bald eagles 
in the B i l l  Williams drainage. This recommendation compliments two 
Wilderness recommendations, WD-I.I and 2.1 to enhance Wilderness 
opportunit ies on the B i l l  Williams River. 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Accept WL-5.3 

A1 ternat i  yes Considered: 

Reject WL-5,3 
Modify WL-5.3 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note A t t a c h  a d d i t i o n a l  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  
Form 16,~0-21 ~Apr:l 19T.=~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
W L - 5 , 3  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-5.3 

Decision: 

Same as WL-4.5 and WL-4.2. 

Reasons: 

A Habitat Management Plan will 
assist in restoring riparian 
habitat for nesting raptors. 
This recommendation is a 
restatement of WL-4.5 (intro- 
duction of native fish). Again, 
Arizona Game and Fish and U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service will 
take the lead on all fish 
introduction. 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

N o t e :  Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

f l ~ t s t r u c t t o n s  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECiSION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wil~lifm 
OveTLay Refereuce 
Step 1 ~ . ~ t e p  3 

Recommendation: 

WL-5.4 

Expand zone-tailed hawk and Bell 's vireo distribution by expanding and 
improving cottonwood-willow riparian standard habitat sites along the Bi l l  
Williams, Santa Maria, and Hassayampa Rivers as identified in WL-4.1 and 
4.3. 

f 
JP p 

Rationale: 

Zone-tailed hawks (State listed) and Bell 's vireos (BLM sensitive) are 
highly dependent on the structural aspects of cottonwood-willow riparian 
habitat as indicated in Objective WL-4. Riparian habitat is rapidly 
declining within the planning area. To increase populations and nesting 
habitat of these two species of birds (both nest only in cottonwood-willow 
riparian habitat), we recommend improving riparian habitat as outlined in 
the recommendations of Objective WL-4. 

Support Needs: 

See Support Needs of Recommendations WL-4.1 and 4.4 



UNITED S T A T E S  
D E P A R T M E N T  OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS -DECIS ION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.~IF P) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-5.4 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

There were no documented conf l ic ts with this recommendation and compliments 
were many, W-4.12, WD-I.I, WD-I.6, 2.1, 6.1 and 6.4, (al l  recommendations 
to protect riparian habitat).  There is public sympathy with the pl ight of 
r iparian woodlands and T/E species. 

Two recommendations o which this is based, WL-4.1 and 4.4 have been 
accepted. 

° 

• f 

Mul t i  pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Accept WL-5.4 

Alternati  yes Considered: 

Modify WL-5o4 
Reject WL-5.4 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 
Fo..'~.. 16r;0-21 ~Aprfl 1975"~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R ECOMMEN D AT ION -ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
W L - 5 . 4  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-5.4 

Decision: 

Same as WL-4. I, 
WL-4.3. 

WL-4 .2  and 

Reasons: 

Improving riparian habitat will 
allow for expansion of zone- 
tailed hawk and Bell's vireo 
distribution. 

Note:  Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

InSttT~Ctzons on rever se )  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT O F T  HE ~TERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

~AHAGEMF..NT FRAJ~EWORK PLAN - S T E P  I 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Nime (MFP) 
LGN 

" "' 'Wiidlif  

Objective: 

~-1~m~pr-ove " and then maintai~ overall faunal richness by improving-and m a ~  
taiL~Bg habitat structural diversity and range conditions on-al~I public 
lands, by the year 2000. ,,~ ^-, 

f 

Rationale: 

Inventories within the Lower Gila North Planning Area and those of other 
authors cited in the URA Step 3 reveal the importance of maintaining and/or 
improving structural diversity and range conditions of the various standard 
habitat sites. Improving and maintaining structural diversity and range 
conditions, improves species diversity and wi ld l i fe  abundance on a given 
standard habitat site. Management of structural diversity wi l l  maintain 
and enhance many forms of lesser known wi ld l i fe  that because of their  large 
number are impossible to manage for on an individual basis. NEPA, FLMA, 
and CEQ directives further indicate the importance of improving and 
maintaining the natural ecosystems on public lands. 

. . . . .  , ; . . . . . .  ,, . . . . .  - -  . . . .  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT1ON- ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MF P ) 

LGN 

Amivi~ I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-6.1 

Monitor the effects of d i f fe ren t  l ivestock grazing in tens i t ies  by 
developing 15 exclosures (minimum I00 acres) on d i f fe ren t  range si tes in 
open chaparral, and cottonwood-willow SHSs. 

- f 

Rationale: 

Exclosures are necessary to determine the success of an ac t i v i t y  plan over 
time in increasing and maintaining structural  d ivers i ty  (monitoring). The 
exclosure acts as a control against which to weigh improvements or lack of 
improvements. 

Support Needs: 

, 

2. 
3. 
4. 

Project survey and design 
Construction and maintenance of exclosures 
Clearances: v isual ,  cu l tu ra l ,  T&E plant and animal 
Watershed program 

03/25/81 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Anal~,si s 

Name (.%IFP) 

LGN 
Activi ty  

WL-6.1 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

No conflicts have been documented with this recommendation. Exclosures 
wi l l  compliment the monitoring of range management act iv i t ies, HMPs and may 
help in monitoring or protecting T/E plants or cultural monitoring. 
Compliments: WD-I.I, 2.1, 3.1, 5.1, 6.1, 7.1, CR-I.1, 3.1, 3.2, W-3.1 (all 
to protect site-specific areas or monitor vegetation). 

: f 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-6.1 

Alternati yes Considered: 

Reject WL-6.1 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Nofe Attach addit ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

.... " " ~'"': " F~r.-.. 16'30-21 [April 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
WL-6.  I 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-6.1 

Decision: 

Monitor the effects of live- 
stock grazing on different 
range sites in open chaparral 
and cottonwood willow SHSs. 
Exclosures of varying sizes 
will be constructed. Size will 
depend on area needed for the 
purpose. 

