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 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

1 I'm an outdoors person & I coordinated the Loop 
Trail Program from 2008 - 2010. I conducted 
numerous surveys on public use of the Loop 
Trail & there was overwhelming opposition to 
motorized traffic, but great support for mt. biking 
access. Part of the Walnut Area under 
consideration will more than likely impinge on 
the Loop Trail, & it would be a great loss to 
Flagstaff & all outdoor recreationist (non-
motorized) to lose this portion of the Loop Trail. 
Further, much work has already gone into 
planning & routing the Loop Trail. I do not like 
this idea. It is expensive and hard to keep these 
parks open. These areas of concern already 
have management and wildlife safeguards in 
place. Where is the public lands going to be if 
we keep closing them. 

MT BIKING & THE LOOP TRAIL. 
(KEEP!) If horse access is allowed, it 
should be restricted & monitored as 
these folks to a great deal of damage 
to trails & introduction of invasive 
species. Keeping all roads open for 
the public to enjoy. 

Observation of ecosystem fragility & 
threated species, Loop Trail routing, 
watershed protection. Impacts of 
recreation to trails, smells & sounds of 
forest, and preservation of cultural 
resources. The cost and impact it will 
have on the communities. 

Make sure motorized traffic is 
limited or denied to most areas. If 
you close that area (hope that 
never happens), what increased 
activities could effect the outer 
boundries and resources. 

2 This letter is in response to your April 5, 2010, 
correspondence regarding the National Park 
Service (NPS) and U.S. Forest Service (USFS) 
initiating a special resource study to explore 
management options for a 30,000 acre area of 
the Coconino National Forest surrounding 
Walnut Canyon National Monument. The Hopi 
Tribe claims ancestral and cultural affiliation to 
the Sinagua prehistoric cultural group in Walnut 
Canyon National Monument and surrounding 
Forest Service lands. Walnut Canyon is an 
ancestral home of the Bluebird and Bearstrap 
Clans and a Traditional Cultural property of the 
Hopi Tribe.  
 Therefore, we appreciate the NPS's and 
USFS's continuing solicitation of our input and 
your efforts to address our concerns. The Hopi 
Cultural Preservation Office supports 
identification and avoidance of prehistoric 
archaeological sites and Traditional Cultural 
Properties, and we consider the archaeological 
sites of our ancestors to be Traditional Cultural 
Properties. We understand this study results 
from an Act of Congress and involves a possible 
expansion of Walnut Canyon National 
Monument. We have participated in such 
studies previously. As Director of the Hopi 
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 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

Cultural Preservation Office, I will be the contact 
person regarding the Walnut Canyon Study. To 
set up a meeting with the Hopi Cultural 
Preservation Office to discuss issues of mutual 
concern related to the study, please contact me 
at 928-734-3611 or 
lkuwanwisiwma@hopi.nsn.us. Thank you for 
your consideration. Respectfully, Leigh J. 
Kuwanwisiwma, Director 

3 The historical and archelogical significance to 
the country, Arizona, and the local citizenry 
especially. 

birdwatching petroglyph viewing & 
protect the entire park 

Archelogical, native cultural interests 
need to be considered and protected. 

not to let development impinge on 
the area 

4 Walnut Canyons history, archeological sites, 
wildlife and birds. This area has the above 
interests important to me because I do not have 
them near my home. 

I believe that wildlife viewing an bird 
watching should be encouraged to 
help keep humans connected to 
nature. And the preserve and 
enhance the archeology. 

the natural areas, wildlife habitat, bird 
sanctuary and the protection of this 
unique area for Northern AZ 

Bird habitat, wildlife mgmnt & 
protection, and the protection of 
the Native American sites 

5 Unique Cultural Resource Natural Resources 
Sacred space to Native People 

Bird Watching Apreciation of native 
plants & archeology sites Pictogrphs 
& Petroglyphs 

Wildlife Native American 
archaeological site Petroglyphs - 
Pictographs Old growth fores 

Needs Congressional designation 
for the entire study area to protect 
from development - Protect entire 
watershed-- 

6 I don't want beautiful, scenic sites destroyed. 
historical, cultural, beauty value I don't want to 
see this area developed i.e. turned into a 
subdivision. 

None parking, advertisement It 
should be maintained for rock 
climbing opportunities. Biking, hiking. 

?   

7     water, historical   
8     The trees, historical sites, H2O, the 

critters 
Be designated as National Park 
and Preserve 

9 I don't want beautiful, scenic sites destroyed. 
historical, cultural, beauty value I don't want to 
see this area developed i.e. turned into a 
subdivision. 

More advertisement to invite public - 
mainly to emphasis on public 
awareness of pre-historic cultural 
presresvation, pre-vention of 
destruction, pot and artifact collection 
prevention, to circulation of 
awareness of sensitive treasures of 
our few Wild lands & Habitat.  

all Wild land resources. Flagstaff is big 
enough - no more construction. 

all natural Habitats for all Wild life. 
There had been  

10       This area needs to be a National 
Park!! 

11 Because it is a beautiful area. Keep Area Protected Keeping the Resources safe Protcet it from houses & highways 
12   Please leave open for cycling!   The area is beautiful and important 

to the health of our ecosystem, 
and should be protected be 
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 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

protected from development. 
13 It is important to maintain the area, canyon for 

all future residents. 
The encroachment of blding 
divisions. 

Wildlife, Wildlife, Wildlife, and def. 
watershed. 

  

14 Walnut Canyon is a beautiful natural resource 
and has great historical value. 

Preservation of the sight and integrity 
of the ancient artifacts at Walnut 
Canyon 

Old growth Ponerosa Pine stands, 
wildlife, watershed and viewshed, cliff 
dwellings, historical lodging remains. 

Protection through formal 
management and maintenance of 
the site. 

15       Protect Walnut Cyn by giving it 
federal status. 

16 I enjoy Mountain Bike riding between Lake Mary 
Road and Fisher Point 

Mountain Bike Riding Bike Trail Environment protection 

17 We need open space areas around such an 
important National Monument. 

hikin/biking trails     

18 I have made many trips into the Walnut Canyon 
Study Area--along jeep trail; directly to SP dam; 
Fischer Point top; bottom (trail between). As 
development nears from NW, this needs to be 
stopped as this now is.  

water protection of ruins   Ideally, the National Park Service 
would manage largest possible 
area under this study. 

19 To determine recreational uses within the 
canyon. 

Hiking to the Santa Fe Dam. Hikers 
need to be able to cross trust lands 
to access the forest. 

    

20       Please Protect our National Park. 
Thanks The Family, The citizens 

21 The Study Area is a beautiful & important part of 
Arizona. It is not only a great place to visit, but it 
is very culturally enriched. 

Housing Development should be 
prohibited. 

Wwildlife, water & trees The federal government should 
make this area a priority & protect 
against development. 

22       this area, Walnut Canyon should 
be designated as a national Park & 
Preserve. 

23 Ongoing history for our children & grand 
children. 

    Study area needs a congressional 
designation for protection against 
development. 

24       Please protect this area with a 
federal designation. It has been 
way too long for this to occur. 

25 Walnut Canyon is part of my community that I 
feel needs protecting. It is full of natural 
resources that have existed for many years. 

Leave the surrounding area 
protected, limet any Furter Building. 

native plants, water, soil, wild life. Preserving the natural 
environment. 

26       I would like this land to be a 
national park. 
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 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

27 The Study Area is important to me because of 
ancestarial sites as well as the natural beauty of 
the area. It is special to me because it offers an 
educational as well as a cultural awareness 
opportunity. 

The Walnut Canyon archaeological 
site is possibly only a small portion of 
a larger "cultural use area." 

The ecosystem as a whole. How is 
development impacting the area? The 
Ponderosa Pine is a valuble resource. 

Consultation with Hopi Cultural 
Preservation Office. 

28 The Study Area is important to me because of 
ancestarial sites as well as the natural beauty of 
the area. It is special to me because it offers an 
educational as well as a cultural awareness 
opportunity. 

hiking and equestrain trails, rock 
climbing 

the natural beauty of the area ecological health of the area 

29 Walnut Canyon should be preserved, protected, 
& established as a permanent park 

Backpacking, hiking, horseback 
riding, & all around enjoyment of 
preserved nature & wilderness. 

Ponderosa Pines, wild life, Historical 
preservation! 

Congressional Designation to 
protect Walnut Canyon. 

30       This area has my advocacy vote to 
remain as wild & special as it is 
wihtout another housing 
development that would 
NEGATIVELY impact another of 
Flagstaff & AZ's special places.  

31 archeological sites, animal habitats The National Park   I think the Walnut Canyon Study 
area needs to be protected from 
encroachment from Flagstaff 

32 It’s a beautiful area. Climbing & Mountain Biking Water land & ecology Protection of Walnut Canyon 
33 The historic sites are incredible. Needs to be 

preserved. 
managed trails Native American cultural sites Maintain the beautiful viewshed 

34 I’ve always heard of it’s beauty, but haven’t had 
a chance to enjoy it first-hand.  

I would be most interested in 
equestrian trails, hiking trails, and 
rock climbing areas.  

The natural wildlife, water ways and 
vegetation. 

They should evaluate what type of 
land management policy and 
legislation would have the most 
effective and lasting protection. 

35 This is a beautiful area which I and my children 
have enjoyed for years. 

Hiking & mountain biking Cultural/historical Native  American 
sites. Ponderosa pine growth & 
preservation. 

Congressional designation to 
protect area from building. 
Designation of the area as a 
national park/preserve. 

36 Sacred & beautiful nature needs to be 
protected. 

  All in area needs to be part of national 
monument 

37 The Study Area is important to me because of 
ancestarial sites as well as the natural beauty of 
the area. It is special to me because it offers an 
educational as well as a cultural awareness 
opportunity. 

hiking, education wildlife, historical sites protecting the site from city 
encroachment. 
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 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

38 This ia a unique and valuable ecosystem that 
needs to be preserved. Everyone will benefit 
from this area. Wildlife and people a like are 
drawn to this area for its benefits. The Walnut 
Canyon has been a special place since I was 
little. I've lived here in Flagstaff my whole life 
and would like to keep it protected, exspecially 
the Native American historical sites. 

This area should be left open for the 
enjoyment of all recreation such as 
hiking, biking, bird watching and 
cross country skiing. OHV and ATV 
use should NOT be allowed. Native 
American sites, the animals that 
rome throgh the area. 

The unique diversity of ponderosa 
pine, animal and cultural sites. 

I strongly believe this area should 
be set aside as a national park, or 
national monument. 

39     Keeping the Walnut Canyon from 
being constructed over. Keep it safe 

  

40 Local Flagstaff resource. Source for native 
vegetation, wildlife 

non motor vehicle use. Open public 
use. 

historical archeology. Old growth pine 
Forest. Specific boundaries. water 
source for wildlife habitat 

designation as nationally protected 
resoure. Recreation area indicates 
importance on use rather than 
protection of natural environment. 

41 Native American Cultural sites and scared 
places 

Hiking Old Growth Ponderosas Pine   

42 Historic & beautiful - let's keep it for future 
generations 

Maintained trails Keep development out Make it a National Park 

43 Old Growth Ponderosa Pines Stands Native American Cultural Sites and 
Sacred Places 

The Wal Nut Canyon Watershed and 
Viewshed 

Wildlife - Bear, Mt Lion, Mexican 
Spotted Owl, Peregrine Falcon 

44 Walnut Canyon is unique both as a natural 
landscape and a part of southwest cultural 
history. 

The current hiking trail is terriffic and 
should be preserved. There's no 
need for additional uses. 

Native American cultural history. 
Wilflife and old-growth forest. 

All of the canyon should be 
permanently protected from any 
form of development. 

45 This area is close to my home and a fantastic 
escape from the city. It is simply gorgeous 

hiking trail running biking PROTECT WALNUT CANYON! Keeping the area beautiful & 
protected. It is important! 

46 Natural Arch. Sites walking preservation preserve 
47 Old growth protection Access, but in a way that absolutely 

protects the area from overuse 
Historical preservation of sites/cabins, 
etc. 

Should be made a nat’l park/mont 
designation 

48 old growth trees Ancient drawing/historical 
carvings 

All of the Walnut Canyon Study area 
deserves a permanent Congretional 
Designation to protect it from houses 
and highways in the future. 

old groth Ponderosa Pines Native 
American Cultural & Sacred Sites 
Watershed & viewshed Wildlife 

Should be protected from 
development. Please make it a 
National Monument. 

49 An incredible diverse cultural and wildlife area 
so close to a major town. Forested canyons are 
really special! 

    Expand the Monument to the 
whole study area! 

50 The Historical Landscape of Pictographs and 
old growth Logging History. 

Hiking, Horseback Riding Pictographs, old growth trees. Walnut Canyon needs 
Congressional designation as a 
protected area. 

51 It is a local area we hike & bird watch in. We 
would like to see the natural resources 
preserved. 

Hiking, bird watching no motorized 
vehicles allowed 

wildlife habitat archaeological sites This area ought to be preserved 
for life by an act of congress. 



Walnut Canyon Special Study Comments Through August 2010 
 

8 
 

 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

52 it is adjacent to a very historical & ecologically 
important area of Northern Arizona which 
deserve to be preserved. 

    his area needs to be designated a 
national Park or preserve & 
deservs permanent congressional 
designation to protect it. 

53 Great hiking, bike riding and other outdoor 
activities are important, but most important is 
creating a buffer that protects the core of Walnut 
Canyon. 

Bike riding & hiking, bird watching, 
nature tours etc. 

all the archeaological and cultural 
resources are of prime importance 

Water resource protection 

54       Needs congressonal designation 
to Prevent any development 

55 A unique archaeological area that contains 
resources for future research on 

Visitorship that is interpreted, 
possibly escorted, and does not 
damage the ruins and sites. No bikes 
or ATV's, designated trails for foot 
traffic only. 

archaeological & ecological 24/7 protection of the resources 

56 Past Natural Resource Hiking Food for wildlife None 
57 Our family loves the historical artifacts that are 

in the canyon - a wonderful place to take school 
children & tourists to No. AZ. I also enjoy hiking 
and horseback riding in that beautiful area. We 
need this green belt on the border of our city. 

Please - no recreation! It will ruin the 
area. 

wildlife protection and Native 
American cliff dwellings & artifacts old 
growth Ponderosa pines. 

We need to designate W.C. a 
permanent Congressional 
designation to avoid development 
of housing tracts & highways. 

58 Keep it in it's Natural State Hiking limiting off road use old growth ponderosa pine stands the 
watershed historical sites wildlife 

  

59 Our family loves the historical artifacts that are 
in the canyon - a wonderful place to take school 
children & tourists to No. AZ. I also enjoy hiking 
and horseback riding in that beautiful area. We 
need this green belt on the border of our city. 

The recreational opportunities are 
critical but should be strictly limited to 
educational or interpretive visits. The 
most important aspect of any use 
should be preservation of this 
irreplaceable resource. No impact 
visits are possible and are the only 
acceptible use. 

Landscape preservation. Artifact 
preservation. Natural quiet. Watershed 
protection 

Limiting the introduction and 
spread of exotic species. Providing 
protection from disturbance other 
than what naturally occurs. 

60 Need to preserve the little remaining open 
areas. 

Make it accessible to all to see its 
natural beauty. 

Preservation of the canyon Avoid development through & near 
it. 

61 The historical artifacts Walking trail into the canyon Preservation Development 
62 Protecting historic (& prehistoric) sites for 

present & future visitors, study, etc. 
Opening up sites & recreational 
opportunities for visitors, academics, 
etc. 

See above. Protection of areas 

63 Keeping Walnut Canyon and surrounding area 
free from encroaching development is important 
to me as an Arizona citizen. I feel strongly we 
need to preserve wilderness here. 

Off road vehicles should be restricted 
from this area to prevent 
environmental and noise damage. 
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QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

64 All of the Walnut Canyon Study area deserves a 
permanent congressional designation to protect 
it from houses & highways in the future. 

      

65 Walnut Canyon is a wonderful area.     It should be made a National Park. 
At least some kind of permanent 
Congressional Designation to 
protect it from houses & highways.  

66 We hike and bike often in the area. We love the 
natural & human history in the area. 

Hiking, biking Wildlife protections, viewshed & 
watershed protections 

Protection from development, both 
public & private. 

67 recreation use near populated area outdoor exercise for everyone wildlife how to keep area accessible to all 
68 A very special habitat close to town accessible 

from town with an excellent trail (the AZ trail) 
going through it. Great for biking and hiking. 

Hiking and biking on AZ trail should 
be maintained without additional 
buildup or development. 

riparian habitat, invasive plant species 
impact of building and additional 
development preservation of old 
growth forest 

Congressional designation seems 
very important to protect the area. 

69 Walnut Canyon needs preserved. We need no 
further development. 

Keep Walnut Canyon open for hiking 
and biking. 

wildlife historical sites protect the land - we need not 
develop there 

70 Picture canyon, the waterfall, peace when going 
threw. 

Horse Riding. Waterfall, petroglypy, trees, animals natural grasses 

71 *Historical homes, & Native American culture - 
unique ecosystem that needs protection - Very 
Beautiful, Wildlife Watershed *This is a place to 
collect herbs for Native American Natural 
Healing 

The area is a beautiful and unique 
spot for hiking. 

The wildlife, cultural sites The area around a park needs to 
be protected to also protect the ? 
Of the ecosystem of the park. 

72 Relevance & proximity to Walnut Canyon Hiking, mountain biking No OHV use ponderosa pine forests erosion 
mitigation wildlife habitat 

fire management No housing 
development No grazing allowed 

73       not build housing project 
74       not build housing project 
75 The area is beautiful and full of historic sites, 

geography and wildlife. 
Limited use to protect further the 
resources of beauty we have. 