Reasons : 

Exclosures are valuable tools 
for range management; however, 
it is not feasible to set 
minimum size of exclosure or a 
definite number at this time. 
Each exclosure will be designed 
on a slte-speclfic basis. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  s hee t s ,  if needed 

r[llStrlICltOl'lS OY~ r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

WLANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

I • I 

Name (hlFP~ 

LGN 
Activity 

Wil dl ire 
C~L,e'rLey Reference 

Step % WL-4 Step 3 
I 

Recommendation: 

WL-6.2 

Maintain zones of range sites in fa i r  or poor range condition around 
signif icant c l i f f  SHFs in the following allotments for small mammals as 
prey: 

i I  

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Pipeline (excluding Date Creek) 
Cal houn 
Aguila 
Ohaco 
Santa Maria (excluding river) 

Rationale: 
i i 

Golden eagles, harriers, prairie falcons and some reptiles benefit from 
high densities of small mammal prey brought'on by lower range condition 
classes where improvement of range condition might harm the wi ld l i fe  
community. The l isted sites are areas where the existing regime should be 
maintaine<l while the remaining adjacent areas improve as recommended in 
other resource sections. 

# 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

A°ti L'_6. 2 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

There were no compliments to this recommendation, this recommendation 
conflicted with RM-I.1, WD-8.1, 9.1, 11.1 and 12.1 (to improve range 
condition). 

> -  

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Maintain existing range condition where possible, around significant c l i f f s  
on allotments not udner untensive management. To the extent possible place 
water developments in the recommended zones on Pipeline, Calhoun, Aguila, 
Ohaco and Santa Maria Allotment. 

Reasons: 

Most recommendations are for improvement of range condition in these 
allotments. I f  the status quo would be changed this recommendation would 
not work. However, certain range management practices can be used to 
provide some of the desirable results. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Accept WL-6.2 
Reject WL-6.2 

Support Needs: 

None 

Note: A t t a c h  a d d i t i o n a l  s h e e t s ,  if neel ied  

~]?is:nlcnons o n  reverse)  

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND A T  ION - AN A L Y S I S - D  ECISI ON 

Name (,4,1F P ) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty  
WL-6o2 

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-6.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale 
Step 2. 

as stated in 

N o t e :  Attach addi t ional  s hee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

t lns trr ,  c t z o n s  on  r e u e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS--DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

A:~vitYwi I dl i fe 
Overlay Relereece 
Step 1 Step 3 

Reco~endation: 

WL-6.3 

Change kind of livestock use in Date Creek and Ohaco allotments from sheep 
to cattle by 1984. 

z" 
" "  r ' "  - 

Rational e: 

Presently annuals are harvested to nearly 100% of their growth by sheep 
leaving no cover or forage for wi ld l i fe .  Low-height perennials are also 
extremely depleted. This nearly total .loss of low-height cover has 
seriously reduced the faunal richness of the two allotments. Change to a 
less ef f ic ient  harvester (cattle) of vegetation would reduce the harvest of 
nearly 100% of the annuals produced and hopefully correct stocking rates 
would bring ut i l izat ion down to 50%, the Dist r ic t 's  standard. 



. 

% 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple Use Analysis 

This recommendation conflicts with RMI.I. 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

%YL - 6 . 3  
Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

• . .  r ' ,  

. L  

• c 

Strong public sentiment favored 
maintaining historical use of the 0hero Allotment by sheep, however, ongoing 
impacts of sheep mostly affect desert tortoise populations in scattered 
portions of the Allotment. BLM cannot control kind of livestock use on the 
Date Creek Allotment. 

f 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Exclude domestic sheep use between February I and Juan 30 in crucial desert 
tortoise areas in the 0haco Allotment. 

Reasons 

See Rationale for WL 6.3 and Multiple Use Analysis 

Alternatives Considered 

Accept WL 6.3 
Reject WL 6.3 

Nofe: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
.,. . ,. 

fh2str~iclions on reverse) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
W L - 6 . 3  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-6.3 

Deci s ion: 

Monitor livestock (sheep and 
cattle) use on Ohaco Allotment, 
especially between February 1 
to June 30, in crucial desert 
tortoise areas on the allot- 
ment. Adjust use (either 
season of use and/or number of 
sheep) based upon results of 
range monitoring program. 

Reasons : 

Long-term information on range 
trend is needed before decl- 
sions are made which affect the 
livestock operators of the 
0haco Allotment. If range 
trend is down, some adjustments 
in use will be necessary. 

Note: At tach addi t ional  s hee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/30/82 

~ I . s l r u c t i o n s  on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNIT~-D STATES 
D~-PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

I 

I Name G~IFP) 

LGN 
I Aclivity 

Wild l i f f .  
Overlay Referemce 
Step I WL-8 step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-6.4 

Protect the fo l lowing SHSs from w i l d f i r es :  cottonwood-willow r ipar ian,  
mixed broadleaf r ipar ian,  spring SHFs, mesquite-tamarisk r ipar ian,  
creosote-white bursage, and palo verde saguaro while allowing or 
encouraging w i l d f i r e  in open chaparral, desert grassland, c ruc i f i x i on ,  
thorn mixed shrub, and mixed thorn scrub SHSs. I f  r ipar ian or spring si tes 
are burned, rehab i l i ta te  immediately a f ter  f i r e .  Open chaparral SHSs 
should not burn more than 500 acres /w i ld f i re  in the Harcuvar or Harquahala 
Mountains and should not burn more than 1,000 acres /wi ld f i re  in the Weaver 
Mount ai ns. 

. f - -  Rationale: 

Wi ld l i f e  habitat inventories found d i f f e r i ng  SHSs require or respond to 
w i l d f i r e  in d i f f e r i ng  ways, benef i t ing or detracting from w i l d l i f e  habitat 
qua l i t y .  This recommendation re f lec ts  current known needs or requirements 
of w i l d l i f e .  Areas recommended for  res t r ic ted w i l d f i r es  (< 500 or < 1000 
acres) should be closely monitored before suppression ef for ts  are i n i t i a t ed  
because of the l imi ted areas the. habitats represent and added impacts of 
some f i r e  suppression ac t i v i t i e s .  

Support Needs: 

Fire program 
Watershed program 

03/25/81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.qFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-6.4 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

There were no documented conf l ic ts with this recommendation. The 
recommendation compliments the water resources URA, W-4o16, WD-I.I, 2.1, 
3.1, 5.1, 6.1, 7.1 (to improve natural character of WSAs and protect 
r iparian vegetation). 

This recommendation wi l l  be used to build a f i re  management program for LGN 
incorporating other f i re  recommendations. 

. f  

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-6.4 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-6.4 
Modi fy WL-6.4 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Nofe Attach addi t ional  sheets, i [  needed 

• " ,. :~'<.'. For.-.. 16c;0-21 kApril 1975~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-6.4 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-6.4 

Decision: 

Develop a Fire Management Plan 
for Lower Gila North which 
incorporates protection for 
sensitive riparian habitats and 
Lower Sonoran habitats, estab- 
lishes a mechanism for rehabi- 
litation of riparian habitats, 
and establishes cover "leave" 
strips in open and closed 
chaparral habitats. (See 
W L - 7 . 4 . )  

Reasons: 

Multiple-use considerations 
must be involved in fire 
management decisions. A Fire 
Management Plan will allow for 
wildlife input as well as input 
from other resource concerns. 

W~ 

LGN-MFP-3:I2/30/82 

Note- Attach additional sheets, if needed 

t t n s / r r ~ c t i o n s  on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MkNAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - S T E P  1 

A C T I V I T Y  OBJ ECT IVF-..S 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
Wi I dl i fe 

Ob)eCt ive  Number 
WL-7 

Qb~ective: 

Improve and protect open chaparral standard habitat sites in the Harquahala 
(5,000 acres) and Harcuvar (3,500 acres) Mountains. 

° ~  
J 

Rational e: 

Open chaparral wi ld l i fe  communities of these two mountain ranges are 
extremely diverse, topped only by riparian habitats in terms of the total 
number of species. In addition, these areas support federally threatened 
and endangered, State l isted, and BLM sensitive species. Twenty-one 
species are isolated (disjunct) to the top of these mountains. In 
addition, these areas are small and are isolated from similar habitat by 50 
rail es. 

Other resource act iv i t ies detrimentally affecting these diverse w i ld l i fe  
communities. To reverse these trends, we recommend improvement and 
pr ot ect i on. 

F o:.-.. 1o0~/-20 ,Apr : l  l t l . ' ,  ~, 



UNIT~-D STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N  - A N A L  Y S I S - D E C  IS1 ON 

I 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Ac'~vit~i I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

Step I WL-7 Step 3 

f 

Recommendation: 

WI-7.1 

Designate the major open chaparral basin and areas below i t  to the east in 
the Harquahala Mountains as an Area of C r i t i ca l  Environmental Concern 
(ACEC) (approximately 5,000 acres). The fol lowing ac t i v i t i e s  are 
incompatible with the improvement and protection of th is  area: 

a .  

b. 
C. 

d. 
e .  

f .  
g. 

Further mineral development t 
ORV use, other than on exist ing roads and t r a i l s  
Road bui lding 
Wood co l lec t ion and woodcutting 
Additional r ights-of-way 
Building of structures 
Excess fencing 

Rationale: 

Considerable mining ac t i v i t y  and associated road bui lding are cumulatively 
reducing an already extremely l imi ted amount of open chaparral habi tat .  
This habitat is responsible for  the existence of 21 isolated species of 
which 7 are State l i s ted ,  or BLM sensit ive. Continual development of th is  
area, pa r t i cu la r l y  in the basin, w i l l  severely reduce th is  unusual w i l d l i f e  
community. To reverse declining habitat trends and protect th is  unusual 
community, we recommend ACEC designation. 

03/25/81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (bIFP) 
LGN 

A=ti~. 7. I 

Overtay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation conflicts with R/Ws to miners. The recommendation 
compliments W-4.6, 4.13, CR-3.1, 3.2, and WD-7.1 (to protect the valuable 
habitat in the Harquahala Mountains). 

An ACEC plan w i l l  be developed for  th is  area resolving incompatible uses 
some of which are ongoing and others that may not be el iminated but must be 
minimized. 

Multi pl e-Use Recommendati on: 

Designate the major chaparral basin and areas below i t  to the east in the 
Harquahala Mountains as an ACEC (5,000 acres). The fo l lowing a c t i v i t i e s  
are po ten t i a l l y  inconsistent with the improvement and protect ion of th is  
area and w i l l  be addressed in the ACEC plan: a) mineral development; b) 
road bu i ld ing ;  c) wood co l l ec t ion ;  d) addi t ional  righ%s-of-wa y; e) 
bui ld ing of structures; f )  excess fencing. 

Reasons: 

Modified to protect only those areas that w i l l  be iden t i f i ed  as sensi t ive 
in the ACEC plan. 

Suspport Needs: 

None 

LGN-MFP-2 07/17/81 

Note: Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

I ~tlS l¥11CllOlq.¢~ On reverse)  Form !600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND ATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (;'~|FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
WL-7 .  i 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-7. I 

Decision: 

Modify Multiple Use Recommenda- 
tion WL-7.1 to read: 

Designation of this area as an 
Area of Critical environmental 
Concern (ACEC) is not neces- 
sary. An allotment Management 
Plan will be developed that 
will protect this area from 
overgrazing. All other uses or 
developments incompatible with 
the protection of this area 
will be restricted to the 
extent possible under existing 
regulations. (See WL-7.2 and 
W-4.13. 

Reasons: 

The resource value of this area 
can be protected with existing 
regulations. 

Note: At tach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

LGN-M~P-3:I2/30/82 

;l.stn~ct,on~ on reuerse) Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

H i l d l i f m  
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step ]WE-7 Step 3 

Multipl e-Use Analysis 

Recommendation: 

WL-7.2 

Withdraw the major basin and areas to the east in the Harquahala Mountains 
from mineral entry by 1984 (2,000 acres). 

Rationale: 

Surface and habitat disturbance from mining pose the biggest threat to the 
continued existence of the open chaparral plant community and i ts isolated 
w i ld l i fe  species. Withdrawal from mineral entry wi l l  prevent destruction 
of this extremely important w i ld l i fe  community. 

Support Needs: 

Lands and minerals for mineral withdrawal. 