Ponderosa pine, watershed, historic 
sites 

What effects do tourists have on 
the area 

76       We need Congressional Support 
to prevent losing Walnut Canyon 
to Subdivision & Development 

77 Its character and solitude. snow shoe-ing; xc-skiing; mtb biking Species; vegetation Urban Interface; urban growth 
boundaries 

78 We hike the area with our kids.     I want to protect it from 
development. 

79 So we can continue to take our family hiking.     It's important for our parks to be 
protected. 
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 QUESTION 1 (WHY IMPORTANT/SPECIAL) 
QUESTION 2 

(RECREATIONAL/VISITOR 
OPPORTUNITIES 

QUESTION 3 (RESOURCES) QUESTION 4 (MANAGEMENT 
ISSUES) 

80 It is a special place with many important natural 
resources and just as equally important, cultural 
resources. This place has been important to 
humans for thousands of years. 

low impact activities, interpetation, 
cultural programs, etc. 

natural and cultural. We need a strong leagal 
designation to truly protect this 
area. The best or only way to do 
this is through federal 
congressional designation. NP or 
NM. 

81 Old growth ponderosa pine Maintain cultural sites & sacred 
places. 

wildlife & historial sites Walnut Canyon watershed 

82 unique environment wildlife siting hiking native american cultural sites wildlife 
83 preservation of natural habitat field trips, hiking pines, sacred sites animal life we need congressional 

designation 
84 To protect the area for future generations. Low impact visitation Volunteer plus use fees Use NAU for more input and 

management 
85 Currently there is a threat to the existing Walnut 

Canyon Nat'l Monument & the whole Walnut 
Canyon eco- system/watershed. This threat is 
growth of Flagstaff toward the canyon & impacts 
of current population centers. This is what 
makes the study important. The area is special 
because the canyon itself & southern 
approaches on Anderson Mesa are defacto 
wilderness & all these wilderness values 
associated with wildlands. Other values are 
early Flagstaff history associated with the area, 
sacred ancestral values to Native Americans, 
visual aestetic values, wildlife values (including 
Peregrine Falcons & spotted owls), riparian 
ecosystem values, & archeological values. 

Current recreation uses should be 
maintained such as birdwatching, 
hiking, bike riding, equestrian. If 
Walnut Canyon N.M. is expanded 
into this area, the enabling legislation 
should authorize current uses but 
managed in such a way as to not 
compromise the resources. Native 
American traditional uses should be 
maintained as well. 

All of the above resources should be 
addressed. 

The bottom line is that the entire 
study area needs to be overlayed 
with some kind of U.S. 
congressional designation that will 
ensure the existing resources into 
perpetuity. Since the Forest 
Service has no National 
designations that would pertain or 
be appropriate for this area, the 
existing Walnut Canyon N.M. 
should be expanded & be the 
stewart of the entire ecosystem & 
watershed. The Park Service is 
also better positioned & 
empowered to handle a 
wilderness/urban interface 
(Sabuaro N.P. an example). Also, 
an expanded monument would 
enhance the economics of 
Flagstaff & offer more educational 
oppoertunities for Flagstaff school 
children.  

86     Keep as much land surrounding 
WACA free from development as a 
buffer. 

The area needs to be large 
enough to support all of the vast 
array of wildlife indigenous to this 
region. Therefore, the only 
sensible course of action is to 
enlarge WACA National 
Monument to provide a continuous 
wildlife corridor. 
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OPPORTUNITIES 
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87 Walnut Canyon is an extremely sensitive 
cultural site of significance to the prehistoric as 
well as contemporary Native American 
experience. It also offers prime hiking in a 
wilderness setting. This area deserves & needs 
to be protected from any of possible 
encroachment efforts from Flagstaff. 

Current recreation uses should be 
maintained such as birdwatching, 
hiking, bike riding, equestrian. If 
Walnut Canyon N.M. is expanded 
into this area, the enabling legislation 
should authorize current uses but 
managed in such a way as to not 
compromise the resources. Native 
American traditional uses should be 
maintained as well. 

    

88 With the close proximity to Flagstaff, it affords a 
wonderful area for numerous varied recreational 
opportunities while not at a high fuel cost for 
driving nor any "entry fees." 

Current recreation uses should be 
maintained such as birdwatching, 
hiking, bike riding, equestrian. If 
Walnut Canyon N.M. is expanded 
into this area, the enabling legislation 
should authorize current uses but 
managed in such a way as to not 
compromise the resources. Native 
American traditional uses should be 
maintained as well. 

wildlife, wildlife habitat, riparian areas, 
forest diversity 

I think this should remain under 
Forest Service management 
utilizing a NCA approach with 
specific language to assure no net 
loss of any recreational 
opportunities. 

89 It contains history of a people that occupied this 
area before Columbus. The protection these 
and the natural resoures that exist should have 
better protection from incrochment. Recreation 
can still be had, but sensitive resources should 
not take a back seat. 

Some biking & hiking, but limit 
camping, many more areas in the 
local forest for that activity. 

Both the cultural and natural 
resources. 

In holding & current uses by 
businesses. Other uses by the 
public other than biking/hiking & 
camping. 

90 I love to hike and horseback ride in the area. 
Love the beautiful meadow by Fisher Pt., and 
hiking the denses canyon, enjoying the solitude 
and wildlife. 

No recreation - no, no, no! Maintain 
trails, no motorized anything. I love 
the quiet, which will become more 
important as our earth becomes 
more crowded. 

Protect the ancient artifacts, the old 
growth Ponderosa, the birds & other 
wildlife. 

Put this area under permanent 
Congressional protection - a Nat. 
Park? So that there will be no 
encroachment by cities or 
highways. 

91 The study area is a vital natural resource to 
Northern Arizona. The number of special places 
like this study area are very limited and need to 
be presevered and restored. 

To address a low impact visitor 
option is important. 

Wildlife and healthy eco-system 
resources should be addressed. 

1. No OHV use. 2. Restoration of 
impacted areas. 

92 The study area is a vital natural resource to 
Northern Arizona. The number of special places 
like this study area are very limited and need to 
be presevered and restored. 

I believe all current uses should be 
considered and maintained for future 
users. I do not believe the area 
(proposed lands) should be 
transferred to NPS jurisdiction. 

1. All recreational opportunities that 
now exist. 2. Management of native 
wildlife to include habitat 
enhancement activities and population 
mgt. of large ungulates 3. Livestock 
grazing 4. Fuel wood gathering 

I think the no action alternative 
should be closely evaluated. Any 
major restriction of current (status 
quo) uses will diminish the value of 
this "close to town" area. If a more 
restrictive level of mgt. is indicated, 
it can be best accomplished under 
uses USFS jurisdiction. 
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93 I'm an avid outdoorsperson & I coordinated the 
Loop Trail Program from 2008 - 2010. I 
conducted numerous surveys on public use of 
the loop trail & there was overwhelming 
opposition to motorized traffic, but great support 
for mt. biking access. Part of the Walnut Area 
under consideration will more than likely 
impinge on the loop trail, & it would be a great 
loss to Flagstaff & all outdoor recreationist (non-
motorized) to lose this portion of the Loop Trail. 
Further, much work has already gone into 
planning & routing the Loop Trail. 

MT BIKING & THE LOOP TRAIL. 
(KEEP!) If horse access is allowed, it 
should be restricted & monitored as 
these folks to a great deal of damage 
to trails & introduction of invasive 
species. 

Observation of ecosystem fragility & 
threated species, Loop Trail routing, 
watershed protection. Impacts of 
recreation to trails, smells & sounds of 
forest, and preservation of cultural 
resources. 

Make sure motorized traffic is 
limited or denied to most areas. 

94 great location for Mtn. Biking & Hiking. special 
because it is rideable from my house so no 
fossil fuels spent to get there. 

Maintaing current hiking biking trails 
provided they do not infringe on 
cultural resource -- both prehistoric & 
historic (such as logging RR grades). 

cultural as explained above wildlife Don't know. I generally support 
expansion of the Nat'l Monument 
but would like to keep limited 
recreational opportunities (no 
motorized) available as long as 
they don't infringe on cultural 
resource protection. 

95 Very simply it is a unique resource that is close 
to development and potentially threatened. 
Unique -- topography, ecologically, cluturally 

low impact traffic on defined trails 
(foot & possibly bike & horse) 

views, the ecologey, cultural Hunting - No, camping - 
designated areas, and motorize 
vehicles -No 

96 1. It is a wonderful area to hike & enjoy the 
wildlife & scenery. 

Preserve the open spaces, non 
motorized preferred, for bird watching 
& winter skiing. And it is so close to 
Flagstaff. 

Old growth Ponderosa Pine Forest 
Threatened bird species - wildlife in 
general Watershed View shed 

1. I would like to see Walnut 
Canyon National Monument 
expanded to include the study 
area, with the exception of 
Campbell Mesa. 2. Absolutely no 
trading any of the study area. 3. 
Absolutely no roads or highways 
through the study area. 4. No 
motorized vehicles allowed in the 
study area, no matter what the 
designation. 5. No hunting in the 
study area. 
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97 As Flag is expanding, it is important that "quiet" 
areas are protected from development. High 
density housing and more roads are not the 
answer and the canyon needs Nat'l monument 
status for protection. 

  I am very concerned about the human 
artifacts, eg, netate, pictograph, 
petroglyphs which are outside the Nat'l 
Monument. Some have already been 
desicrated as they are not protected. 
Also the Native animals are 
disappearing from the S/W and if not 
protected in the National Park, where 
will they go. The canyon has important 
migration corridors and is home to 
bear, Mt. Lion, Mex Spotted Owl & 
falcon. Lets keep them here!  

To insure protection of Walnut 
Cyn, it is important that a 
Congressional Act create WC as a 
National Monument. 

98 Walnut Canyon N. Mt. is an unique and 
wonderous place that needs to be protected 
from uncaring, thoughtless, and greedy people. 

    I would like to see a buffer zone 
adjacent to Walnut Canyon 
National Monument established, 
thus protecting the monument from 
adjacent development. I don't want 
to see any residences or 
commercial buildings or golf 
courses encroaching on Walnut 
Canyon National Monument. 

99 I value both the natural and cultural resources of 
this area. There are great places to hike. Fisher 
Point is special. I value habitat for the Mexican 
Spotted Owl, Northern Goshawk and other 
fauna. 

Hiking and bird watching - or other 
wildlife. 

Natural Resources Cultural Resources 
Flora and fauna of the area Hiking 
Trails 

ATV's and other offroad motorized 
vehicles should be prohibited. 
Natural and cultural resources 
should be protected. If hunting is 
allowed, hunters must pack out 
game. 

100 Walnut Canyon is one of the most beautiful 
canyons in the Flagstaff area. This includes the 
area from Lake Mary to the Park within the 
canyon and the land North & South of the 
canyon that is undveloped. I hike in this area 
and appreciate the ruins, the wildlife, the trees & 
plans, the spring flowers, the aspens in the fall, 
the solitude & the spectacular views. I would like 
to see this area become a National Park. 

Preserve the open spaces, non 
motorized preferred, for bird watching 
& winter skiing. And it is so close to 
Flagstaff. 

The archeological resources in the 
study area need the protection Natl. 
Park Status would bring them - they 
should be studied & catalogued if not 
done already. I support hunting in the 
park but do not support vehicle 
retrieval. No motors in the study area - 
is hunting feasible w/o motors? I'd like 
to know what impact the roads to off 
road travel have on wildlife & the 
spread of invasive species. 

I do not want to see the USFS 
trade land in this area for future 
development. The pressures will 
be great in the next decades as 
Flagstaff reaches 100,000 people. 
What guarantees can the USFS 
make that this will not happen? 
Only national park status can do 
that. I don't want to see the kind of 
encroachment on the park that 
happened to Petroglyph Park in 
Albuquerque -- subdivisions within 
view of the trails in the monument! 

101       This area requires congressionally 
mandated protection to insure the 
values of this area remain 
protected. 
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102 Hiking, Skiing & wildlife viewing. Non-motorized - hike, bike, ski etc. Natural beauty, quiet, wildlife, 
wilderness 

Full protection for the whole study 
area. Make it a National Park. 

103 Walnut Canyon and surrounding lands in the 
study area are irreplaceable open space. While 
the archaeological and historical values here 
are huge - I believe the protection of the natural 
is most important. I want to be sure that houses 
and and highways will never be in this area! The 
agency that acts now to protect the Walnut 
Canyon Study Area is the agency that acts with 
lasting importance. 

Public access for hiking, biking, 
birding, cross-country skiing - 
hopefully without a fee. 

Old growth Ponderosa Pine stands. 
Native American cultural and sacred 
sites. Walnut Canyon watershed and 
viewshed. Wildlife: bear, mountain 
lion, mexican spotted owl, peregrine 
falcon Early settlers' historical sites 
Historical logging remains  

I want this study to end with some 
sort of Congressional designation 
to protect the whole study area! I 
believe Walnut Canyon would best 
be protected by the National Park 
Service. I want the state sections 
inside the study area to definitely 
be included in whatever 
designation comes out of this. 

104 Walnut Canyon is a very special place, a gem in 
the Flagstaff area with historic wilderness & 
recreation values. That deserves expanded 
protection. 

The study should be comprehensive 
and cover all values of biological, 
social, economic, recreational 
significance. 

All resourses need to be considered 
so that the study is comprehensive. 
This includes areas ajacent to the 
monument. 

I've said comprehensive but the 
idea of monument expantion is 
very important. The current 
monument surrounded by 
development would lose its 
biological significance. 

105 Walnut Canyon Resources (both inside the 
existing Monument and areas surrounding the 
Monument). Walnut Canhyon, together with its 
associated watershed and canyon rims, 
contains a variety of ecological, botanical, 
geological, archaeological, scenic, historical, 
spiritual, and wildlife resources which include: a 
unique riparian ecosystem; ethnographic and 
cultural resources important to Native 
Americans; habitat for the threatened Spotted 
Owl as well as sensitive flora and fauna 
species; historical resources and landscapes 
relative to the opening of the west and early 
Flagstaff settlement and history; areas rich in 
plant diversity, including vanishing "old growth 
Ponderosa Pine; areas of spectacular beauty; 
and area of solitude and a wilderness 
experience. In addition, Walnut Canyon, 
together with its associated watershed and 
canyon rims, provides extensive opportunities 
for educational activities, ecological and 
anthropological research, aesthetic 
appreciation, and Native American spirituality. It 
also provides recreational activities of a wide 
and diverse nature. The Walnut Canyon 
National Monument purpose was to protect 
ancient cliff dwellings and associated resources 

THE THREAT: The threat is an 
expand9ing urban area right on the 
doorstep of the existing monument 
and those resources outside of the 
monument. Though the Park Service 
works cooperatively with the U.S. 
Forest Service, the State Land 
Department, the City of Flagstaff and 
Coconino County, there will 
eventually be tremendous 
developmental pressure to expand 
the current growth boundary into 
Forest Service and State Land 
jurisdictions. Various initiatives to 
obtain the two State Sections closest 
to Walnut Canyon have failed with no 
solution in sight. Another State 
section, section 30, has not been 
included in the initiative and is ripe 
for trade. A major arterial, Fourth 
Street, is slated to run east of this 
section, and another major arterial, 
JW Powell Blvd, is slated to run just 
south of this section. This section is 
one mile from Fisher Point (the 
gateway to Walnut Canyon proper) 
and less than two miles from the 

THE SOLUTION: The mission of 
Walnut Canyon National Monument is 
to protect the above resources and to 
tell the Walnut Canyon "story", and to 
do so into perpetuity. But not all the 
resources are in the existing 
Monument. For the complete story to 
be told, the Monument needs to 
expand into the surrounding area; and 
for the complete story to be protected, 
the Monument needs to expand into 
the surrounding areas. Expansion 
would include significant resources or 
opportunities for public enjoyment and 
research as described in the 
resources above, and would protect 
resources critical to fulfilling the 
purpose and significance of the 
existing Monument. Expansion would 
address operational and management 
needs such as addressing the 
entrance road into the existing 
monument, establishing a new visitors 
center near the freeway, and putting 
management of the resources under 
one jurisdiction rather than under two 
jurisdictions in different departments, 
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that are of great ethnographic, scientific, 
educational, and spiritual value. The 
significance of Walnut Canyon National 
Monument, and indeed the entire Walnut 
Canyon ecosystem and watershed, includes: a 
concentration of ancestral Puebloan habitations 
which are unusual and include the only cliff 
dwelling architecture of the Northern Sinagua 
culture; natural and cultural resources known to 
be significant to contemporary native tribes as 
evidenced by oral history, continuing practices, 
and the archaeological record; ecological 
communities that overlap to form ecotones, 
bringing together species usually separated by 
elevation and therby creating a rare 
compression of flora/fauna zones (this 
biodiversity and high concentration of sensitive 
species is thought to have contributed to the 
decision of prehistoric people to settle here); a 
topographic relief and defacto wilderness that 
offers outstanding scenic resources (especially 
so close to a growing urban area); a 
concentration of artifacts that reflect early 
Flagstaff history; and a greenbelt and sanctuary 
to the citizens of Flagstaff.  

existing monument. Another State 
Section, section 20 is in the Stage 
Two Urban Growth boundary and will 
definitely be sold in the not too 
distant future. A major arterial, Butler 
Avenue, ends against this section, 
and a major water line goes through 
it. This section is less than two miles 
from Fisher Point and only one mile 
from the existing Monument. A major 
development, Juniper Point, already 
in the development stage, is two 
miles from Fisher Point. Another 
State Section, Section 26, along with 
some private land, is just east of 
Juniper Point and will be next in line 
for development. This section is one 
mile from Fisher Point. All the 
preceding is what is currently 
transpiring, obviously there will be 
many more threats as the Flagstaff 
urban growth area expands. All of 
these areas butt up to, or are very 
close to the urban growth boundary 
and the Forest Service and offer 
extreme threats and pressure for 
future trades. Neither the City nor the 
Forest Service can guarantee, for the 
future, that areas close to Walnut 
Canyon National Monument, and the 
resources both inside and outside the 
Monument, can or will be preserved 
and protected.  

which have different missions and 
sometimes conflicts in management 
objectives, goals and strategies. 
Expansion can feasibly be 
administered with existing uses, and 
there would be no purchase of private 
lands (other than what's already in the 
existing Monument). Expansion, 
because of Park Service expertise, 
would enhance the public education 
and understanding of the area and its 
relationship to the various cultures and 
history. Expansion would secure 
resource protection for future 
generations that other protections or 
management options cannot 
guarantee. Expansion would be a 
boost to the economic development of 
the City of Flagstaff and Coconino 
County. Studies have shown that this 
is the case with the expansion of 
existing Park Service units. Expansion 
would enable the Park Service to 
exercise its management experience 
with urban interface conflicts and 
cooperation (Saguaro National Park 
being a prime example). There are 
numerous criteria that are met that 
justifies Monument expansion, the 
above being some of them, but I think 
that the point has been made 
concerning resources, threats and 
solutions that I need not continue 
further. 