LGN-MFP-I 06/25/81 

Note: Attach addit~nnmJ_ ~ h ~ ,  if needed 

' Inslrl/clto))s o n  r e z ~ e r s e  ) Form. 1600-21 (Apr!l 197~) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (. ' , IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-7.2 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation conf l ic ts  with Minerals 2.1 which proposes a l l  areas to 
remain open to mineral entry. This recommendation compliments CR-3.1, 3.2, 
W-4.4, 4.13, and WD-7.7 (to protect the Harquahala from surface disturbance 
or mineral entry) .  

The minerals in the area have been largely undeveloped and are not known to 
be c r i t i c a l .  The w i l d l i f e ,  cu l tu ra l ,  watershed and wilderness values 
appear to be c r i t i ca l  based on the public comments toward the Harquahala 
Mountains. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-7.2 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-7.2 
Modify WL-7.2 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note. Attach additional sheets, if needed 

F~r.'n.. 16~0-21 ~Apr:l 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (/~IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
WL-7 • 2 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 S tep  3 

WL-7.2 

Decision: 

Minimize detrimental impacts of 
mineral exploration and devel- 
opment to habitat in the 
2,000-acre basin east and north 
of Harquahala Peak. Utilize 
surface protection measures in 
43 CFR 3802 and 43 CFR 3809. 
Require plan of operation for 
all claims 5 acres and over. 
Require performance bonds from 
all owners/ operators to 
prevent unnecessary and undue 
degradation. Leaching operatins 
will be reviewed for environ- 
mental and human safety by the 
State Mine Inspector prior to 
commencement or upon suspension 
of the operation as per ARS 
27-303. 

Reasons: 

The above regulations should 
provide adequate protection for 
the unique biological island 
community while minimizing 
backlash reactions from the 
mining industry. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/24/83 

Nofe: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

' tlttstn~etion-¢ on reverse)  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (hlFP) 

I GN 
AcrAvity 

Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

S,e  I WL-7 Step 3 

Recon~nendation: 

WL-7.3 

Control intensity and season of use by livestock on the Harcuvar and 
Harquahala mountains open chaparral SHSs (8,500 acres). 

/ 
f ~  

/ 

Rational e: 

By establishing this habitat in separate pastures, we can manage each 
mountain's open chaparral more effectively, part icularly since these higher 
elevation communities require periods of rest from livestock grazing 
between I March and 15 July. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.%IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-7.3 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

There are no listed conflicts with this recommendation. There are several 
compliments with the Watershed URA, W-4.5, and 4.13, and WD-6.1 and 7.1 (to 
improve vegetation on Harquahala Mountains). There was strong public 
support voiced in the workshops toward protecting Harquahala Mountain. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-7.3 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-7.3 
Modify WL-7.3 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

No~e Attach additional sheets, if needed 

.... "~, Fo..-r. 16',0-21 <April 197~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-ANALYSIS-DECISI  ON 

Name (:~4F P ) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty 
W L - 7 . 3  

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-7.3 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

N o t e :  Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

H n s t r t ~ c t i o n s  on rez, e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

I I I I I I I  

Name (,tIF P ) 

LGN 

A:~vi~i I dl i fe 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 
Jl I 

Recommendation: 

WL-7.4 

Develop a controlled (prescribed) burn plan for open chaparral habitat on 
the Harcuvar and Harquahala mountain ranges by FY84 (total approximately 
8,500 acres). 

Rationale: 

Fire is an important part of open chaparral maintenance. Therefore, we 
recommend prescribed burns to help ensure the existence extremely important 
habitat on these two mountain ranges. 

Support Needs: 

Fire Management 
Clearances: T/E, Culture, Wilderness, Visual 
Watershed program 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N - A N  ALY SIS-DECISI  ON 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
7.& 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

There were no listed compliments to this reco~nendation. This recommendation 
may conflict with wilderness values in the Harquahalas (WD 7.1). 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Develop a controlled (prescribed) burn plan to improve open chaparral habitat 
in the Harcuvar Mountains and, if not visually impacting, the Harquahala 
Mountains by 1984 (8,500 acres). 

Reasons 

Prescribed burning may enhance the quality of open chaparral and improve 
herbaceous cover without creating unnatural edges. 

Alternatives Considered 

Accept WL 7.4 
Reject WL 7.4 

Support Needs 

Clearances: T/E, Culture, Wilderness, Visual Watershed for design 

Nofe: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 

{InstrTtct~ons on ret, e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-2 05106181 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN -MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
WL-7.4 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

WL-7.4 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multlple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

Note: Attach addi t ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  

l l n s t r u c l i o n s  o n  r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT F R A M E W O R K  P L A N  - STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

N~me (MFP) 

LGN 
A¢t~vtty 

Wi I dl i fe 
Crojective Humber 

, , W L - ~  

Objective: 

Improve and protect the upper Centennial Wash wetland (approximately 6,0DO 
acres) by FY87. 

Rationale: 

The Upper Centennial Wash wetland, primarily consisting of the upper three 
dikes, provides excellent aquatic (lentic) habitat. Waterfowl;, aquatic 
wi ld l i fe ,  such as bull frogs, and raptors, including bald eagles, u t i l ize 
this wetland area. Agricultural i rr igat ion reduces water in this area at 
certain times of the year. In order to maintain water levels and to 
improve associated riparian habitat and adjacent rangeland, we make 
specific recommendations of improvement and protection. 

Improvement and protection of the uUpper Centennial Wash wetland wi l l  
demonstrate our committment to protecting these areas as outlined in 
executive orders and BLM manuals. 

Fur.~., 1~0r,--2C' ~Apri ~, 1~.', ~, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION-  ANALY $1S-OECISI ON 

Name (J~IFP) 

LGN 
AcLivity 

Wi I dl i fe 
Overtay R e f e r e n c e  

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendati on: 

WL-8.1 

Repair and seal the main upper and lower two dikes and maintain dif fer ing 
water levels in each dike by developing-a ~-el-l-~n~d pump system by FY87. 

Rational e: 

Presently, all three dikes need repair .so that water level can be 
maintained. By repairing these dikes and maintaining water level, we 
increase the period of use of this water and increase waterfowl nesting 
potential. 

Support Needs: 

le 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Engineering for repair 
Project survey and design for the well and pump system 
Construction and maintenance of the dikes and well system 
Clearances: visual, cultural, T&E plants and animals 
Watershed program 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.%IFP) 
LGN 

Activi~L- 8.1  

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

This recommendation parallels the Watershed recommendation (W-1.1) to 
maintain and rebuild flood control structures in this area. 

WL-8.2, 8.3, 8.4, 8.5 depend on this recommendation (for improvement of the 
Centennial Wash wetland area). 

° 

/" . f  

Multi ple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-8.1 

Alternati yes Considered: 

Reject WL-8.1 
Modify WL-8.1 

Note At%ach additional sheets, if needed 

• • I ,  { , ¢ < :  , 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form. 16'}0-21 ,April 19.'.53 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYStS-DECISION 

Name ' ; 'FP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
~m-8. i 

Over ~ay Refe:enee 

' Step i Step 3 

WL-8.1 

Decision: 

The storage area above the 
upper Centennial Dike will be 
deepened. Negotiations will be 
undertaken with water users 
upstream to procure unneeded 
waste water. This water will 
be channeled into the storage 
area to maintain a stable water 
level. 

Reasons: 

Costs of well development are 
prohibitive at this time, 
however, use of waste water 
will be reasonably effective. 
The spillway will be lowered on 
=he upper dike to meet dam 
safety standards. 

i :" 

LgN-MFP-3:01/¢7/83 

Note; Attach additional sheets, tf needed 



i .  ~" 

!" 

UNITED STATES 
DEPA~TMEI~T OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENdATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS ION 

I I 

Name (.MF P) 

LGN 
i 

A c t i v i t y  

Wildlife. ~Y 
OverJ.ay R,,.fere~e 

Step 1 WL-B~tep 3 
• ! 

Reco~endation: 

WL-8.2 

Plant cottonwoods and maintain cottonwood and mesquite thickets around each 
dike by FY87 through a separate management plan. 

Rational e: 

Presently, there are only a few cottonwoods in this area. Establishing 
cottonwood groves around each dike wil l enhance raptor and small bird 
nesting opportunities and decrease water evaporation from the dikes. 

Support Needs: 

Project Survey and design 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

~ L - 8 . 2  
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Parallels recommendation W - 1.2 to maintain flood control structures. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 8.2 

Alternatives Considered 

ReJ a c t  ICL 8 .2  

f 

Note: Attach addit ional  sheets, H needed 

( Imctn~ct ions  on r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty 
WL-8 .2  

Overlay Reference  

Step I S tep  3 

WL-8.2 

Decision: 

Plant cottonwood poles above 
the upper Centennial Dike and 
other dikes along Centennial 
Wash where a sufficient water 
supply is present. Monitor the 
growth and/or mortality of the 

trees. 

Reasons: 

Cottonwoods need a dependable 
supply of ground water near the 
surface to survive extreme 
summer temperatures. Poles 
will be planted so as to insure 
maximum survival. 

LGN-MFP-3:01/07/83 

Note: Attach  add i t i ona l  s hee t s ,  if needed  

f l . s l r . c l i o n s  on rever se )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMM~'ND ATION--AN AI.,Y SIS-DECI$1 ON 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
A~vit7 

Wildlife 
OverLay Re(erence  

Step 1 .WL-8 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-8.3 

Establish grazing intensity and season of livestock use to improve habitat 
by creating a separate pasture incorporating all three dikes and adjacent 
habitat (6,000 acres). 

f 

Rationale: 

Wetlands present different management needs from adjacent terrestrial 
habitat. To effectively bring the condition of this wetland and its 
contiguous cienega into the good condition class, we recommend a separate 
pasture. With this system, we will increase perennial grass composition 
necessary for waterfowl and northern harrier (marsh hawk) nesting. 

Support Needs: 

Range Management 
Watershed program 

03125/81 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDAT~ON-ANA'YS~S-DECJS~ON 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

Name (.'.IFP) 
LGN 

Activi~L- 8,3 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

This recommendation compliments the Watershed URA to use grazing and 
vegetation to control sediment yields and flood flows. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-8.3 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-8.3 
Modify WL-8.3 

• f 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note Attach additional sheets, if needed 
For.'.. 16¢~0-21 ',April 19-5~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

WL-8.3 

Decision: 

Negotiate an Allotment Manage- 
ment Plan with the range user 
of Babcock Allotment. Explore 
possibility of including the 
dikes, spreader system, and 
associated riparian scrub 
habitat in a single pasture. 

Name ( M F P )  

LGN - MFP-3 

Act iv i ty  
W L - 8 . 3  

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as seated in 
Step 2; however, wetland 
management should be coordi- 
nated with range management to 
achieve good range condition. 
This can best be accomplished 
through an AMP. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, if needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 

¢l .s tr t ,  c t i o n s  on reuerse )  Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MAHAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (,~,IFP) 
LGN 

A~iv#~ 
w11 dl i fe 

Overlay Re(ere~ce 

s~ep I WL-8 step3 

Recommendat i on: 

WL:8.4 

Acquire through exchange or other means or obtain r ight -of -way for  
preservation and management of Section 26, T. 7 N., R. 11 W. (State land) 
as part of the upper Centennial Wash wetland (640 acres). 

f 

Rationale: 

This section of land is an integral  part of the Centennial Wash dike 
system. Change in management (development) of th is  land would ser iously 
a l t e r  the rest of the wetland and detract from the habi tat  qua l i ty  of the 
rest of the system. As ear ly  as 1966 D i s t r i c t  personnel have noticed the 
need to acquire th is  section of land (Memo to.DM, Apr 15, 1966, f i l e d  under 
7200, Water Mgt.) 

Support Needs: 

Lands program 
Watershed program 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT  tON - A  N A L Y  S IS -D  EC ISI ON 

Name r.~.IFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL-8.4 
Overlay R e f e r e n c e  

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

No conflicts have been documented with this recommendation. There are 
several compliments with the Watershed URA and CR-3.1 and 3.2 to protect 
Cultural Resources and to maintain the integrity of the Centennial Wash 
Dike System. 

Since 1966 District personnel have identified the need to acquire this 
land. 