106 We are entirely happy with the management 
and services accomplished by the Coconino. I 
think it would be a huge disservice and waste of 
energy, effort and money to allow the Park 
Service to assume authority of this area. 

  Private inholdings - access roads cattle permits - no new restrictions 
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107 The study area that is currently shown is in my 
back yard. I use the public land for recreation 
(horseback, hicking, hunting etc.) for many 
years. (since 1991) It is very important to me 
that this area does not be limited in use. My 
property (113-07-001G) lies within the study 
area as does my 2.5 mile driveway that is 
currently in the non motorized area that I am 
permited to use. (USFS road use). The USFS 
has been and is currently man aging this area to 
its best use and does a great job of it. 

The study should be comprehensive 
and cover all values of biological, 
social, economic, recreational 
significance. 

If you are looking for a resource issue 
you will find one. The resources 
should be used by the public b ut not 
abused. The land has already been 
managed for this purpose by the 
USFS. Managed and studied by Park 
Service would create limited use of 
these resources. 

The main issue that concerns me 
Is the expansion of the study area. 
I have been following the progress 
and have learned that every time 
the study comes up for public 
imput the boundry of the study 
area increases. The intrest of 
small groups have overpowered 
the rational thinking of 
Government and put the public 
and property owners at the mercy 
of there intrest. 

108 I have enjoyed riding and hiking in the area and 
have always viewed it as a well managed area 
and trail system. I was shocked to see a 
proposal for additional restricted access. Why? 
Things are in balance and someone wants to fix 
something that is not broken. 

Everything that is there now. I have 
asked what the "need" was for this 
study. I did not really hear an answer. 
Don't change a thing. 

? Someone said we were "protecting 
the watershed." And to believe that 
riding or hiking on a trail is negatively 
impacting the watershed. Please! That 
can't be the real reason. 

It would be nice to keep it the way 
it is forever. But, I fail to see the 
benefit of increased management 
control. 

109 Proposed expansion of the Walnut Canyon 
national monument The new proposal, as 
differing from the original proposal, offered by 
previous congressional representatives J.D. 
Hayworth, and Karen English, is quite different. 
The original proposal involved a few square 
miles of land just north of the existing 
monument. As we are very familiar with the area 
in both the previous proposal, and current 
proposal, we can not agree that it meets the 
criteria needed for national significance. From 
the original proposal, there has been an addition 
of several square miles added south of the 
monument, which is not significant to the 
monument. The impact to the majority 
stakeholders, if this proposal is in acted, would 
be locally overwhelming. This would include 
camping, hunting, fishing, firewood collecting, 
fossil hunting, four wheeling, and generally 
enjoying this part of the forest. The majority 
stakeholders, people like my family, thoroughly 
enjoy these activities in this part of the Coconino 
forest. We realize that turning these areas over 
to a national monument, would severely restrict, 
or outright ban our recreation use of these 
areas. We have resiedences overlooking Padre 
Canyon. We have for many years been 
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caretakers of this area. Looking at historical 
findings on our private property is just like 
looking at the same kind of artifacts in the 
Walnut Canyon area. What we discovered is 
that there are areas of artifacts identical to those 
found around in the Walnut Canyon area. In 
other words the artifacts found near Walnut 
Canyon are not exclusively unique to Walnut 
Canyon. The same type of ruins, pottery chips, 
obsidian tools, gravesites, and Native American 
artifacts, can be found all across northern 
Arizona. To add this area proposed to Walnut 
Canyon monument, is going to be more 
bureaucracy and red tape, during a time of 
downturn, when we should trying to avoid 
adding much more costs to our overburdened 
park system. Our family, Daniel McDonald, 
Maura Fahey, Mark Grosenick, and Elizabeth 
Fahey, would like to go on record opposing this 
proposed expansion. We love using this area, 
and would feel very restricted from using this 
area, if this proposal is allowed. 

110 The Study Area is a large piece of contiguous 
forest habitat in an area that is otherwise 
fragmented by freeways and development. It is 
an area of great biodiversity because it is deeply 
dissected by tributary canyons. It has stands of 
old-growth ponderosa pines, which are quite 
rare. It is a wonderful place for hiking. 

I would like to see the area managed 
much like Saguaro NP on the 
outskirts of Tucson. So that there 
would be multiple points north and 
south from which to access the 
existing trails. It would be wonderful if 
there could be interpretive programs 
and volunteer projects even more 
frequent than now. 

Mexican spotted owl, northern 
goshawk, pronghorn, other rare or 
uncommon (yet present) wildlife 
including gray fox, black bear, and 
mountain lion. Also riparian flora as 
well as sensitive species, such as 
Hedeoma diffusa, Aquilegia 
desertorum, and Clematis hirsutissima 
var. arizonica. Also old-growth trees - 
ponderosa, Douglas fir, Gambel oak. 

Motorized use of muddy roads, 
restoration of some parts of the 
forest, where it is overgrown with 
small diameter trees, invasive 
weeds. 

111 I have lived in the area for 33 years. I enjoy the 
activities on a daily basis. I walk daily and ride 
horseback often. A national park designation, I 
believe, would be detrimental to the current 
uses of the land. The area has maintained it's 
charm & beauty over the years as many other 
places close by have been gobbled up by 
housing & developments. There are many 
people who also use this region daily to walk, 
bicycle, jog, hunt, horseback ride. I am quite 
certain most of these folks have no idea what is 
possibly going to happen as it has been kept 
very quiet to the general public. 

I feel it is imperative to keep all 
current activities as is. Limitations of 
any sort in unfair to the residents in 
our area that expect to be able to 
have use of their public land. I would 
like to see better "policeing" of the 
motorized vehicles so the of rest 
aren't ruined, they need to be on the 
main roads, but not cut-off 
completely. I would like grazing to be 
re-introduced to our immediate area. 

The Forest Service has done a fine job 
of management for many years. I am 
very concerned about a p0ossible 
change to National Park Service. I 
don't believe they would have the 
man-power, finances, or capabilities of 
handling such a vast area. Free 
protection is a major concern of mine. 
Also Arizona Game and Fish should 
keep control. We have huge elk 
populations that without hunting would 
explode to unhealthy herd levels. The 
vegetation & animals would likely 

I would like to see a conservation 
area instead of a parkland. This 
would be the "best of all worlds" 
for all people/animals/plants 
involved to maintain what we've 
got, preserve it for the future and 
let anybody enjoy! 
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suffer if there is no hunting allowed. 
112 I live right in the middle of the expansion area. 

We have the Forest Service land in front of.. 
And behind our property on Old Walnut Canyon 
Rd. Our current house was the head quarters of 
the Fish Ranch Est. in 1914. We have lived here 
for 34 years. 

I think all of the current recreational 
activities are wonderful. We have 
tons of hikers, runners, bike riders, 
horseback riders, an on occasional 
RV. Bow hunting is great, too. Our 
whole community seems to enjoy this 
area year wound and we have found 
them to be very respectful of the 
area.  

 I don't see any problems or concerns 
right now other than perhaps that of 
future development. I am totally 
against the expansion of Walnut 
Canyon National Monument. This 
would endanger much of Flagstaff if 
the Park Service was in charge of fire 
prevention. The study lands come very 
close to looking like a land grab by the 
Park Service. There is no logical 
reason to expand the boundaries of 
Walnut Canyon National Monument. 

If the National Park Service were 
to become the managers of such a 
large area it would probably mean 
many of the activities we now 
enjoy would disappear. This would 
be very sad for the residents that 
reside in the neighborhoods as 
well as those who come to 
Flagstaff for recreation. We are a 
tourist community and believe me, 
this would eliminate a large 
number of outdoor activities 
currently enjoyed by many. With 
government emphasis on healthy 
life style, it seems it is part of their 
duty to provide healthy recreation 
available at no cost for all. 

113 Campbell Mesa is an excellent area for non-
technical mountain bike riding. There is no place 
like it nearby. Please do not impact this area. 

    maintain free access to hiking-
biking trials that go from entrance 
to Campbell Mesa (across 
cemetery) all the way to the 
Arizona Trail. Remain open to 
horseback riding in area of 
Campbell Mesa and the land 
between Old Walnut Canyon Rd 
and I-40. Continue to keep this 
area closed to motorized vehicles. 
Ensure the are no Forest Service 
land exchanges to permit 
development. Provide a public 
comment period after each stage 
of the draft 
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114 It is close to town, good access, and provides 
areas to walk, hike and bike, ski (XC) and the 
opportunity to see wildlife 

This area should remain open to all 
those activities mentioned above. I 
would prefer it is not open to 
motorized vehicles. But I know that 
will not happen. There many more 
roads in the area than there needs to 
be and some of them should be 
blocked off. Off road vehicle travel 
should be banned. It may be that it is 
banned now, but this is widely 
ignored and not enforced. 

I don't want to see commercial logging 
in the area, the old growth should be 
allowed to stay. Any thinning projects 
could be opened to firewood gathering 
(after being thinned) to cut down on 
the amount of field slash that is 
burned. There should be no houses of 
buildings allowed in there...EVER. I'm 
not sure exactly what designation this 
should be called, but I think it should 
be part of Walnut Canyon Nat. Mon. 
"Nat. Rec." site will not cover it. There 
are many early Native American sites 
throughout the area, These would be 
destroyed by unregulated use. Some 
are now destroyed.  

Most important is to close the area 
to development, no houses or new 
roads. Many existing roads should 
be blocked off, off road vehicle use 
should be limited. 

115 Pristine birding habitat birding, guided bird tours   Protection of any and all areas 
associated with the study area. No 
commercial development. 

116 (part of comment form was torn off) I own 
private property next to the Walnut Canyon at 
Marshal Lake. I also own the Walnut Canyon 
cattle allotment 

  I hope they will still allow cattle grazing We would like to see the 
continuation of a healthy forest 
along with multiple use. 

117 Highly diverse environment of mesas, valleys, 
cliffs - high biodiversity, great hiking near big 
city. 

All recreational aspects with very 
limited motorized access. 

Biodiversity analyzing options to prevent 
development of any type. 

118 Important because its the closest land to 
precious Walnut Canyon which if you'd ever 
been there is quiet priceless, plus so close to a 
small city - this is special - seems like we just 
went thru this whole process a few years ago 
didn't we? What changed? 

Off-road vehicles continue to be 
operated by zeros who think its all 
theirs to destroy. Keep them out. 
Babysitters are needed who actually 
patrol & who are able to enforce 
codes w/ tickets. 

All resources in area should be 
protected. Duh. Do we really need 
hunters in this area? There are many 
fine animals in the area - they seem to 
like it there. (You left out javelina in 
your newsletter) 

See above. I'm a little fuzzy on 
current management. How is this 
land being "managed"? I've never 
seen a ranger in the area except at 
the visitor center collecting fees. 
Thanks for your time. 

119 Because Walnut Canyon is "my backyard" Hiking and Biking Trails, Keep it all 
closed to vehicles 

Forest thinning resources To annex the State Trust Land 
Section 20 to allow a buffer 
between houses and Walnut 
Canyon 

120 I have visited this area during the 30 years I've 
resided in Flagstaff. I've hiked & cycled in the 
area. This area is important because of the 
geology , flora, fauna, the water shed and 
archaeological resources. It is close to the city - 
closer & closer, which threatens everything 
valuable. Allowing development to encroach on 

Minimal impact= hiking, cycling on 
trails, horseback riding - these types 
of LOW IMPACT uses should be 
maintained. Motorized vehicles 
(trucks, cars, motorcycles, quads, 
snowmobiles, etc.) disturb wildlife, 
can damage the land & should be at 

The study needs to document for 
Congress what is here - they do not 
know why private citizens, residents 
have worked for decades to protect 
the area. The study needs to make it 
crystal clear why locals gave so much 
to protect the area. 

I believe the study area would be 
best managed by adding it to the 
monument - managed by the NPS. 
Their mission is more focused on 
resource protection & 
recreation/education than the 
Forest Service or BLM. The NPS 
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this area will result in irreversible damage. This 
area is important for its own resources but is 
also a buffer for the established monument. Use 
has increased over the years & we need to 
protect the resources from - us- human caused 
damage. 

least minimized or excluded (there is 
ALOT of forest service land adjacent 
that is not as sensitive. 

would protect the Walnut Canyon 
area - forever. 

121 I reside in the center of the study area. I use the 
study area land on a daily basis. I remember the 
last expansion of the "Monument" and the land 
that was taken from public use. I would object 
strenuously to the confiscation of further 
acreage. Along with the loss of personal use, 
any additional taking of property by the 
"Monument" would have an adverse affect on 
my personal property value. 

All individual "free" uses should be 
considered. Many, many people use 
the study area land for hiking, 
hunting, horseback riding, jogging, 
bird watching. Any area that would 
be added to the "Monument" would 
result in fencing the current users out 
of the area and in effect steal land 
from those who's taxes pay for it. 

I don't believe that anything other than 
restricting motorized travel should be 
considered for the study area. It's 
current use accommodates the largest 
group of users. Leave it alone. 

Remove all but the "trunk line" 
roads within the study area. Allow 
the broadest possible uses within 
the study area. Add Section 21 to 
the study area and consider it for 
perminente protection. 

122 It's been an excellent buffer between urban and 
surban sprawl. It's an area that has old growth 
P. pine trees, a natural area with wildlife and 
Mexican spotted owl. The study area may 
become part of Walnut Canyon Nat'l Monument 
which would protect it from development of any 
kind. 

Hiking, biking, horseback riding and 
viewing of birds and other wildlife. 
Maintain as a natural area. It's useful 
for educational study trips by schools 
and other organizations. 

Old growth trees, riparian recharge to 
water resources. Do not thin or 
manipulate trees at this time. Wait until 
a decision is made on inclusion or 
exclusion of this area into Walnut 
Canyon Nat'l Monument. 

Flagstaff thru roads or alternative 
traffic routes should not impinge 
on this study area as it may reduce 
the quality of usefulness for natural 
area. 

123 It's close to town, easy to use for dog walking, 
hiking, biking, without having to drive far to get 
to it. Just think how important central park is to 
NY City. 

biking, hiking, dog walking   Keep Campbell Mesa & rest of 
area between Old Walnut Canyon 
Rd & I-40 undeveloped. Also an 
important elk calving area. 

124 We are property owners (5.23 acres) on Old 
Walnut Canyon Rd. During the 23 years we've 
lived here, the traffic volume has increased 
dramatically, resulting in speeding, drinking, 
major accidents, and deaths. The road is poorly 
maintained and hazardous to bikers, 
pedestrians, and other vehicles. The monument 
must be protected but I have major concerns 
that the "special study area" has grown and 
expanded several times since talks began 
(1992-1996, 2002, 2004, 2006 & 2008) 

Visitation at the Walnut Canyon 
National Monument and visitor 
access to the sites and trails. 
Educational school trips and 
programs. Hiking, biking, riding in 
area. Continue public access and 
continue grazing & land use permits. 
Full access to our private property 
with no restrictions 

The monument and its original 
boundaries, the cultural & 
archaeological resources, on and 
adjacent to the monument. US Forest 
Service should establish a national 
conservation area and maintain its 
present role assuring continued public 
access to the area, grazing permits, 
and not relinquish site/region to 
national park service 

Evaluation/impact of continual 
public visitation. Guarantee public 
access to area in perpetuity so 
land is protected. National Park 
management spells "limited to no 
access, permits/fees, limits to 
Arizona trail travel through area - 
"more expansion" - control! 

125 I have lived here for 35 years and know the area 
and land management issues well. I hike a lot 
and am a science educator. 

Wilderness designation for much of 
the monument 

forestry management should be 
intensified to preclude catastrophic fire 

I think that WACA should be 
enlarged in size to include both 
sunset crater NM and Wupatki NM 
and be called Sinagua National 
Park. 
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126 Also historical archaeology. My husband and I 
are very familiar with the area between the 
Southside of the canyon and Lake Mary Road 
and between Marshall Lake and the east side of 
the canyon. This is a very special area, 
containing a beautiful section of the Arizona 
Trail with huge alligator junipers and mature 
yellow pine stands. In additional, there is an 
area on the rim and close by which is old growth 
& has never been cut. There is important 
(XXX?) owl, spotted owl, and goshawk habitat 
as well as many other birds and mammals here.  

Hiking, horseback riding, bird 
watching, maintain biking,. I would 
hope that the above area would be 
closed to motorized travel because of 
its very special qualities. 

Wildlife and wildlife corridors, non 
motorized recreation, saving old 
growth and large tree stands of P. 
Pine - also oak and juniper pinion & 
wildflower meadows & water sources 

Coordination between state and 
federal lands in land use to protect 
archeological & wildlife resources 
and habitat. 