/ f 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept WL-8.4 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject WL-8.4 

Support Needs: 

Lands Program 
Watershed Program 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Note Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

Fo.'m 16~0-21 ~April 19T5) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF T H E I N T E R I O R  
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDAT ION -ANALYSIS-DEC ISI ON 

Name (MFP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activi ty 
W L - 8 . 4  

Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step S 

WL-8.4 

Decision: 

Negotiate with the State Land 
Department to facilitate 
exchange of See. 26, T. 7 N., 
R. II W. provided that the 
riparian habitat can be 
feasibly maintained. 

Reasons: 

If the dikes are lowered to 
comply with dam safety require- 
ments then the riparian vegeta- 
tion may be lost due to ex- 
cessive erosion. Little would 
be gained by land exchange if 
this occurred. If the dikes 
are maintained then an exchange 
would be advisable. 

Note: Attach addi t iona l  shee t s ,  if needed 

fln.~lraJcl~o~s on  r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3:01/07/83 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT O F T  HE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OEClSlON 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

Wildlife 
OverLay Re(erence 

Step I Step 3 

Recommendation: 

WL-8.5 

Starting in FY84, monitor the quality of agricultural runoff into the 
Centennial Wash dike system and subsequently correct pollution problems. 

/ f - - -  

Rationale: 

Agriculture uses large amounts of pesticides. Since agricultural fields 
l ie in the floodplain of Centennial Wash and the dikes are downstream from 
these fields, pesticides may run off into the dikes. I f  in large enough 
concentrations, these pesticides would be extremely dangerous to all 
wi ld l i fe using these waters. 

Support Needs: 

EPA and State Health Services 
Watershed program 

03125181 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

WL - 8 . ~  
Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

There are no conflicts with this recommendation. However, wildlife and domestic 
animals and man may be exposed to harmful levels of pollutants on public lands. 

Multiple Use Recommendation 

Accept WL 8.5 

Alternatives Considered 

Reject WL 8.5 
Modify WL 8.5 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

¢ [ti.~gnlcliong' on rev;,$e) 

LGN-MFP-2 05/06/81 TC 

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
~ E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

WL-8.5 

Decision: 

Cooperate with Arizona Game and 
Fish, State Health Services, 
and the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency in monitoring water 
quality on public land in the 
Centennial Dikes area. 

Name ~:~FPj 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activ,.tv 
WL-8,5 

L 
'J Over|ay Reference 

i .Er.ep I Step 3 
i 

Reasons: 

Goals can best be achieved 
through cooperation with state 
and federal agencies. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/30/82 



UNITED S T A T E S  
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

• Cultural Resources 
Objective Number 

CR-I 

/ 
l 

Objective: 

To determine the impacts of agents and trends of deterioration and to 
implement effective measures to prevent cultural resource deterioration by 
1991. 

Rationale: 

Recommendations for specific use allocations and protection measures 
largely depend upon information on condition and trends of deterioration of 
cultural resources. Indirect impacts upon cultural resources should be 
identified for environmental assessments and for the evaluation and 
resolution of project-specific conflicts. Such management use of cultural 
resources is supported by the cultural resource management draft URA 
Manual, Step 3 and Guidelines for Cultural Resource Evaluation (IM No. 
78-339). 

To obtain and analyze data on indirect impacts to cultural resources impact 
studies relating to several land uses could be designed. Implementing 
these studies requires in i t ia l  planning and setup, monitoring, and 
analysis. L i t t le  f ie ld monitoring would be needed and monitoring could 
often be accomplished in the course of other duties. Sites for studies 
could be selected from relatively well understood and abundant site types 
identified in Class I and I I  inventories. Sites worthy of conservation and 
protection would not be chosen. Detailed scienti f ic data should be 
collected before ut i l iz ing a site. Choice of study areas can be based upon 
implementing act iv i ty plans from other programs. Few support actions would 
be required, and few conflicts with other objectives are expected. 

The public has expressed concern about the indirect impacts of BLM's 
actions on cultural resources. The lack of data on these impacts gives 
this objective a high pr ior i ty in the planning area. Continued development 
in the planning area and the growing problem of vandalism of archaeological 
and historic sites makes identifying effective protection measures 
increasingly important. 

(D~struCtiOTIS o~: ro t c rop ;  F~,rm lu0~-2c' ~April lq75~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Recommendat i on: 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

CR 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

CR-I.1 

Reduce or eliminate indirect impacts of land uses on cultural resources as 
identif ied through study plots. 

f 

Rationale: 
z 

The effects of grazing systems, rangeland improvements, mineral and energy 
development, and increased access and visi tat ion should be studied to 
provide better cultural resource data for environmental assesments, 
identifying cultural resource protection needs, and designing adequate 
protection measures. Studies of sites located in areas that are grazed at 
different levels of intensity and sites located near range improvements 
such as water troughs and cattle tanks could provide information on the 
effects of BLM's range program. The Anderson Mine Rockshelter and other 
sites in the Anderson Mine region could be studied in order to assess the 
effects of mineral development. Sites in the Harquahala Mountains could 
also be monitored to determine the effects of renewed mining act ivi ty in 
that area. Sites along the Granite Reef Aqueduct and the Palo Verde/Devers 
transmission line could be studied to determine the effects of increased 
visi tat ion and access. Sites which would be suitable for these studies 
have been identif ied in Cultural Resource inventories. Additional areas 
and sites may be identif ied in the future. The effectiveness of measures 
to alleviate site deterioration should also be evaluated over time. 

Support Needs: 

Computer entry expertise, t ra f f i c  counters, and f ie ld support would be 
needed. In addition, preparation of an EAR and consultation with the SHPO 
would be necessary. 

Computer entry of the data gathered wi l l  be needed to fac i l i ta te  analysis. 
Traffic counters may be needed to document vis i tor use in certain areas. 
Actions to support other resource recommendtions, such as fencing or road 
closure, would often f u l f i l l  cultural resource support needs. Information 
from the range, soils, recreation, and road inventories can also be used to 
identify study areas. An EAR must be prepared before starting studies. 
Consultation with SHPO is also necessary to determine National Register 
e l i g i b i l i t y  and effects of proposed use. Sites could be disqualified from 
such use unless effects can be mitigated in compliance with 36 CFR 800. 

Note: Attach  addi t iona!  s h e e t s ,  if needed  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 

Activity 
CR-I. I 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysts 

The protection of cultural resources would enhance the recreational, 
scientific, and educational value of several wilderness study areas (~JD-7. ~ 
No conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept CR-I.I 

Alternatives Considered 

R e j e c t  CR-I.I 

Note: Attach additional sheets ,  if needed 

[ r . n s : r T t c t z o n s  o n  r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK P/AN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP)  

LGN - MFP-3 
Activi ty  

CR-1 .  l 
Overlay Refe rence  

Step I Step 3 

CR-I.I 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as 
Step 2. 

stated in 

N o t e :  Attach addi t ional  shee t s ,  if needed 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

' l , . , ' trr,  c t z o n s  on ret, e z s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 
ACTIV ITY  OBJECTIVES 

N a m e  (,MFP) 
LGN 

A•t•vit y 

Objective Number  
CR-2 

Objective: 

To consider socio-cultural values in the planning area in land management 
decisions, especially in the cultural resources management programs by 
1984. 

f 

Rationale: 

The BLM is responsible for considering the socio-cultural values of al l  
cultural groups and the public in the planning process and in resource 
allocation decisions. The American Indian Religious Freedom Act (P.L. 
95-34) emphasizes such consideration of impacts from Federal actions on 
Native American socio-cultural values. Information on socio-cultural 
values is needed for the cultural resource Class I Inventory (8111 Manual) 
and URA Step 3. The low level of information on Native American 
socio-cultural values and other cultural resource-related values in the PAA 
has been identif ied s a serious data gap. 

Socio-cultural values should be considered in recommendations for cultural 
resource use allocation. These values must be identif ied to evaluate 
significance and estblish pr ior i t ies in the cultural resource management 
program. By considering socio-cultural values in planning, problems and 
conflicts with cultural groups can be avoided. Public con=nent on the lack 
of information on socio-cultural values has been voiced. Studies required 
to meet this objective can be conducted within the cultural resource 
program, and l i t t l e  support is needed. 

¢[nstrucSions on rezerse; F~r= 160r,--20 ~AOril I~ . ' . :  



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECESI ON 

Name (htFP) 
LGN 

ActLvity 
CR 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

CR-2.1 

Iden t i f y  and evaluate areas and properties with socio-cultural values to 
reduce potential impacts of other land uses on these resources. 

Rational e: 

Data on socio-cultural  values derived through ethnographic research, 
interviews, and record searches w i l l  be included in environmental 
assessments. Areas and properties with associated socio-cultural values 
should be managed to mit igate potential adverse effects. Socio-cultural 
values exist in the planning area but are poorly documented (see PAA). 
Studies are needed to define the in tens i ty  of feelings about ident i f ied  
socio-cul tural  values such as those associated with the Palo Verde H i l l s ,  
Tonopah, Hot Springs and Buckskin Mountains and to ident i fy  new sites and 
areas with associated socio-cultural values. 

Note- Attach addit ional  s h e e t s ,  if needed  



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR LGN 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

CR-2.1 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use AnalTsis 

The identification of socio-cultural values in the Buckskin Mountains 
could enhance their value for preservation as a wilderness area (WI)-I, 
~-3). No conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept CR-2.1 

Alternatives Considered: 

R e j e c t  CR-2.1  

E 

Note: Attsch additiona! sheets, if needed 
m 

~lnstmctio~s on reve~,$e) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
CR-2.1 

Overlay Reference  

Step 1 Step 3 

CR-2.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

Note: Attach additional shee t s ,  if needed 

f lns:rr~ctzon.~ on r e v e r s e )  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  O B J E C T I V E S  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

CR-3 
Objective Number 

Objective: 

To conserve selected cultural resource properties and to develop pr ior i t ies 
and refine cr i ter ia to determine conditions under which sites wi l l  be 
allocated for future uses by 1986. 

f - -  

Rat i onal e: 

BLM is responsible for conserving and protecting cultural resources on 
public land. Proper cultural resource management includes preserving a 
representative sample of this non-renewable resource base, as well as 
preserving cultural resource materials that are rare and unique or have 
high socio-cultural value. BLM is also responsible for nominating 
significant cultural resource properties to the National Register. Certain 
cultural resources must also be conserved for future uses. When a certain 
set of conditions are met in the future, these resources may be 
reallocated. 

Studies are necessary to determine which cultural resources should be 
conserved or protected and to specify the pr ior i t ies,  conditions, and 
nature of their future use. Support actions wi l l  be necessary to provide 
protection. 

m _  

t l n s t r u c t z o n s  on rez ' e r se )  For.-.. 1000--20 :Ap r i l  1'.-),;5. 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

CR 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: 

CR-3. I 

Conserve a representative sample of site types in the planning area for 
future use. 

Rat i onal e: 

Data on the nature and relative amounts of different site types should be 
gathered to determine which sites to conserve or protect. Potentially 
unique or rare sites should be identif ied and evaluated so that conditions 
for future use can be identif ied. Eligible sites can be identif ied through 
Class I I  Phase I I  surveys, purposive reconnaissance surveys, and itnerviews 
with local informants. Brown and Dushey Canyons in the Harquahala 
Mountains, the Palo Verde Hi l ls v ic in i ty ,  and the northeastern part of the 
Skull Valley planning unit are three areas where these investigations are 
needed. Additional areas wi l l  be identif ied in the future. These studies 
would also provide information needed to allocate cultural resources for 
scient i f ic uses. 

Support Needs: 

Environmental inventories and data analysis are needed to locate areas with 
potential for rare, unique, or endangered cultural resources. Computer 
data entry expertise is also needed. 

Detailed soil inventory data and analysis are needed to determine areas 
with agricultural potential, and a geological survey is needed to locate 
potential rockshelter areas. Aerial photos should be examined for evidence 
of structural remains. Computer entry of data from cultural resource 
survey work is required for analysis. 