127 My family has a forest allotment within the study 
area located on the north side 

That people are able to hike, bike, 
ride horses, and hunt 

Personally, my concern would be that 
if the study area were put under poor 
management, they would eventually 
fence us out as they have done in the 
past. To lose more grazing land from 
out allotment would be catastrophic, 
forcing us to run less numbers, 
producing less profit in a business that 
is already very financially challenging. 

I think it would be in the best 
interest of most people concerned 
to put this area as a National 
Conservation Area remaining 
under the jurisdiction of the 
Coconino National Forest Service 
for several reasons; these include: 
Allowing people more freedom on 
the land. protecting the land from 
being subdivided or developed, 
grazing would remain as it is, the 
land would continue to be multi 
use and hunting would continue as 
is. 

128 I believe that no changes should be made to the 
Walnut Canyon National Monument boundaries. 
We have more people today wanting access to 
their National Forest Lands than at any other 
time in our history. We do not need to limit 
access or usage of our National Forest Lands. 
The designation of this additional 30,000 acres 
to National Monument status is not acceptable. 
This is the most ridiculous proposal that I have 
ever seen. The location, the proximity to the 
city, and the size should never have been 
proposed let along actually considered. These 
lands were set aside for the people for our 
Multiple Use Sustain Yield. Tell Washington NO 
and also tell them to BACK OFF. 
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131 The Area is my prime recreation area on a 
frequent basis. I visit it for hiking, birding, wildlife 
viewing, limited road driving and for quiet. The 
open space and beauty are greatly appreciated. 

Hiking, wildlife viewing, photography. 
The many varieties of open space 
that includes local biota and views of 
the Canyon and forest. 

Open space, recreational 
opportunities on a wide spectrum. 
Wildlife. Plant life. (endemic and rare 
species) and the qualities of a buffer 
for protection of archaeological and 
natural qualities. 

The Area should be examined for 
all of its recreational values and as 
an open space buffer that 
precludes development and offer 
protection t Walnut Canyon 
Monument. Many parts of this area 
would qualify for federal status as 
a protected area under NPS or 
USFS management. 

132 I hike at this area almost every day & I snow 
shoe in the winter. I like that this area is non 
motorized and within a short distance from my 
house. I also like the loop of a variety of 
distances. 

non-motorized, walking, biking, horse 
trails 

I'm not sure maintain free access to hiking-
biking trials that go from entrance 
to Campbell Mesa (across 
cemetery) all the way to the 
Arizona Trail. Remain open to 
horseback riding in area of 
Campbell Mesa and the land 
between Old Walnut Canyon Rd 
and I-40. Continue to keep this 
area closed to motorized vehicles. 
Ensure the are no Forest Service 
lands exchanges to permit 
development. Provide a public 
comment period after each stage 
of the draft. 

133 The area contains some good grazing land and 
is used by hunters and wood cutters. The land 
is also used by hikers, trail riders, bikers, and 
has some great bird watching.  

All uses now these should be left i.e., 
the future uses 

Listen to the majority of the people 
who use the land 

The conservation and multiple use 
views should be used. 

134 Maintain free access to the hiking-biking trails in 
the area between Old Walnut Canyon Rd & I-
40. No development. Land exchanges or 
motorized vehicles 

    maintain free access to hiking-
biking trials that go from entrance 
to Campbell Mesa (across 
cemetery) all the way to the 
Arizona Trail. Remain open to 
horseback riding in area of 
Campbell Mesa and the land 
between Old Walnut Canyon Rd 
and I-40. Continue to keep this 
area closed to motorized vehicles. 
Ensure the are no Forest Service 
lands exchanges to permit 
development. Provide a public 
comment period after each stage 
of the draft. 
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135 It's important because it's a rich & diverse area 
(archaeology, biology, geology, wildlife, etc) 
close to a major city. And it's beautiful. There is 
old growth ponderosa in the area - a rare 
resource in the Flagstaff area.  

Hiking, bird watching, jogging, horse 
back riding, should all be maintained. 
Some bicycling should be allowed, 
but not everywhere because 1) 
bicyclists often barrel down trails & 
almost run over other users, and 2) 
bicyclists are building too many 
illegal trails all over Flagstaff - they 
can't be trusted. 

Archaeology is #1. But all resources 
should be protected. The area should 
be managed to keep it as wild as 
possible, and as untouched as 
possible. Please don't go building 
roads & buildings is there. I read there 
was a plan to put major arterial 
roadways in the area. This would be a 
huge mistake! 

The Walnut Creek watershed 
should be protected. Bottom line - 
Please keep this area as wild and 
as natural as possible. If 
necessary, keep people out, just 
do what you need to do to protect 
the land and resources. Thanks 

136 (This comment form was partial destroyed in the 
mail) The study area is a large amount of 
primitive land and would be a gift to all people if 
it is preserved. The larger the area preserved 
….. The more likely many species can …… take 
advantage of this opportunity. 

not legible not legible … study needs to address hunting 
which I … should be allowed only 
if necessary. I opposed cattle 
grazing. 

137 My wife and I hike in the Study Area four or five 
times a week. I ride my horse there three or four 
times a week. That's the direct personal benefit. 
But the Study Area's important and special 
character lie deeper, too. The Area Provides 
wonderful National Forest for everyone right 
next to Flagstaff's Urban Growth Boundary. The 
canyon itself (west of the WCNM boundary) 
provides exceptional habitat for peregrine 
falcons and spotted owl. Above the rim, I see a 
goshawk every two years or so. 

The public dialogue in 2002 
culminated in a "List of Public Uses" 
(Exhibit D of the joint City-County 
resolution of December 2002). I view 
all of those current public uses as 
activities that should be retained in 
the Study Area. For special 
emphasis, I select hunting, livestock 
grazing, mountain biking, hiking, and 
horse back riding. Some of these 
items are hot button items, but they 
have been pursued for decades in a 
sustainable fashion. The personal 
views of several individuals or 
organizations should not be allowed 
to disfrachise the general public. In 
short, if it's sustainable, keep it. 

With only one small exception, the 
Forest Service land within the Study 
Area is typical contemporary 
ponderosa forest or pinion-juniper 
forest. A few areas have a substantial 
number of (almost) old-growth 
ponderosa pines, and those areas 
have a low umber of density of trees, 
making them good reminder of what 
the pre-Anglo-settlement forest looked 
like. Those area are lovely, but - also - 
they are not threatened by any local 
human action; so one can just leave 
them alone and enjoy them. In short, 
they need no special treatment it the 
study. The "one small exception" 
consists of the western inner canyon, 
the land below the rim of Walnut 
Canyon between the western 
boundary of WCNM and the meadow 
below Fisher Point. That area - cool 
and full of Douglas fir on the canyon 
walls - provides priceless habitat for 
peregrine falcon and spotted owls. 
Currently, however, the Forest Service 
doe as fine job of managing the area. 
Traffic more that a mile into the area 
(from the west) is rare. In my view, the 
Special Study need not devote 
attention to the western inner canyon. 

The City-County joint resolution of 
December 2002 captured the 
community's goals exceptional 
well. I think it fair to encapsulate 
those goals as follows. In 
perpetuity. Protect the land an 
resources of the Walnut Canyon 
Study Area in perpetuity (with 
development being a major threat). 
Current Uses goals. Maintain 
current public access and uses. As 
I see it, your job is to find one or 
more management options that 
meet those twin goals (and that 
are politically viable.)For all 
practical purposes, the Study bill 
signed by President Obama in 
2009, which is your governing 
document, set the same goals. I 
would note that the word "land" in 
the community's first goal must 
mean primarily the federal land 
currently managed b y the Forest 
Service. A bit over three section of 
State Trust land lie within the 
Study Area, and most of the 
community would like to see all 
that land protected from 
development also. That's a special 
challenge, but not one that you 
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After Congress has determined the 
land designation for the Study Area 
and selected the managing agency, 
an initial management plan will be 
developed (with participation by 
community). At that time, the western 
inner canyon can be reviewed. As I 
see things nothing different need be 
done about that area until - alas- the 
population of Flagstaff increases 
further and more persons penetrate 
the canyon. You will surely address 
archaeological resources on the 
Forest Service land within the study 
area/ The professional archeologists 
with the Forest Service, the NPS, and 
the Museum of Northern Arizona know 
a great deal about the Study Area, 
and the Forest Service has some 
surveys, often done in connection with 
timber sales or roads. Fore more than 
a decade, I have hiked and ridden my 
horse over the portion of the Study 
Area north of Walnut Canyon. I have 
notice a number of archaeological 
sites - identifiable by pottery shards or 
crumbled rock walls. Some sites have 
the little aluminum tag that the Forest 
Service uses to mark a registered site; 
others seem not to have been 
recorded. The Coconino National 
Forest has more than 9,000 registered 
archeological sites, and so it's no 
surprise that some fall within the Study 
Area. From my own observations and 
for conversations with some Forest 
Service archeologists, I conclude that 
the Forest Service land within the 
Study area contains no exceptional 
archeological sites - and certainly 
none of "national significance." Of 
course, that's am amateur's view and 
based on limited data. But in support, I 
note here that the NPS's internal 
document, Walnut Canyon National 
Monument. Proposed Boundary 

need to address. There may yet be 
successful state-wide attempt at 
reform of the State Land Trust, the 
outcome of which will be that 
Sections 22 and 28 become 
protected without cost. Section 30 
and the sliver of Section 10 will 
probably require purchase in order 
to be protected. But, as I said 
earlier, that not a issue that need 
occupy you. Separately, I will 
submit a proposal for management 
option that, I believe, meets both 
of the City-County goals. Unless 
you spend a lot of time searching 
old copies of Arizona Daily Sun, 
you will not know some of the 
insightful statements that were 
made in 2002. I will close by typing 
two of them here. What Sam 
Henderson hears "We like it the 
way it is - and how can we keep it 
that way forever." - Sam 
Henderson at City-County Joint 
meeting, 12 February 2002, 
according to my notes. At the time 
Sam Henderson was 
Superintendent of the Flagstaff 
Area National Monuments. The 
area doesn't have to become a 
park, Henderson says, to be 
managed effectively for the 
resource values at hand. "There 
are endless opportunities for 
compromises," he said. "There are 
alternatives that require no 
expansion at all." - article by Anne 
Minard in Arizona Daily Sun, 13 
February 2002.  
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Expansion: Area Required for Long-
Term Protection of Walnut Canyon 
"Environment," a draft of which was 
dated November 2001, scarcely 
mentions archeological resources in 
the area outside the current WCNM. 
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ATTACHMENT 2: WEB SITE RESPONSES 
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COMMENTS ATTACHMENT 

The Walnut Canyon Nation Monument is a wonderful amenity to Arizona and visitors of Arizona. It should be 
expanded. Within this area there are fantastic examples of Native American history that need to be preserved as 
well as the wonderful unique natural habitat of the area. This expanded area will provide a wonderful buffer to 
future development which if allowed into the study area will cause this wilderness to be lost forever. 

  

SAVE THIS AREA PLEASE! We have enough roads and homes eating up our green space and this is a special 
one it deserves protection SAVE IT SAVE IT SAVE IT! 

  

Why is this study area so large? I don't believe this entire area would qualify for inclusion as a National Park. 
Does the National Park Service have the budget to manage additions to the system? 

  

To Whom It Concerns: As a former intern at the Flagstaff Area National Monuments, and as a former resident of 
Flagstaff, would like to express my concern for the consequences of increased recreational and industrial 
development in the Walnut Canyon Study Area. In particular, I believe (and through on the ground experiences 
can affirm) that the land needs strong protection, either enforcing current rules or even possibly offering further 
protection from all types of development. For example: *The USFS and NPS lands both need to be surveyed for 
Wilderness character under the Wilderness Act of 1964. If they already have been surveyed, these surveys may 
still be current. In any case, this land that has wild character need to be considered, recommended, or proposed 
for Wilderness designation as is the mandate to each of the federal agencies (i.e. Wilderness Study Area). Under 
the WSA designation, the land is managed as Wilderness until Congress decides if it should or should not be 
such. *Grazing needs to be prevented from impacting any landscapes where it has not already existed. Current 
Grazing permits, especially on plots with archeological resources, should be sold back and eliminated where 
possible. The VAST majnority of ranchers in the west do not make their income off ranching. The other option is 
to charge these rancers the ACTUAL cost that it costs to maintain the area including water tanks, fencing, road 
maintenance, revegetation of damaged areas, etc. Current rates in the USFS often are heavily "subsidized" 
compared to these true costs that the agency faces. *Off-road vehicle (OHV), ATV, and other motorized uses 
need to be restricted to well-defined areas that are contained in one area and not spread out doing damaged 
over a massive area of publicly owned lands. Drivers have the right to recreate, and those that enjoy landscapes 
that are not scarred by OHVs etc. have the right to ensure the integrity of the lands that both of these parties 
share as American co-owners of public lands. OHVs should be allowed to travel on existing, designated routes 
that are not especially damaging to the archeological, ecosystem, or other cultural and natural resources. *I 
would like to encourage minimal trail development for any uses. Impacts should be concentrated in the case of 
biking, hiking, and other recreation use social trails. In areas where off-trail travel is damaging, informal trails 
should be closed off and mitigated for rehabilitation. Before any further trails are developed, they should be 
seriously considered not just whether we humans need them to recreate, but if they are truly appropriate and 
sustainable for the existing or ideal habitat. Thank you for evaluating and considering this input. 

  

My family and I love Walnut Canyon and consier it a local and national treasure. This beautiful place and 
important cultural resource deserves the highest level of protections. We support the expansion of Walnut 
Canyon National Monument and emphasize that any expansion area should have the same protections as the 
current monument. As a National Park Service unit, it should focus on resource protection per the National Park 
Service Organic Act of 1916. The Organic Act states: We do not think off-road activities, including snowmobiles, 
livestock grazing, hunting and target shooting, and other activities should be allowed within the Monument. Thank 
you. 

  

Please protect our play area. We hike out there avidly.   
I strongly support protection of the proposed study area and am very happy the study is finally being undertaken - 
thank you. I also believe the this area is deserving of the highest level of protection and therefore support 
management by the National Park Service. 

  

I have lived, hiked and ride my horse close to the Fisher Point area since 1985. The public use has increased 
yearly and it is a good thing. Now the public will comment on wanting to keep and manage the Walnut Canyon 
area for recreation and wildlife. I rarely see any trash or vandalism. Some of the trails have had maintenance and 
everything is in good shape. It will need to be continued as the usage increases. I used to live in the Phoenix 
area where forest areas increased in usage very quickly. Parking areas had to be created. Even pay to park 
areas had to be developed. This will be in the future for the Walnut Canyon area. My main concern for the Walnut 
Canyon study area is that it be kept in the most natural and wild state as possible. Also the area should be 
expanded and kept out of My main concern for the Walnut Canyon study area is that it be kept in the most 
natural and wild state as possible. Also the area should be expanded and kept out of the hands of developers. 
Hunting and Ranching should be allowed within the law. 
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I'm wondering if Picture Canyon, slightly north of Walnut Canyon, can be included in the study. It currently is not, 
yet represents a high concentration of pre-contact petroglyphs in need of protection. I believe that this study 
represents a chance for the Coconino National Forest and the National Park Service to get creative about how to 
best protect these lands. The major objective is to protect the Study Area from development, yet based on the 
differing missions of the NFS and the NPS, we've had trouble agreeing on how best to protect it. Some might say 
that the NFS under-protects it currently, but that the NPS would overprotect it. It seems a good solution would be 
to overprotect some of the area (perhaps certain parts of the interior canyon itself) while continuing to allow 
hiking, non-mechanized biking, and horseback riding over the larger areas of the mesa. Whether or not this can 
be accomplished under NFS or NPS ownership is irrelevant to me. I personally work for the NPS, but also love to 
take my dogs hiking on the Arizona Trail in that area. I would greatly miss hiking there if it were closed off to the 
public. I also recognize, though, that certain archeological sites not in the NPS part of Walnut Canyon are not 
being well protected. There are also endangered species issues we need to consider. 

  

Please see signed copy of comments delevered to meeting at cromer school 04 22 2010. I cannot confirm if the 
pdf attachment applied. In case not please contact me, I will send it in US mail. Myself, and my entire family are 
opposed to the proposed expansion. Thank you.  

Walnut-
Canyon.pdf 

In short, I support the expansion of Walnut Canyon National Monument. Furthermore, the expanded areas 
should get the same protection as the current park. This area is a wonderful asset to Flagstaff. I live in Flagstaff, 
AZ and visit Walnut Canyon fairly frequently. It is a jewel of a park. I take visitors there as well. Most recently I 
went there on a very windy day, just to get away to nature. In spite of the wind and the cold I found my spirit 
replenished. I have gone on tours to the bottom of the canyon and have entered the canyon from the west (?) 
end. I fell very fortunate to live so close to this monument. 

  

I studied the proposal and am violently opposed to the expansion of the Walnut Canyon national park. I find no 
legitimate purpose, historically, archeology, or any other reason to remove this area from the present custodians 
to the National Park Service. I live next door to the Walnut Canyon area and use this proposed area for personal 
use on a weekly basis. 