Note.. Attach add i t iona l  sheets,  i f  needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

LGN 
Activity 

CR-3.1 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use Analysis 

The identification and conservation of cultural resource values would 
increase the recreational, scientific, educational, and interpretive 
potential of several wilderness study areas (WD-7, WD-IO). No conflicts 
with this reco~endation were identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept CR-3.1 

Alternatives Considered: 

R e j e c t  C R - 2 . 1  

Note: Attach additional sheets, H needed 

f l . s t r r t c t t o n s  on r e u e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (31FP) 

LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
CR-3.1 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

CR-3.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons : 

Same rationale 

Step 2. 

as stated in 

LGN-MFP-3: 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

f l t~.~';r l lct ions on  ret ,  e r s e )  Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Recommendation: 

Name (~,1FP) 
LGN 

Activity CR 

Overlay Reference 
Step 1 Step 3 

CR-3.2 

Provide immediate and long-term in-place preservation and protection of 
selected cultural resources that are threatened or deteriorating. 

Rationale: 

These selected sites should be identified through f ie ld investigations and 
site evaluations. Protective measures need to be implemented and continued 
to control vandalism and natural agents of deterioration on sites. 
Currently known examples are Anderson Mine rockshelter and Harquahala Peak 
Observatory. Support actions to accomplish this protection could include 
surveillance, fencing, or stabilization. Opportunities to develop 
protected sites for recreational and interpretive purposes should be 
cons i der ed. 

Nofe." Attach additional sheets, i f  needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 
LGN 

Activity 
CR-3.2 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

Multiple-Use AnalTsis 

The preservation of cultural resources would increase the recreational, 
scientific, educational, and interpretive values of wilderness study areas 
(WD-7). No conflicts with this recommendation were identified. 

Multiple-Use Recommendation: 

Accept CR-3.2 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject CR-3.2 

Note: Attach additional sheets, £f needed 
~Itls/~lctzo~s oi"I reT.,erSe) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (:~.IFP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

Activity 
O R - 3  • 2 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

CR-3.2 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multlple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 

Step 2. 

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

l lnstrt~ctzons on reperse ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED S T A T E S  
D E P A R T M E N T  O F  THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

M A N A G E M E N T  FRAMEWORK P L A N  - STEP 1 
A C T I V I T Y  OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFP) 

LfiN 
Activity 

CR 
Objective Number 

CR-4 

Objective: 

To allocate and use selected cultural resources for scientif ic purposes by 
1990 to obtain information needed for cultural resource management, 
interpretation and evaluation. 

Rationale: 

BLM's responsibility for allocating cultural resources for scientif ic uses 
is recognized in the CR Manual, URA Step 4, and in Guidelines for CR 
Evaluation (IM No. 78-339). Numerous opportunities for use of cultural 
resources by the scientif ic community have been identified for this 
planning area and are of high public interest. 

Since the use of cultural resources to obtain scienti f ic data is necessary 
for management of these resources, some basic studies are appropriate 
Bureau undertakings. Studies relating to questions of cultural 
a f f i l i a t ion ,  chronology, site function, settlement patterns, and 
environmental correlations are basic to evaluating significance and, 
therefore, are essential for establishing program priorit ies and making use 
allocation decisions. Research projects and studies of cultural resources, 
specifically designed to address these problems, should be conducted in the 
planning area. This objective os of crucial importance, especially in 
l ight of the severe lack of basic archaeological/historical research in 
this planning area. 

Information acquired through scienti f ic investigations not only enriches 
the national heritage, but also contributes to the historical background 
and heritage of Native American and other cultural groups in the region. 
Scientific research and analysis of cultural materials also contribute to 
interpretive and educational opportunities. 

¢ lns t ruc ; ions  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600-20 r, Apr!i 1975, 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Recommendation: 

Name (MFPCG N 

Activity CR 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 Step 3 

CR-4.1 

Allocate cultural resources identif ied through inventory for scient i f ic 
u s e s .  

Rational e: 

Cultural resource sites and areas with scient i f ic importance should be 
managed to allow their use for research by professional archaeologists and 
by BLM as appropriate. The confl ict of research with CR protection 
pr ior i t ies should be evaluated and monitored through BLM's CR program. 
Priori t ies for research should be based upon inventory and planning 
information. Because of the low level of archaeological work in the 
planning area many basic questions about prehistoric/historic ut i l izat ion 
of the planning area remain to be answered. Almost all sites in the 
planning area have the potential to yieldnew data about cultural 
a f f i l i a t i on  chronology, site function, settlement patterns, and 
environmental correlations. For this reason, most sites within the 
planning area could be allocated for scient i f ic use. 

Support Needs : 

Provide environmental data necessary for reconstruction of the prehistoric 
environment, including botanical, hydrological, soils, geological, range, 
w i ld l i fe ,  and climatological information. 

The collection and analysis of environmental data are needed for the 
planning and design of scient i f ic studies and for interpretation of their 
results. Environmental data from recent and past BLM resource inventoories 
should be analyzed and supplemented with specific studies. Cooperative 
efforts with other Federal and State agencies can also provide some of this 
environmental information. 

Note: Attach addi t ional  sheets, i f  needed 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
R E C O M M E N D A T I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (MFP) 
LCN 

Activity 
cR-~'. I 

Overlay Reference 

Step I Step 3 

Multiple-Use AnalTs~s 

The identification and study of cultural resources in wilderness study 
areas would enhance their value as wilderness (WD-I-12). No conflicts 
with this recommendation were identified. 

Multip!eTUse Recommendation: 

Accept CR-&.I 

Alternatives Considered: 

Reject CR-A.I 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

f ln.~ltTtctzons o~ t eue rse )  
. . . . .  II 

Form 1600--21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT I O N - A N A L Y S I S - D E C I S I O N  

Name (31FP) 
LGN - MFP-3 

A c t i v i t y  
CR-4.1 

O v e r l a y  R e f e r e n c e  

Step  1 S tep  3 

CR-4.1 

Decision: 

Accept Step 2, Multiple-Use 
Recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Same rationale as stated in 
Step 2. 

. f -  

Note :  A t t a c h  a d d i t i o n a l  s h e e t s ,  if n e e d e d  

LGN-MFP-3 : 12/28/82 

~ l n s t n ~ c t i o n s  on r e v e r s e )  Form 1600--21 (Apri l  1975) 
































































































































