  

See attached file. Since some comment references to geography or roads may be particularly difficult to interpret, 
I am open to and available for telephonic or personal interview 

Walnut-Cyn-
Study-Input-Apr-

10.doc 
Why is thie study area important to you and what makes it special? Why is this area so special to Hitchin? 
Post???? As a public servant we have lived, breathed and cared for it for thirty years for all to enjoy My permit is 
100% affected by this study. My permit and business is located entirely within the study area. The brochure I use 
to advertise my business has a picture of the study area on the front. The study area is everything to me and my 
business, and through my hard work in the area, caring for it and maintaining it through the years, and taking 
thousands of people int othe area to enjoy its natural beauty, the area has come to represent something very 
special to me, and something I will always value and protect. And interestingly, this area that was once scarred 
from over-use and poor use, that I, the Forest Service and others worked so hard over the last thirty years to 
protect and conserve, became so high value today that now others want to change the management? Why is 
this? It IS a special area, a wild and natural area so close to town? WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS OF FLAGSTAFF? 
And one that we have helped manage as such over these many years. As a Licensed Outfitter and Guide, 
Hitchin? Post Stables has produced quality recreation for people from around the world in this study area in the 
last 30 years. 30 years ago we started packing out trash around Fisher Point and working with the Forest Service 
to close roads that were allowing people to drive into the area and tear the side hills up with their four wheel 
drives and for homeless people to live and camp and leave trash, start fires and literally destroy the landscape. In 
consultation with the Forest Service we sandblasted graphite off the rocks at Fisher Point in 1988 and paid for 
the equipment ourselves. Hitchin? Post has held firm on the importance of Recreation in this area and helped to 
stop inappropriately planned timber sales, therby keeping the wild and natural look that it now has. The forest 
Service has gather input and listened to the demands of the public and Hitchin? Post representing people from all 
over the world, resulting to further protect the sensitive area which has became a Semi primitive non-motorized 
area, in Forest Service language. After closing more roads and trails we worked together to stop erosion which 
let grass and vegetation grow back to its national state, protecting meadows and draws within the study area. 
Hitchin? Post has always helped the land, building trails and always maintaining them for all to enjoy. Hitchin 
Post Stables has always educated the public on values and history of Walnut Canyon, sharing the history of the 
Anasazi Indians who once lived in the area. We have helped create noise pollution signs, have worked hard to 
leave no scars, and have taught our guests to only take memories from the land as we left each day. We have 
fought hard through the years with the Forest Service to enhance this area for all to enjoy, making it what some 
folks say today is National Park quality land. It is beacuses Hitchin? Post, working hand in hand with the Forest 
Service and others, has made this area the valued focal point that it now is. And by making this area non-
motorized you and I can experience a very unique and wonderful area any time of day or night, and it sets right in 
the back door for all the residents of Flagstaff. ?My greatest concern would be the National Park Service would 
limit our use as it is now. This could effect our over night pack trips that start from the Marshal Lake area and 
ends up at our Wagon Train campsite above Fay Canyon.  
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This has been one of our main rides through the years, giving our guests a wilderness experience that can only 
happen with the area staying as is. For example, consider what the National Park Service has just proposed and 
is implementing at the Grand Canyon ? Removing outfitter and guide mules from the trails to Phantom Ranch ? It 
is happening right now. While I understand the logic of protecting the land, this is taking away a one hundred 
year old operation on public lands that the public appreciates and benefits from, proving the NPS is ready and 
willing to make such changes. How many folks around the world can walk out their back door onto public land 
that is this wild and beautiful and enjoy it to its fullest without having to get a permit from the National Park 
Service? Or be controlled by where and when you can go and enjoy it? The National Park Service mission is to 
preserve, protect and in most areas are drastically reducing the entry of people, thinking this is the answer to 
preserve; whereas the Forest Service mission is to Care for the Land and serve the publoic providing recreation 
and conservation for all to enjoy - to work with outfitters providing a service for the public and to work together to 
enhance the land. The history of the National Park Service has been to eliminate permits as mine. Just call the 
outfitter Guide Service in Yosemite National Park or any other outfitters in any state and hear their problems and 
facts about eliminating them all together! What Recreational/visitor uses do you think should be addressed by the 
Special study and maintained in future options? As Flagstaff grows in the future, non-motorized uses such as 
hiking, horseback riding, cycling, and climbing management should be emphasized for the Walnut Canyon study 
area. Would more restrictions be added to this area from the National Park regulating the freedom for these uses 
we now have? One concern is my entire operation could end up in the National Monument, under National Park 
Service rules and regulation, resulting that my business and all general public would be severely curtailed and 
regulated in terms of how and when anyone may enter this area. What resources do you think should be 
addressed by the Special Study? Uses and values that should be addressed in this study include archaeological 
evaluation and preserveation, wildlife management, economic benefits, natural ecosystem restoration, and 
wildfire management. Is it not the open space that draws tourists to this area and stimulates the economy? 75% 
of all flagstaff employment is by tourist related businesses. By my experience in the last 30 years the Forest 
Service has worked diligently together with Hitchin" Post to improve this area to meet all needs for all resources. 
We have always kept a working relationship to benefit all public use and have included all wildlife concerns. 
Hitchin? Post has roughly generated for the Flagstaff economy 3 1/2 to 4 million dollars during these past thirty 
years. We have generated work for many people and paid taxes and Forest Service fees throughout the years. 
The majority of our guests have spent the night in flagstaff generating income for hotels and restaurants and 
spent money ini many other areas. All have come to enjoy the serenity and peace of Walnut canyon Area. The 
archaeological, wildlife and other natural resource values of this area are extremely high, which goes wihtout 
saying. What other management issues do you think should be addressed by the special study? Could the 
National Park work with the Forest Service to further protect the archeological sites outside the current boundary 
of Walnut National Monument? Could management policies change to benefit all? I feel the Forest Service has 
proved itself in managing this area properly working with all, listening and always adjusting to growth and the 
needs of all resources concerned. Keeping this area to what it is now which draws people to enjoy all recreation 
to it fullest in a non-motorized semi primitive area what is needed today in order to maintain this quality resource 
for current and future generations. Hitchin? Post together with the Forest Service has implemented a plan for fire 
control that has worked for years during fire season. Hitchin? Post monitors this area and has actually called in 
and prevented what could have been 3 major fires just in these last few years. Again, always working hand in 
hand with the Forest Service. It makes no sense to fence this area in under National Park Service rules and 
regulations. It might not ring true with some folks, but to those of us that know what makes grass green it makes 
ploenty of sense to keep the area as is. Otherwise, those of us who understand the difference will certainly plan 
to fight hard again for this special area that we’ve worked so hard to protect over the years. PLEASE MAKE MY 
COMMENTS A PART OF THE OFFICAL RECORD FOR THIS PROJECT, AND PLEASE KEEP ME INFORMED 
AS THE ANALYSIS PROCEEDS. Thank you for your time 

  

I was born and raied right next to the study area and have always hunted, camped and cut wood in that area. 
There is no reason to expand the Park again. When people come to visit this park it is to hike the trails at the 
visitor center and see the Indian Ruins. I am currently a scoutmaster that very frequently takes the boys into the 
study area to; mountain bike, rock climb, ride the trails on horses or hike the trails. It is obsurd to think that if the 
management is turned over to the Park that they will continue to allow these activities, they might say they will 
but it will never happen. It is also amazing that a small group of people (Friends of Walnut Canyon) can push this 
so far as to have us the tax payers pay for all these studies for something that should never take place. If they 
are worried about the development of State Land they have as much right to buy the property just like a 
Developer. The public ofrest is OUR forest and we can not enjoy it if it is managed by the Park. I can't believe we 
have wasted as much tax payer money as we already have to get this far. Stop the madness 

  

I am very supportive of expanding Walnut Canyon National Monument. Expansion should have the same 
protections as the current monument. As a National Park Service unit, it should focus on resource protection. 
This should mean that resource protection supersedes recreation and only recreational uses that are compatible 
with resource protections should be included in the Monument. Please do not include off-road activities, including 
snowmobiles, livestock grazing, hunting and target shooting, and other activities that are incompatible with the 
Monument. 
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I strongly support the expanding of Walnut Canyon National Monument that includes the sameI strongly support 
the expanding of Walnut Canyon National Monument that includes the same protections as the current 
monument. Focus should be on resource protection that supersedes recreation and only uses recreation that are 
compatible with resource protection should be included. The focus of the study should be resource protection 
and uses that are consistent with a National Park Service unit and should not include off-road activities, including 
snowmobiles, livestock grazing, hunting and target shooting, and other activities that are incompatible with the 
Monument. Also, I strongly recommend Section #20 be included as a buffer zone for the Monument. protections 
as the current monument. Focus should not include off-road activities, including snowmobiles, livestock grazing, 
hunting and target shooting, and other activities that are incompatible with the Monument. 

  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment as part of the Walnut Canyon Study process. Background: Flagstaff 
Biking Organization is a group of cyclists who came together to ?promote bicycling as a safe and attractive 
means of transportation and recreaation in Northern Arizona.? Our initial project was to put on a Bike to Work 
Week for our community in May 2002. Building on the success we started to expand our efforts to keep people 
informed of cycling related issues and galvanize support for better and safer facilities, trails, and trail access. We 
have been involved with input on the Walnut Canyon area since 2002. We have assisted in the construction of 
the Campbell Mesa trails and in maintenance of the Arizona Trail in this area. We proposed the Flagstaff Loop 
Trail, which is now set for alignment and partially constructed through this area as well. Our primary concern is 
that bicycle access continues as it has in the past within the boundaries of the Walnut Canyon Study Area. Some 
of the most popular trails for mountain biking in the Flagstaff area are within these boundaries. The Campbell 
Mesa trails provide a beginner to intermediate riding experience that is not as common in the Dry Lake Hills or 
Fort Valley areas adjacent to Flagstaff. The Arizona Trail offers a unique canyon rim riding experience, distinct 
from the mountain trails nearby. The Arizona Trail also provides connectivityy for an unparalleled opportunity to 
ride from the Mexico border to Utah. Once finished the Flagstaff Loop Trail will create connectivity to trails 
offering opportunities for non-motorized transportation and recreation between the City of Flagstaff, Flagstaff 
Urban Trail System, (FUTS), outlying neighborhoods and the surrounding National Forest Lands and Forest trail 
systems. Difficulties with Park Service management We have strong concerns with the designation of any of 
these lands as National Monument or National Park. Designations that would entail Park Service management 
are apt to be problematic for bicycling. We are concerned that Park or Monument designation would present legal 
problems for trails being designated open for bicycle use. Currently changes are being made to pilicy that should 
allow for bicycles to be permitted on some existing trails in National Parks through a regular NEPA analysis, 
rather than through a Special Regulation coupled with NEPA. These changes would still not allow new trail to be 
constructed with bicycle access in mind. Although we have no intention to push for significant expansion of the 
existing and planned trails within the Study Area, we do think it may be appropriate in the future to provide 
connector trails between as of yet to be constructed FUTS and the Flagstaff Loop Trail. Park or Monument 
designation could create insurmountable barriers to this. We also do not believe that the Study Area is worthy of 
National Monument or National Park designation. Monuments and Parks are ?America’s Best Places?. Although 
the Walnut Canyon Area outside of the current Monument boundaries is quite beautiful, and marginally unique to 
the immediate Flagstaff area, it lacks the specific significant criteria for National Monument or National Park 
status. Regardless of the legal ramifications of bicycle access to National Park or Monument lands, the National 
Park Service does not focus on the unique aspects of trails constructed with bicycles in mind. Mountain bikers in 
Flagstaff seek a diverse range of experiences provided for by different parameters for trail construction than 
those typically employed by the National Park Service. We don’t believe that these types of experiences are best 
addressed by Park Service management. We are concerned that trails are currently free to ride may become part 
of a fee area, as Walnut Canyon National Monument currently is. Preferred management option This noted, we 
do support the need for a stronger level of protection of this landscape than is currently offered under the existing 
management plan. We recommend and support the proposal being forwarded by Ralph Baierlein for the Walnut 
Canyon Study Area to be proposed for designation as a National Conservation Area under Forest Service 
management. It is our contention that a National Conservation Area would provide both the permanent protection 
from development many Flagstaff residents support and the flexibilitiy in management necessary to provide for 
the multiple user groups who enjoy and recreate within the Study area. We support management by the US 
Forest Service because we see that this agency possesses to necessary expertise to manage for these multiple 
uses, and specifically bicycling, in an appropriate manner. We appreciate this opportunity to comment. Please 
feel free to contact us should you have any questions regarding these comments. We formally request to be 
included in any correspondence on this process both electronically and on paper. Sincerely, Anthony Quintile, for 
Flagstaff Biking Organization Board of Directors 
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First of all, I would like this study stopped since it's costing millions of tax dollars taken from people already taxed 
to death. I say leave the National Parks the size they exist currently because all I hear lately is how much it cost 
to maintain them, again with some tax dollars along with the increasing entry and usage fees. Once a piece of 
land is designated National Park it has lost almost every use it ever had by leaving viewing and walking around 
as the only activities allowed, and you must pay through the nose to do even that! If for some reason the current 
administration feels the need to spend more that they already have, I ask they put dollars into public safety, 
education and one area they've failed miserably at is protecting our national borders (currently Arizona is 
catching hell for attempting to do the Feds job for them in this arena). 
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I am concerned that if the NPS gains management control of the proposed area that access will be dramatically 
restricted. I do not support managing the study area in the same way as Walnut Canyhon National Monument 
this is due to the fact that 1. There is no access to any backcountry use by anyone who is not affiliated with the 
monument and I currently enjoy hiking in that area 2. I am a mountain biker and I make frequent use of the trails 
in that area and have done so for years, the NPS does not allow bikes on any of its trails and I do not want to 
lose access to the AZ trail, the flagstaff loop trail and the campbell mesa trail system. 

  

I am writing with concerns regarding the new "study" area proposed for the Walnut Canyon area. I have been a 
life long resident of Flagstaff and enjoy all that our NF has to offer. The history of protection of green belt areas in 
Flagstaff gives me concern to the validity of a study area. Lockett Ranches, Cedar Hill, Pine Canyon,and 
Flagstaff Ranch are alll examples of land that should have been preserved but were lost to development. I see no 
reason to believe that the same thing would not happen to this area with a "landswap" in the future. This area 
provides incredable recreation and open space to the Flagstaff community. I would only be in favor of complete 
protection of this area. This would include the inability for our government to sell or trade this land for more 
"desireable" land in the future. I believe keeping these lands open for public use and enjoyment is paramont to 
the growth and health of our community. 

  

RE: Walnut Canyon Study Area Special Study DATE: May 7, 2010 To Whom It May Concern, The Arizona Game 
and Fish Department wishes to respectfully submit the following regarding possible management options for the 
area surrounding the current Walnut Canyon National Monument (i.e. the Walnut Canyon Study Area, WCSA): 1. 
The Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) supports management options for lands within the Walnut 
Canyon Study Area that will ensure the protection of this area from development in perpetuity. 2. AGFD supports 
continued mixed recreational use with the WCSA, including hunting and other appropriate uses (e.g. wildlife 
watching). The Department has determined that hunting, particularly on Coconino National Forest lands in those 
portions of the Study Area south and southwest of the current National Monument, functions as an important tool 
for wildlife management and for minimizing urban human-wildlife conflicts in areas such as the neighborhoods 
adjacent to Continental Country Club. Hunting in the WCSA regulates the elk herds that regularly move into the 
Continental area, causing damage to the gold course and homesites and producing frequent and unpleasant 
close encounters with residents which the Department is often called to address. 3. The preference of AGFD 
would be continued U.S. Forest Service ownership and management of the greater WCSA lands outside current 
Monument boundaries, though the Department could also support National Park Service management provided 
continued support for items #1 and #2 above. In particular we would advocate for the continued allowance of 
hunting in the WCSA. Hunting is allowed in various other National Park Service units in the United States by 
federal statute, and can thus be compatible with a range of other recreational uses and aesthetic values 
associated with National Parks if appropriately regulated. 4. AGFD encourages the Walnut Canyon Special Study 
to explore the idea of creating a Walnut Canyon ?National Conservation area? (NCA) or some comparable 
arrangement as a possible solution to management of the WCSA. This alternative was proposed to the 
Department by a local citizen and has been used as a management model for many Bureau of Land 
Management lands. NCAs can accommodate hunting (e.g. Gila Box Riparian and Las Cienegas National 
Conservation Areas in Arizona) and ensure protection of the WCSA from development in perpetuity, and the 
Department advocates that both of these conditions be included if National Conservation Area designation is 
pursued. 5. If a National Conservation Area or similar management alternative is considered, the Arizona Game 
and Fish Department advocates the possible inclusion of Arizona State Land Department (ASLD) sections within 
the WCSA as part of the NCA. In the aforementioned citizen?s proposal to Arizona Game and Fish (see item #4), 
it was recommended that ASLD would ?retain all rights to its lands within the Study Area.? However, the 
Department does not support the latter provision. AGFD views the potential for urban development on the 
included ASLD sections as one of the principal threats to the ecological integrity of the WCSA, and development 
on these sections could also lead to an increase in human'wildlife conflicts as described in item #2 above. 
Possible mechanisms for acquiring ASLD sections in the WCSA could include exchange for less sensitive USFS 
or NPS lands elsewhere, or reclassification for conservation purposes through the Arizona Preserve Initiative and 
subsequent purchase at ASLD auction. 6. AGFD supports managed OHV use in the WCSA, preferably as 
described in the Coconino National Forest?s revised Travel Management Rule. The revised TMR allows for the 
restricted use of OHV?s by hunters for retrieval of downed and tagged game animals only, and does not permit 
general OHV access for scouting or hunting. The Department is concerned that a total ban on OHV use would 
lead to a decrease in the number of elk taken by hunters and an increase in the elk population in this area, 
leading in turn to more human-wildlife conflicts as described above in item #2. AGFD would consider alternatives 
to TMR implementation for selected portions of the WCSA, if for example it were shown that OHV use presented 
the clear potential for damage to critical ecological and/or cultural resources there. The Arizona Game and Fish 
Departmewnt wishes to acknowledge our appreciation for this opportunity to provide input to the Walnut Canyon 
Special Study. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you desire further information or clarification. I have 
attached these comments as an MS Word file as well. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Mark 
Ogonowski Wildlife Specialist II? Urban Wildlife Planner Arizona Game and Fish Department Region 2 Office 
3500 S. Lake Mary Road Flagstaff, AZ 86001 928-214-1252 
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As a resident who leaves in the vicinity of the Walnut Canyon Monument, I am extremely supportive of expanding 
Waln ut Canyon National Monument and emphasize that any expansion area should have the same protections 
as the current monument. As a National Park Service unit, it should focus on resource protection per the National 
Park Service Organic Act of 1916. The Organic Act states: The service thus established shall promote and 
regulate the use of the Federal areas known as national parks, monuments, and reservations hereinafter 
specified by such means and measures as conform to the fundamental purposes of the said parks, monuments, 
and reservations, which purpose is to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wildlife 
therein and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as will leave them 
unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations. This means that resource protection supersedes recreation 
and only recreational uses that are compatible with resource protection should be included in the Monument. The 
focus of the study should be resource protection and uses that are consistent with a National Park Service unit 
and should not include off-road activities, including snowmobiles, livestock grazing, hunting and target shooting, 
and other activities that are incompatible with the Monument. The lands being considered for the Monument 
expansion will enhance the values of Walnujt Canyon National Monument because of the significant wildlife 
values including Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) and northern gowhawk (Accipiter gentilis) habitat. 
The Mexican spotted owl is a threatened species pursuant to the Endangered Species Act and this area contains 
five Mexican Spotted Owl Protected Activity Centers. Protecting this area under National Park Service mandates 
will better protect the owl and its habitat. The proposed expansion area is also home to six northern goshawk 
post-fledgling areas. Including these areas will help better protect this sensitive species. The area also has 
significant tracts of old growth. Thanks to one hundred years of logging and cattle and sheep grazing, 98% of 
southwest old growth ponderosa pine has been liquidated. Protecting these remnant old growth tracts presents 
additional justification for protecting this rare and sensitive habitat under Park Service management. Thank you 
for including my voice in your endeavors. We have an obligation to protect what can never be replaced.  

  

I am supportive of expanding Walnut Canyon National Monument and want to stress that any expansion area 
should have the same protections as the current monument. As a National Park Service unit, it should focus on 
resource protection per the National Park Service Organic Act of 1916. The Organic Act states: The service thus 
established shall promote and regulate the use of the Federal areas known as national parks, monuments, and 
reservations hereinafter specified by such means and measures as conform to the fundamental purposes of the 
said parks, monuments, and reservations, which purpose is to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic 
objects and the wildlife therein and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means 
as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations. This means that resource protection 
supersedes recreation and only recreational uses that are compatible with resource protection should be 
included in the Monument. The focus of the study should be resource protection and uses that are consistent 
with a National Park Service unit and should not include off-road activities, including snowmobiles, livestock 
grazing, hunting and target shooting, and other activities that are incompatible with the Monument.  

  

I support expanding Walnut Canyon National Monument. Any expansion area should have the same protections 
as the current monument. As a National Park Service unit, it should focus on resource protection per the National 
Park Service Organic Act of 1916. This act specifies that resource protection supersedes recreation and only 
recreational uses that are compatible with resource protection should be included in the Monument. The focus of 
the study should be resource protection and uses that are consistent with a National Park Service unit and 
should not include off-road activities, including snowmobiles, livestock grazing, hunting and target shooting, and 
other activities that are incompatible with the Monument.  

  

I support the expansion of the Walnut Canyon Monument. I have hiked in many parts of this area, including 
campbell mesa, Sandy's canyon, and Fay Canyon. I feel this area has great environmental value, since it has old 
growth ponderosas, spotted owls, and goshawks. It also has archeological significance. This area is one that we 
hike when the peaks are too windy or snowy. I live near the cinder lakes, an area where the forest has been torn 
up by ATV's, and where the motorized access has caused the forest to be littered with cans and bottles. I would 
not want to see Walnut Canyon suffer this fate. 

  

Dear Superintendent Chung and Supervisor Stewart: I am writing on behalf of the Sierra Club?s Grand Canyon 
Chapter and our 12,000 members in Arizona to express our support and some of our concerns regarding the 
Walnut Canyon Study Special Study recently initiated by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and the National Park 
Service (NPS). This joint study of about 31,000 acres adjacent to the Walnut Canyon National Monument i9s 
intended to assist land managers in determining the best long-term management strategy for these lands to 
protect their natural, cultural, and recreational values. Among other objectives, the study will focus on the 
suitability and feasibility of designating all or part of the study area as an addition to the monument, and explore 
continued management of the area by the USFS. As the efforts of the City of Flagstaff and Coconino County 
Board of supervisors indicate, it is important to undertake a study to determine how to best to protect the lands 
surrounding Walnut Canyon National Monumenyt from future development. The forest lands surrounding Walnut 
Canyon NM are important open space and natural areas for the community, containing high value natural and 
cultural resources worthy of protection. We are strongly supportive off expanding Walnut Ca nyon National 
Monument. However, any expansion area must include the same protections as the current monument and it is 
critical to have consistent management for the entire monument unit. As a Nationalo Park Service unit, it should 
focus on resource protection per the National Park Service Organic Act of 1916. The Organic Act states: The 
service thus established shall promote and regulate the use of the Federal areas known as national parks, 
monuments, and reservations hereinafter specified by such means and measures as conform to the fundamental 
purposes of the said parks, monuments, and reservations, which purpose is to conserve the scenery and the 
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natural and historic objects and the wildlife therein and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner 
and by such means as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations. This means that 
resource protection supersedes recreation and only recreational uses that are compatible with resource 
protection should be included in the Monument. The focus of the study should be resource protection and uses 
that are consistent with a National Park Service unit and should not include off-road activities, including 
snowmobiles, livestock grazing, hunting and target shooting, and other activities that are incompatible with the 
Monument. Such nonconforming uses in a National Park Service unit would be unacceptable. On continued 
management by the Forest Service, the study should consider eliminating uses of the lands surrounding the 
current national monument that do not adequately protect the natural and cultural resources for which the 
monument was established to protect. The lands being considered for the Monument expansion will enhance the 
values of Walnujt Canyon National Monument because of the significant wildlife values including Mexican spotted 
owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) and northern gowhawk (Accipiter gentilis) habitat. The Mexican spotted owl is a 
threatened species pursuant to the Endangered Species Act and this area contains five Mexican Spotted Owl 
Protected Activity Centers. Protecting this area under National Park Service mandates will better protect the owl 
and its habitat. The proposed expansion area is also home to six northern goshawk post-fledgling areas. 
Including these areas will help better protect this sensitive species. The area also has significant tracts of old 
growth. Thanks to one hundred years of logging and cattle and sheep grazing, 98% of southwest old growth 
ponderosa pine has been liquidated. Protecting these remnant old growth tracts presents additional justification 
for protecting this rare and sensitive habitat under Park Service management. Thank you for considering our 
comments. Please keep us apprised of any developments relative to this matter. Sincerely, Jim Vaaler, 
Chairperson Sierra Club / Grand Canyon Chapter 
The biggest issue with the WC study area is maintenance and security. Historically for some years now it has 
been a transient area and overall garbage dump. A lot has been done to clean it up but the garbage comes back 
and vandalism continues and will continue do to the remote location. Make sure what ever happens out there that 
funding is provided for upkeep and security otherwise you are wasting your money. 

  

I am supportive of expanding Walnut Canyon National Monument. Any expansion area should have the same or 
stronger protections as the current monument. As a National Park Service unit, it should focus on resource 
protection per the National Park Service Organic Act of 1916. 

  

Walnut Canyon National Monument and the surrounding area contain some of the finest wilderness in Northern 
Arizona and some of the best preserved Ancestral-Puebloan ruins. I believe this site should be expanded and 
used for studying the effects of climate change on native plants and animals. A truly high percentage of Pinyon 
Pines have died in the area as a result of global warming recently. Historically, native peoples have been 
dependent on these plants and many other plants and animals depend on them as well. I also believe the area 
would be a prime place to reintroduce endangered animals such as the Pronghorn Antelope and would likely e a 
suitable place for the reintroduction of a Mexican Gray Wold pack. The area would also serve as a strong wildlife 
corridor to help animals pass across the Mogollon Rim and into the San Francisco Peaks area. 

  

Please conserve Walnut Canyon for the many generations to come, it has always been a special place to me and 
my family and I woulde be devastated if it were to dissapear or be commercialized. 

  

I am very glad to see that the study is going forward. I believe that no thinning should take place on land in the 
study area at this time. The primary concern on the land in the study area is to prevent sale or exchange of any 
parcels that would result in development or new roads. 

  

According to requirements, additional areas of Walnut Canyon (WC) should be protected with National Park 
status. 1) it is an outstanding example of a type of resource. Not only do artifacts and features exist from the 
Sinagua people, but twig artifacts have been found from archaics. These human remains are extremely valuable 
and clearly represent 2) cultural themes of our nation’s heritage. The canyon is also a 3) superlative opportunity 
for scientific study. Numerous species of animals live in WCand it is also a protected area for Mexican Spotted 
Owls. The area is also an important corridor for migration. Therefore it is home to 1) a particular resource, 2) 
important as a natural theme, 3) and opportunity for scientific study. The overlap of plant and animal zones in WC 
is a rare occurrence and meets requirements, 1, 2 and 3. If this area is not protected, we will begin to see the 
degradation of 4) this relatively unspoiled example of a valuable resource.  

  

This appears to be another land grab. Hinden be hind a so called study area, oh so common these days. Im very 
disapionted. My family and I live on Lake Mary Road, and enjoy the study areas shown very frequently thuoghout 
the year hiking, bike riding, hunting or just taking a drive and sight seeing. My family and I are native to Flagstaff 
our parents and our parents, parents have enjoyed the area menchend for countles years! It saddents us to have 
such a important area we love to soon be taken away. and then possibly traded later on to developers creating 
gated communities and or priviate golf resorts. And ruined forever. !!!! Not very good idea in our eyes! 

  

I would like to urge the NPS and USFS to permanently protect the Walnut Canyon Study Area and to prevent the 
area to be sold, swapped, or be otherwise vulnerable to future development. Open spaces with high cultural and 
scenic value should be protected for all public to enjoy. 

  

I am much in favor of expanding the existing area around Waolnut NM for the preservation of the area and the 
protection of associated wildlife. I believe it is very iimportant to set these areas aside for the future enjoyment of 
our posterity. The US leads the world in the important work - let us continue to set the standard. 
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Friends of Flagstaff’s Future is pleased that the U.S. Forest Service and the National Park Service are 
conducting the long awaited study of the lands around Walnut Canyon National Monument. Our members have 
diverse opinions on what kind of recreational uses should be allowed within this unique area of the Coconino 
National Forests. We are encouraging them to attend the public meetings and submit their comments online. But 
one thing that we have always promoted in the Flagstaff area is the protection of our beautiful open spaces, 
especially those areas that have cultural and scenic properties and are threatened by nearby development. The 
areas around the National Monument, particularly those to the northwest of the Monument that also include state 
trust lands, are threatened by the exapnding growth of the City of Flagstaff. These State lands and the U.S. 
Forest lands around the monument should be protected from the future trades or sales in perpetuity. We support 
management options that would lead to this kind of protection and also the continuation of the recreational uses 
that our members enjoy. We look forward to commenting on the options presented to the public in future 
meetings 

  

The Walnut Canyon area should be given a designation so as to provide maximum protection for this critical 
natural area. Inclusion in Walnut Canyon National Monument would be the best way to accomplish this. This area 
is home to many native species of plants and animals and it is vital that we protect this critical habitat. 

  

In addition to the regional cultural significance of the area, two factors are of primary concern to me: preventing 
encroachment by development, and preserving the natural quiet of the area. If not addressed, both of these 
would impact the culteral integrity of Walnut Canyon. 

  

I am writing to ask that you institute permanent protection for the Walnut Canyon area. Walnut Canyon is a very 
sensitive eco-system that needs protection. I would like to see it expanded. I would like to see State Trust Lands 
(Section 20 and 30) included in the study as they are both on the perimeter of this area and to increase land use 
by building on these two sections of state trust land is a threat to the eco-system in place at Walnut Canyon. 
There is also a huge riperian area. Several of the birds are on the endangered species list. It is incredibly 
important to protect this area. Therefore, I'd like to see Walnut Canyon expanded and protected in the best way 
possible. 

  

The Walnut Canyon sTudy area is important to me because I live nearby and recreate in the forest. I see people 
on a regular basis using the forest and state sections of land in the area. Hiking, dog walking, running, biking, 
archery hunting, cross country skiing, and snowshoeing are popular activities, as well as motor vehicle, ATV, and 
dirt bike use on the existing roads. Although I enjoy this area, I also recognize it for what it is ? An urban interface 
that sees high human use and unfortunately a great degree of impact and damage. The Forest Service has done 
a great job of mitigating some of the imipacts, but this area does not contain pristine or even repairable natural 
resources that would justify inclusion into the national park system. On the other side of the fence? The Walnut 
Canyon National Monument is a nice area that fills a certain niche; a highly controlled and regulated environment 
where people can learn about native peoples that lived in the area. The monument seems more than adequate, 
in terms of its size, to handle the volume of visitors it receives. I do not believe the Forest Service and Arizona 
State Lands of the study area can be considered a place of national significance as described by the National 
Park Service. 1. It is not an outstanding example of a Ponderosa Pine forest, pinon-juniper woodland, or any 
other resource that I am aware of. 2. Although there are Native American ruins in the area, it does not possess 
exceptional value of natural or cultural themes. 3. It does not offer superlative opportunities for recreation, for 
public use and enjoyment, or for scientific study. Its recreational popularity is solely based upon its proximity to 
Flagstaff neighborhoods. 4. It certainly does not retain a high degree of integrity as a true, accurate, or relatively 
unspoiled example of the area’s natural resources. Thank you for the opportunity to express my thoughts. 

  

The area under study is of great importance to the Flagstaff region. Known for our great outdoors and open 
space, this area provides a unique opportunity to experience the area through multiple ways, including rock 
climbing, hiking, biking, camping, touring and more. To be able to continue to use most of this area in a similar 
fashion would be important, however knowing that there may be some development along the primary roadways 
that may provide income to better protect and sustain the area. Throughout the study it would be important to 
address the feasibility of maintaining the entire area, understanding that in order to maitain our natural beauty, 
there is a cost. Looking at possible permitting or day use fees may be an option, or re-evaluating grazing permits. 
As a Flagstaff resident I have visited quite a bit of this area, from rock climbing, hiking the Arizona Trail, taking 
family to Walnut Canyon or biking around the area. There may be opportunity to further develop some of these 
activities, or more, through organized recreational opportunities (parks). 

  

I would prefer to see this Study Area remain under the management of the USFS. This will insure that ranchers 
may continue to use their grazing allotments to produce beef; as well as continued use by the public for nature 
studies, hiking, biking, camping, horseback riding, and hunting. If the Study Area is designated as an addition to 
Walnut Canyon National Monument and managed by the National Park Service, the use of the area by the public 
will be severely curtailed. Under the management of the Park Service, ranchers and others entitled to use this 
area would not be able to uses the area for grazing or the many other activities that are permitted at present. My 
family is involved in the ranching business and this will hurt our livelihood. Please leave this Study Area under the 
management of the United States Forest Service. 
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I would love to see this whole area preserved for primarily hiking/biking and horse back riding. Putting more 
houses in this area would be detrimental to all these activities, but also, I think, to the mission/purpose of Walnut 
Canyon NM. If studies support that the deer/elk population would suffer if hunting was excluded, then I would 
support the continuation of this activity. Otherwise I'd love to hunting excluded from this area as well. Addressing 
this area as one coherent ecosystem would make most sense. We don’t do that very often, and the more we do, 
the more we, and nature, will benefit. I believe there are several species-of-interest (if not actually endangered) 
that are thought to live in this area. I would support all efforts to preserve the environments needed for their 
survival. I would definitely support archeological surveys being done in this area as well. We know there are 
irreplaceable treasures in Walnut Canyon NM. But there are likely sites in the surrounding area as well that 
should be preserved. I don’t, personally, care who should be responsible for this area (USFS or NPS). I just think 
it should be preserved and protected in perpetuity. 

  

I support the study. But I have educated myself as to the Walnut canyon area. I strongly urge the largest piece of 
contiguous land to the current Monument be added. Furthermore National Park status for the expanded Walnut 
Canyon, Wupatki, and Sunset Crater is also in the best interest of the region and resources. 

  

Why is the Study Area imiportant to you and what makes it special? The Study Area borders our neighborhood, 
and our family usess this land frequently for hiking, mountain biking, dog walking, and occasionally for hunting. 
This area is a beautiful Ponderosa Woodland, which includes several strikingly beautiful old growth Ponderosa 
canyons. We strongly support the expansion of Walnut Canyon National Monument and land management by the 
National Park Service. What recreational/visitor opportunities do you think should be addressed by the Special 
Study and maintained in future options. We feel that hiking, mountain biking, dog walking, and rock climbing, 
should be allowed to continue in this area. In general, the National Park System is not friendly to mountain bikers 
or dog owners (neither are allowed on trails). In addition, dispersed access should be permitted along boundaries 
to allow access by traditional users and neighbors (currently, the National Park System attempts to funnel all 
visitors through limited entry sites where fees are charged). Hunting for elk should continue in this area. Elk in the 
Study Area face only limited predation by Mountain Lions, thus human predation of elk is important in order to 
limit herd size and promote forest health. What resources do you think should be addressed by the Special 
Study? Forest health if of primary importance. In particular, thinning and/or burning in and around the remaining 
stands of old growth Ponderosa should take first priority. Old growth Ponderosa islands exist on the East side of 
The Pit? Climbing area and extensively along the National Monument. Thinning and/or burning the remaining 
forest should be a second priority. Grazing should be eliminated through the Study Area as it promotes and 
maintains the current unhealthy ?dog hair? Ponderosa forest. Wildlife resources are also very important. Two 
species of note not mentioned in the study area notice are Black Bear and Wild Turkey, both of which have a 
healthy, year-round presence in the Study Area. What other management issues do you think should be 
addressed by the special study? Why aren’t Marshall Lake and the other small lakes on the Northwest part of 
Anderson Mesa included in the Study area? These natural riparian areas contain highly diverse plant and animal 
life, and would be a truly unique addition to the monument. Riparian areas are exceptionally important on the 
mostly dry Coconino Plateau, and are not well represented in the current Study Area proposal. Currently, these 
area are negatively impacted by grazing. In addition, Marshall Lake is impacted by the dumping of (literally) tons 
of trash by campers each year, and the Forest Service seems ill-equipped to prevent such degradation. Why not 
run the far Eastern boundary of the Study Area due South to Lake Mary Road, in order to protect the unique 
habitats of Northwest Anderson Mesa? 

  

First of all, we are very conern that no information or notification was sent to the homeowners of our community, 
which is within 1 mile of the proposed new boundary. We found out about your study and open houses from 
friends, rather than directly from the FS or NPS - this is very disturbing! We have attached our comments, as 
there is very little room for any substantive comment here. Our bottom line: do not expand the boundaries - 
Walnut Canyon NM does not need additional buffer lands and these lands do not meet any of the standards for 
National Significance. 

Walnut-Canyon-
Study-Area-
Response-

05222010.doc 

The forcus of the study should be on the natural and cultural resource protection . This is a very sensitive area for 
the local wildlife including endangered species which need to be protected. This area also includes many cultural 
artifacts and need to be protected. 

  

It is very important to maintain free access to hiking-biking trails that go from Campbell Mesa all the way to the 
Arizona Trail. The area between Old Walnut Canyon Road and I-40 should remain open to horseback riding, 
hiking, dog walking. Continue to keep this area closed to motorized vehicles. Ensure there are no Forest Service 
land exchanges or development. Provide a public comment period after each stady of the study draft. 

  

Thank you for this opportunity to add these few comments to the scoping process. I attended one of the open 
houses and observed that many people were able to give information that will inform the scope of your work of 
the Walnut Canyon Study Area. I just have three items for you to consider. 1. While the legislation guiding this 
work clearly states that the questions of significance and feasibility, which is used in evaluation possible new 
units to the Park System, be used in evaluating whether part or all of the study area be added to Walnut Canyon 
National Monument, it would also be useful to apply the normal criteria the Park Service has established for 
potential boundary changes. There is no question that Walnut Canyon NM is significant and feasible, so it is 
almost a given that areas adjacent that have the same resource values for which the monument was established 
would meet both criteria. The National Park Service’s Criteria for Boundary Adjustments, contained in Appendix 
C of the Supplement to Planning Process Guideline (NPS-2), list these considerations. It is imperative that you 
evaluate with these criteria as guidance so that local authorities, the public, DOI officials, and the ultimate 
decision-maker, Congress, will have the information they need to properly evaluate any possible expansion of the 
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monument. 2. We hope that your studey will honor and address earlier proposals to expand the Monument’s 
boundary, especially those put forward by the National Park Service, National Parks Conservation Association, or 
Friends of Walnut Canyon, by including them as alternatives. 3. It has been proposed in the past that Walnut 
Canyon National Monument be designated a National Park. This should be included as an alternative. Though 
probably outside the scope of this current effort, I would like to see a discussion of an expanded Walnut Canyon 
NM being included as a unit of a larger park that could also include Sunset Crater and Wupatki as units of the 
same park. Joining these units together as one park would not require much change in current NFS management 
of them, and would provide Flagstaff and Coconino County with greater tourism as more people visits Parsk than 
Monuments. Again, thank you for your consideration. Please call upon NPCA if we can be of help in this study. 
To whom it may concern, I would like the lands surrounding Walnut Canyon, including the State Trust lands 
protected from future development. I also want would like further protection of the Monument from the noise 
pollution that would come if Arizona Game and Fish puts a shooting range within 3 miles of the Visitor Center! 
Please, PLEASE work towards preserving our valuable and vastly important canyons and unique lands of 
Arizona. The people need, want and must have these places perserved for our future generations. Sincerely, 

  

The portions of the proposed area of study--Sections 20, 30 (Arizona State Trust Land)--should be included in 
the existing study for expansion of Walnut Canyon Nat. Monument and be given careful consideration to be 
preserved in the Walnut Canyon Monument. Section 30, for example, remains nearly pristine (I have a Ph.D. in 
Ecology but I use the tern as a layman) especially for a second growth area logged a century ago. It appears 
almost untouched by human activities. The habitat within it contains refuge and home range for elk, deer, coyote, 
raccoon, javalina, and even threatened pronghorn antelope as well as hundreds of other sepcies of mammals, 
birds and reptiles. Given that this habitat type changes (and degrades) in all directions away from this specific 
area, Section 30 and the adjacent sections of Coconino National Forest are more valuable biologically (and 
culturally) than most other lands more distant from this point. Hence special stody and evluation should be 
focused on these lands. In addition, The City of Flagstaff has focused on Section 20 as a potential development 
area for long-income, dense housing. I find this an ill-conceived plan for many reasons, one of which is that low-
income housing located more than five miles from the stores and other city infrastructure needed by those low-
income residents will require them to make many repeated 10 to 15-mile round trips for basics. In an era of 
soaring prices for fuel and transportation, the City's setting up such a non-economical arrangement for 
economically-challenged people seems not merely ludicrous but actually discriminatory in a negative way. This 
region of study surrounding the current end of Butler Avenue and Amberwood and Wakonda should be evaluated 
both biologically and culturally for its existing biological and cultural values and, findings forthcoming, 
recommended to be included in Walnut Canyon Monument. Such inclusion would cost very little to taxpayers and 
USNPS budgets and also "rescue" these valuable natural areas from unneeded development (spurred by greed 
and politics, not that it makes any difference.) I urge such inclusion of the sections of State Trust and Coconine 
National Forest lands -- data pending -- in the strongest possible way. I urge against non-inclusion of said lands -
- and hence development as housing or commercial beuilding -- also in the strongest possible way.  

  

I am pleased to comment on the current Walnut Canyon Study. Also, I am grateful to those individuals and 
entities whose efforts have allowed this project to proceed. I am in favor of transferring the Walnut Canyon Study 
lands to the National Park Service to achieve increased protection from development and careless overuse. In 
fact, I recommend expanding the study area in two directions. Please include nearby Picture Canyon which 
contains spectacular petroglyphs, and which desperately needs additional protection. The ruins in Picture 
Canyon were among the first in the Flagstaff area to be studied by modern archeologists. Also, please include 
the parcel of Coconino National Forest which surrounds the private property on South Cosnino Rd and which 
touches the western boundaries of the private property in the first mile of FS 82. Leaving this narrow strip of land 
to the Forest Service will only confuse the public about hunting, shooting, camping, etc; and will possibly make 
these lands vulnerable to degradation. I want this special area to remain as undeveloped as possible. Please 
protect the hundreds of 800 year old field houses replete with pot shards and other artifacts. Please protect the 
isolated petroglyphs. The study area already includes portions of the Arizona Trail so please maintain reasonable 
access for hikers, horseback riders, mountain bikers and pet walkers. Create access for those who must travel by 
car or wheelchair or are otherwise differently abled. Remove cattle and barb wire. End hunting and target 
shooting. No ATV's. Eliminate some of the unauthorized dirt roads. And, fight the conversion of nearby Foster 
Ranch to a shooting range. I believe that many creative designs might be considered for the expanded Walnut 
Canyon: possibilities which range from national park to conservation or preserve status. Let's allow the National 
Park Service to do what they do best: preserve, protect and share the most special places in the United States. 

  

I oppose the inclusion of Campbell Mesa into Walnut Canyon Park, because Campbell Mesa, as it presently 
exists, is the best place for our family recreation, including hiking, running and bicycle riding on trails without 
automobile traffic. It is also located almost within the town of Flagstaff, adjacent to our home. Inclusion of the 
Mesa in Walnut Canyon would probably result in development which would, in effect, deatroy the present 
excellent facility as it now exists. 

  

I would greatly like to see the Walnut Canyon Expansion under NPS management. I live and recreate in the area 
and have been disburted by target practicing in the proposed expansion area. Moreover, I am concerned that 
development pressures in Flagstaff could force Forest Service land exchanges. The archeological and natural 
resources of Walnut Canyon deserve expanded NPS protection. 
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Walnut Canyon is already protected as a part of the National Parks system. It surrounded by National Forest. 
This expansion is simply a proposal by the director to make her look good to her boss. The larger you make the 
perimeter the more difficult it will be to secure it. Removing land from public access in order to enrich a privilaged 
few is just plain wrong. As it stands right now there are more No Tresspassing and No Admitace signs around the 
perimeter of the Walnut Canyon National Park than are found in most sign shops. Just who do you people think 
you are kidding when you say that it is being saved for the public. Just what makes you think that you need a 20 
mile front on the North to this place. The owls are doing fine. They are nothing but an excuse by the "Friends" of 
Walnut Canyon. All important Archeological ruins are down in the Canyon. Your archeologists know it. Why 
remove land from public access in areas that is basically worthless to you. Pot hunters don't care about posted 
boundries, and making them larger only makes them easier to penetrate. The "Public Meetings" on this matter 
were poorly publicized except within the Clique of the "Friends of the Canyon". There are currently insuffient 
funds to develop and properly process the Archeological finds within the canyon. How is making it larger going to 
make it better? 

  

  Walnut-
CanyonSTudy-

Area-
comments.docx 

  AES-WCNM-
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We would like to see the proposed study area lands added to Walnut Canyon National Monument to protect the 
watershed, maintain non-motorized public trail access, and limit future development. Walnut Canyon is a 
spectacular area, we always take out-of-town visitors for a tour as it exemplifies the flora, fauna, and history of 
the Colorado Plateau. We would be especially disappoint if AZ Game & Fish located a shooting range within the 
special study area as noise pollution travels easily. 

  

As a frequent hiker in this area it is important to me that we maintain free access to the area and protect it from 
development. The study should address trail maintenance and protection, new trail development and parking. 
Keeping it closed to motorized vehicles is important. The study area is a wonderful recreational area that should 
be preserved, and enhanced. Thank you 

  

I feel that it is of the utmost importance to preserve the quality and integrity of this area. We are very concerned 
about the proposed shooting facility that is planned for this area. I have hiked, biked and ridden horses over this 
area for over 30 years. It is one of the most beautiful areas left in the county. I have seen a multitude of species 
of wildlife that may be endangered as well as the peace and serenity it provides us in a world that is not so 
peaceful. Certainly the state can come up with a better site a bit farther away from this area for a shooting range 
that would neither disturb the peace and habitability of the area. How about Two Guns?  

  

I would like to see the current use of the land stay as it is open for hunting, hiking, horseback riding and being 
part of the flagstaff trail system it is a highly used resource for the recreation in the area. If the motorizes vehicles 
were blocked from access with the exception of fire suppression that would also be acceptable to me. To put an 
area that large into the national park that has nothing to with the monument and block the access to hunting and 
the flagstaff trail system is not acceptable to me. 

  

The expansion of Walnut Canyon National monument into the proposed areas would significantly affect the 
recreational opportunities on the southwest side of Flagstaff. In particular, the Campbell Mesa trail system, the 
Arizona Trail, and the Fisher Point trail system would be effectively closed to mountain bikers. These trails not 
only provide a valuable recreational opportunity in and of themselves, but also serve as valuable 'connector' trails 
between larger trail systems. In particular, the Arizona trail is a continuously trail running from the border of 
mexico to the border of utah through the state of arizona, and closing this section would effectively put a gap in 
the rideability of this trail in it's entirety. This trail as well as the Flagstaff loop trail (which are the same in this 
section) provide users the opportunity to difficult, if not impossible to fill around the proposed area. Please 
consider all recreational users when making your decision about the affected trails and the effect this closure 
would have. 

  

I wholeheartedly support the efforts to put to the proposed areas under control of the USFS.   
The Walnut Canyon area is very close to my house. My family and I enjoy hiking and biking in the proposed 
study area. We are not damaging the land but are using it responsibly. We would like the land to be kept as open 
space with the ability to continue to use it to hike and bike. Thanks, 

  

As a frequent user of the Walnut Canyon Study Area, I feel that status as a NCA would be prohibitive to its equal 
use by all interested parties and current users. Although proposals to convert to a NCA do allow for completion of 
proposed trails, NCA designation would be too inflexible and would disallow future non-invasive developments 
that could enhance usability and enjoyment. 
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As a long-time Flagstaff resident and frequent hiker and mountain biker in the Waln ut Canyon area I'd like to 
state that the area in question is unique and very much deserving of additional protection. The last thing any9one 
should want to see is this beautiful area carved up and developed. I believe that the best way to both protect this 
area while still allowing prudent recreational use is not to expand Walnut Canyon National Monument but rather 
to designate the land as a Congressionally Designated National Conservation Area. Ralph Baierlein's proposal 
seems the way to go. 

  

Keeping mountain biking as an option on Campbell Mesa, Walnut Canyon Rim, Fisher Point, Arizona Trail and 
Flagstaff Loop Trail is vital to the Flagstaff communitty. That system of trails is the only trail access in that area, 
and provides a unique trail system that can not be found in the rest of Flagstaff. Closing it to bikes effectively 
removes the mountain bike community from having any vested interest in maintaining the trails, or cooperating 
with officials in charge of the Walnut Canyon area. The mountain bike community should be credited with much 
of the construction of the trails in that area (notably: Cambell Mesa and Flagstaff Loop Trail), so removing 
mountain bikes from access to those trails is particularly ironic. The mountain biking community as a whole is a 
very respectful group, driven with environmentally conscious ideas. We want the same things as hikers, 
equestrians, runners, and other trail users: access to the beauty in and around the place we call home. Thank 
you for your time, 

  

Keep mountain biking on all the trails currently designed and built to allow biking. I am `100% opposed to a 
designation that removes mountain biking. Fine to limit or remove motors. 

  

I recently received an e-mail from the Flagstaff Biking Organization in regards to the Walnut Canyon Special 
Study. I strongly share the opinion of the FBO that this area should not be annexed into the Walnut Canyon 
National Monument due to the fact that it cuts off low environmental impact recreation opportunities including 
mountain biking. I am in support of any measure to additionaly protect the land as long as the continuation of 
cycling opportunities in the area is assured. Personally, I greatly enjoy cycling in this area and would like to see 
cycling preserved here for the forsee future. It has been my experience that cyclists in general have respect for 
beautiful land such as the Walnut Canyon area and seek to preserve it in good condition.  

  

The AZ trail is a KEY trail for mtn bikers in AZ. There are books written on the riding of the entire trail from UT to 
Mexico. WHY would we ever consider closing access to it for bikers? It makes no sense 

  

Dear Walnut Canyon Study, I, my family and many friends have been mountain biking on established multi-user 
trails in this study area. Removing these trails or removing our privilege to ride them will decrease our quality of 
life. It seems these lands could be protected from development while leaving the trails open to the multi-user 
population that currently enjoys them. 

  

Our primary concern is that bicycle access continues as it has in the past within the boundaries of the Walnut 
Canyon Study Area. Some of the most popular trails for mountain biking in the Flagstaff area are within these 
boundaries. The Campbell Mesa trails provide a beginner to intermediate riding experience that is not as 
common in the Dry Lake Hills or Fort Valley areas adjacent to Flagstaff. The Arizona Trail offers a unique canyon 
rim riding experience, distinct from the mountain trails nearby. The Arizona Trail also provides connectivity for an 
unparalleled opportunity to ride from the Mexico border to Utah. Once finished the Flagstaff Loop Trail will create 
connectivity to trails offering opportunities for non-motorized transportation and recreation between the City of 
Flagstaff, Flagstaff Urban Trail System, (FUTS), outlying neighborhoods and the surrounding National Forest 
Lands and Forest trail systems. Difficulties with Park Service management We have strong concerns with the 
designation of any of these lands as National Monument or National Park. Designations that would entail Park 
Service management are apt to be problematic for bicycling. We are concerned that Park or Monument 
designation would present legal problems for trails being designated open for bicycle use. Currently, changes are 
being made to policy that should allow for bicycles to be permitted on some existing trails in National Parks 
through a regular NEPA analysis, rather than through a Special Regulation coupled with NEPA. These changes 
would still not allow new trail to be constructed with bicycle access in mind. Although we have no intention to 
push for significant expansion of the existing and planned trails with the Study Area, we do think it may be 
appropriate in the future to provide connector trails between as yet to be constructed FUTS and the Flagstaff 
Loop Trail. Park or Monument designation could create insurmountable barriers to this. We also do not believe 
that the Study Area is worthy of National Monument or National Park designation. Monuments and Parks are 
?America?s Best Places?. Although the Walnut Canyon Area outside of the current Monument boundaries is 
quite beautiful, and marginally unique to the immediate Flagstaff area, it lacks the specific significant criteria for 
National Monument or National Park status. Regardless of the legal ramifications of bicycle access to National 
Park or Monument lands, the National Park Service does not focus on the unique aspects of trails constructed 
with bicycles in mind. Mountain bikers in Flagstaff seek a diverse range of experiences provided for by different 
parameters for trail construction than those typically employed by the National Park Service. We don?t believe 
that these types of experiences are best addressed by Park Service management. We are concerned that trails 
that are currently free to ride may become part of a fee area, as Walnut Canyon National Monument currently is. 
Preferred management option This noted, we do support the need for a stronger level of protection of this 
landscape than is currently offered under the existing management plan. We recommend and support the 
proposal being forwarded by Ralph Baierlein for the Walnut Canyon Study Area to be proposed for designation 
as a National Conservation Area under Forest Service management. It is our contention that a National 
Conservation Area would provide both the permanent protection from development many Flagstaff residents 
support and the flexibilitiy in management necessary to provide for the multiple user groups who enjoy and 
recreate within the Study area. We support management by the US Forest Service because we see that this 
agency possesses to necessary expertise to manage for these multiple uses, and specifically bicycling, in an 
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appropriate manner. We appreciate this opportunity to comment. Please feel free to contact us should you have 
any questions regarding these comments. As you can see this comment is directly from the Flagstaff Biking 
Organization, which I am in strong agreement with. I use this area for lots of biking and find the current, proposed 
trail system to be of great value and would like to keep the biking access as open as possible. 
I am 100 percent against any changes to Walnut Canyon area that might impact mountain biking. The NPS is 
good about trying to prevent the American public from accessing our lands and trying to save it for only the 
granola types and lizzard lovers. NO to any changes. As a matter of fact, open the whole park to mountain biking 
all the way to the bottom of the canyon is my position. 

  

I would urge that other means of protecting resources in the Walnut Canyon Study Area be considered. National 
Park or Monument status would be very problematic for mountain bicycle access, specifically on the Arizona 
Trail. Bikepackers (similar to backpacking but with a mountain bike) traveling of the Arizona Trail are already 
forced onto dangerous highways as a result of wilderness areas that prohibit bicycle access. An expansion of 
Walnut Canyon would again require cyclists to detour on busy highways (Lake Mary Road, most likely), which is 
emphatically not the experience (quiet, singletrack, natural setting) that bikepackers are looking for. Again, it is a 
safety concern as well. In my opinion this area also provides some key links in the Flagstaff Urban Trail system 
as well as the general trail network. Mountain bikers often wish to access far trails by riding from Flagstaff (rather 
than driving to trailheards) and this area provides that opportunity. A designation such as natural conservation 
area would help protect the resources while still maintaining current recreational access. 

  

I would like to voice my conern about the proposed restrictions to the Walnut Canyon Area. I am an avid cyclist 
and use the Walnut canyon area frequently. I believe it would be a shame to restrict trail use in the Walnut 
Canyon area. I live in Flagstaff for the quality of life that it affords me and my family. To place restrictions on such 
a beautiful area would greatly diminish our quality of life. My family and countless individuals that live and visit the 
Flagstaff area rely on trail access for exercise, fun, community and mental well being. The great outdoors also 
draws tourism to Flagstaff which helps our economy to remain vibrant. I believe it would be short sighted to 
restrict access to the Walnut Canyon area. Please consider leaving access to Walnut Canyon as it is now. Thank 
you for your time and consideration. 

  

I enjoy mountain biking on the Campbell Mesa trails and on other trails (Arizona Trail) and proposed trails 
(Flagstaff Loop Trail) in the area of the proposed expansion of Walnut Canyon. Please do not pass legislation or 
rules that would prohibit mountain bikers and hikers from these trails. Thank you. 

  

Please do not extend the boundaries of the Walnut Canyon monument. The benefits do not outweigh the 
drawbacks and as a mountain biker and hunter it adds restrictions that the area does not need. Please heed the 
public opinion and do not extend the monument! 

  

I favor the national conservation option for the Walnut Canyon Study Area as proposed by Ralph Baierlein and 
supported by the Flagstaff Biking Organization. 

  

The proposed area doesn't meet any of the four National Significance standards. It is an average example of a 
particular type of resource that is abundant in the reigon. While WCNM does, the study area does not possess 
exceptional value or quality illustrating or interpreting the natural or cultural themes of our nation?s heritage. It 
offers opportunities for recreation for public use and enjoyment, or for scientific study that on on par with the rest 
of the Coconino NF. It retains degree of integrity as a true, accurate, and relatively unspoiled example of the 
resource but not what I'd consider high, there are non native plants, it's been grazed, and driven all over. 
Consolidating the land holdings and making it part of the national forest management plan is adequate to 
preserve the area as it. 

  

Please "Do Not" expand this area.   
I support the Flagstaff biking.organization advocacy non profit position on this subject.   
Please do not extend the Monument if it would interfere with existing hiking and biking trail systems in Walnut 
Canyon and Campbell Mesa. Thank you 

  

I am an avid Mt. biker and use the trails near Walnut Canyon often. I would not like to see changes in this area.   
I support the need for a stronger level of protection of this area than is currently offered under the existing 
management plan. It is my belief that designation as a National Conservation Area under Forest Service 
management effectively provides this protection and also maintains current public access and uses including 
hunting, grazing, mountain biking, hiking, and horseback riding. I am a long-t9ime user of the trails in this area 
and would like to continue to use them, without fees, as a hiker, runner, and cyclist. Protection of this area with a 
NCA would ensure that the qulaity of the experience would not diminish with time. 

  

Any intelligent public use plan has to maintain equal access to all three low imipact groups, hiking, mountain 
biking and equestrian. Equestrian impact has been shown to have the largest negative impact in many studies 
but they need to be an integral part of any program in spite of their history to hog and hoard access strictly for 
their own use in the past. They have the experience and need to be partnered with for mountain biking to grow 
and prosper in any area. 

  

I'm concerned that National Park or National Monument Designation for this area would be problematic for 
cyclists. I have ridden the AZ Trail from the Utah border to the Mexico border. That trail goes right thru this area. 
It would bew a shame to break that up. I mountain bike on Campbell Mesa, Walnut Canyon Rim, Fisher Point, 
Arizona Trail and Flagstaff Loop Trail and these areas are important to cyclists. 
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I am not in favor of extending the boundaries of the Walnut Canyon National Monument. The unintended 
consequences of the expansion would harm bicycle access to the Arizona Trail, Flagstaff Loop Trail and the 
Campbell Mesa Trails. In my view, increasing the potential for losing access to these very valuable bicycling trails 
significantly outweighs any benefits of extending the boundaries of the Monument. Thank you for taking the time 
to consider the opinion of a responsible mountain biking citizen. 

  

I am not in favor of expanding the Nat'l Monument area of Walnut Canyon. An important network of trails exists in 
the area, including a plan for a connecting section of our local FUTS loop trail. If this area be came part of a Nat'l 
Monument, local, longtime trail users would face concerns and a bunch of bureaucratic nonsense to access the 
area. I am familiar with the trails and area intimately. The area is used by families, maintained by local trail 
groups, and kept clean. As a long-time resident, I feel it would be detrimental to usesrs to expand the monument. 
If the Federal programs are already under-funded, how will they hope to manage even larger areas of this 
designation status??? Expansion of this monument is a BAD IDEA. 

  

Expansion of Walnut Canyon Park should not impact existing hiking and biking trails in the area. One of the most 
enjoyable trails in the area runs along the north edge of Walnut Canyon. Use of the trails does not provide ready 
access to the canyon bottom and therefore does not impact any indian ruins. Parts of the Arizona Trail run near 
Walnut Canyon. This trail is a national treasure and should not be affected by any expansion of the Park. 

  

I am responding to let it be known I ride my mountain bike, xcountry ski, hike in the proposed area frequently and 
would be highly disregarded if the are of Campbell Mesa and Fisher point were no longer available for any of the 
aforementioned activities. We as residents of Flagstaff have limited areas of this magnitude and the areas are so 
often SO crowded with recreationists especially folks from Phoenix in the summer that by closing this are to 
mountain bikers will only increase this type of travel in other areas that are already crowded and over used. 

  

Having the FREEDOM to mountain bike on Campbell Mesa, Walnut Canyon Rim, Fisher Point, Arizona Trail and 
Flagstaff Loop Trail is important to ME! Do not take away our freedoms! 

  

I was dismayed to learn that the proposed Walnut Canyon Study Area is threatening the multiple use of a number 
of existing and proposed trails. I visit the Flagstaff area every summer, and enjoy volunteering to build trails. As 
an avid mountain biker, it should come as no surprise that I expect the trails I build to be open to mountain biking-
-and stay that way. I lived in Tucson in the 1990s, during which time an out-of-state environmental group 
demanded that a short segment of the popular Cactus Forest Trail in nearby Saguaro National Park be closed to 
mountain biking. Rather than fight to keep it open, the NPS simply rolled over. I have absolutely no doubt that a 
similar fate would be in store for all trails in the proposed Walnut Canyon Study Area, under NPS management. 
Please keep the area under the current and proper management of the Forest Service. 

  

I have been riding those trails for over 10 years, which is why I live here in Flagstaff. Mt biking on those trails is 
some of the best riding I can do right from my house. I don't even have words to describe the disappointment I 
would have if those trails were closed. Those trails are some of my favorite ways to enjoy the great out doors 
only a few minutes from my home . . . .  

  

Please do not close the mentioned trails. Mountain biking is very important to the community and closing trails 
will have a negative impact on the community. Also bikers help maintain trails on a voluntary basis 

  

My position is simple. The Arizona Trail and other adjacent trails that would be affected by this proposal are 
priceless to many in the cycling community. I first rode them in the late 90's, and they remain a favorite when I 
want to introduce friends and family to the beauty of Northern Arizona. Many cyclists are looking for a more 
relaxed and less strenuous route through the forest. Please keep these gems open to cyclists as well as other 
non motorized trail users. Thank you for your consideration. 

  

I would like to say that since the hiking and biking trails have been opened and improved in the Walnut Canyon 
area I have enjoyed using them. It would be a sad day for many that use these trails to hike, bike and walk there 
dogs if these trails were not available. There use has increase tremendously in the past 2 years and continue to 
gain in popularity. Please consider all of us that use this trail network. Thank you for your time. 

  

As an avid cyclist who regularly rides on the excellent trails in the Walnut Canyon Study area, I am writing to 
plead for this area to be preserved in a way that allows for all present recreation uses to continue. I also ask that 
this not become any kind of fee area; including that for parking. It appears that the best way to do this would be 
to designate it a National Conservation Area. Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

  

I feel that the expansion of the Walnut Canyon Monument would unnecessarily impact the recreational use of the 
proposed zone, and that the benefits would be extremely small compared to the current use of the region. This 
would impact many, many outdoors enthusiasts, including bikers, hikers, and hunters. Please reconsider! I feel 
that the current boundaries are sufficient to protect the wonderful area around the monument. Thank you! 

  

I visit areas within the study area approximately once a week, mostly to use the trails (hiking, biking, etc.). This 
area is one of the main things that brought me and my family to Flagstaff -- access to endless trails and virtual 
wilderness right at our doorstep. I use these sections of the Arizona Trail and other established trails in the area 
because they are accessible yet provide a genuine wilderness experience. While our vehicle regularly has ample 
company at the trail head, we find relative solitude on the trails. This is a priceless experience that should be 
preserved. As a scientist and environmentalist, the solitude I've experienced within the study area has given me 
the opportunity to contemplate all that it has to offer. The flora are beautiful and untouched, changing weekly 
from early spring through the monsoon season. Even the cacti are wide and varied. I've encountered everything 
from squirrels to elk, and knowing humans only see a fraction of what wildlife is around them, I can only imagine 
the species that find the study area a hospitable habitat. I have also heard that there are archeological sites (from 
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the Sinagua as well as more modern tribes) that might not have been explored throughout the proposed study 
area. If Walnut Canyon National Monument is any clue, this area is special and should be protected. There are 
many regions within the study area that I avoid because of the use of motorized vehicles. I personally dislike the 
noise, dust, and intrusion upon a wilderness experience. Ideologically, the impact vehicles have upon the land 
and wildlife seems to be greatly underestimated, and I feel this should be addressed as part of the study. Living 
in Flagstaff, it's easy to take advantage of the incredible natural environment we live in. Here, we do live in it! I 
would like to see trail access maintained throughout the study area. Yet every year, more areas like the proposed 
study area succumb to development. Houses everywhere are skirting what used to bew isolated trails, and the 
wildlife and archeological sites that surround them are suffering. We have a precious area right here in Flagstaff 
that we could easily protect and learn from, and we ought to take advantage of that opportunity 
The study area is special to me because I live very close to Walnut Canyon. In the past years, I have seen two 
expansions of the canyon. Each time they fence off more land and close it to the public. I believe that the park 
service has got enough land to protect what they think they need to protect. I have ridden horses all over the 
proposed expansion area. I have seen nothing that needs to be protected. I would prefer the land left as multiple 
use public land administered under the Forest Service. I would consider a National Conservation area in the 
Walnut Canyon study area if the land was still multiple use and administered by the Forest Service. 

  

I have lived around Walnut Canyon for a good portion of my life. The expanion of Walnut Canyon is unnecessary 
in my opinion. I have ridden horses in the area and see nothing worth protection. I firmly believe that Walnut 
Canyon is fine the way it is now. I see no need to fence more land from public access. The park service has 
plenty of land already to protect. I would like to know where the pictures were taken on the home page of your 
web site. The middle picture does not look like it could be Walnut Canyon. I have never seen Aspen trees 
anywhere near Walnut Canyon as pictured in the 3rd picture. Also, I have never seen a view quite like the one 
pictured in the first picture. Looks more like the Mogollon Rim to me. Wow. What is the purpose of these 
pictures? 

  

I grew up in Northern Arizona and have spent considerable time in Flagstaff as my wife is from there. I have been 
to the proposed area and see no reason to include it in Walnut Canyon. The park service has plenty of land to 
protect already. I see no purpose in this project at all. By the way, your home page has a spelling error. I believe 
you want it to say Canyon instead of Canon. 

  

I used to live in Flagstaff and know this area well. Want to see the old growth ponderosa stands protected, as 
well as the archeological sites. Want also to have this whole area protected from development and hunting. 

  

Walnut Canyon NM must be expanded. The forest area around the monument has the potential for development 
and/or degradation. Please exlpand the protections for this unique and important area. 

  

I am an avid supporter of the National Parks. I make regular financial contributions to their support. The area in 
the Walnut Canyon Study is important to me because it gives me and my family an open space to enjoy the 
forest and the out of doors. I can wander the numerous paths with my leashed dogs and look at wildflowers. 
Camel Mesa is important to the city of Flagstaff because it supports a system of urban parks and trails. It allows a 
buffer of open space for the city of Flagstaff. I think that Campbell Mesa should be open to biking and hiking. I 
think that motorized vehicles should continue to be banned from the area. I hope the Campbell Mesa would 
continue to be open to the public to provide free access to its many trails to visitors. I would like it to continue to 
be able to take my leashed dogs on walks through the forest there. I would like to maintain free access to hiking-
biking trails that go from the entrance to Cambell Mesa (across from the cemetery) all the way to the Arizona 
Trail. I would like it to remain open to horseback riding in areas on Campbell Mesa and the land between Old 
Walnut Canyon Road and I-40. I would like to continue to keep this area closed to motorized vehicles. I would 
like to ensure that there are no Forest Service land exchanges to permit development. I would like there to be a 
public comment period after each stage of the draft. 

  

I am an avid supporter of the National Forest Service and the National Parks. I believed that Campbell Mesa is 
important to the city of Flagstaff because it supports a system of urban parks and trails. I would like to maintain 
free access to hiking-biking trails that go from the entrance to Cambell Mesa (across from the cemetery) all the 
way to the Arizona Trail. I would like it to remain open to horseback riding in areas on Campbell Mesa and the 
land between Old Walnut Canyon Road and I-40. I would like to continue to keep this area closed to motorized 
vehicles. I would like to ensure that there are no Forest Service land exchanges to permit development. I would 
like there to be a public comment period after each stage of the draft. 

  

Protection of Walnut Canyon is vital and should be designated a National Park. There are prehistoric human 
archeological sites, native plants and animals, and corridors for animal migration. Development in this area would 
endanger these unique features. The Walnut Canhyon Study Area needs to be a National Park and managed like 
the Saguaro National Park in Tucson. 

  

I support greater protection of the public lands surrounding Walnut Canyon, which is indeed a national treasure. 
At the same time, easy and free access to Campbell Mesa and Fisher Point are important for enhancing the daily 
quality of life for city residents. Like Buffalo Park to the north, these areas are essentially urban parks that foster 
healthful daily outdoor activity (walking, biking, hiking) for residents living on the eastern and southern boundaries 
of the city. My family and I frequently walk and bike these trails and consider them to be a particularly valuable 
aspect of the quality of life in Flagstaff. While greater protection of these lands is probably wise, some strategy 
must be in place to ensure that city residents continue to have the easy access they currently enjoy. If a permit 
system will be put into place, perhaps a free permit could be sent to all city residents. It would be essential that 
the burden be on the management entiry to "provide" the permit to residents (e.g. via the US mail), since 
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research suggests that social class and racial differences affect who will actively seek out permits. Alternatively, 
perhaps city residents could continue to be permitted to use the lands for free (without a permit). Again, "ease of 
access" and "free access" to these areas should be a priority in future management plans for the study area. It is 
important to protect this natural area, but it is equally important to foster healthful outdoor activity for Flagstaff 
residents and to not restrict lands that are proximate to existing residential neighborhoods. Such access is a 
critical feature of the quality of life Flagstaff city residents now enjoy. Thank you for this opportunity for public 
comment. 
The Special Study of this area was to recommend the best methods, by the best land management agency, to 
insure preservation of the resources and compatible public uses. The National Park Service is the Federal 
agency that was established for, and is managed to do, just that - . . . . Preserve, unimpaired, for the enjoyment 
of future generations . . . While the U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, State Land Department, 
Arizona State Parks System, Coconino County, and the City of Flagstaff all could provide fiscal and human 
resources to manage the area, none are more able than the Naitonal Park Service, particularly when there is 
already an established National Monument adjacent to the study area. The Forest Service has, and could, put 
the area into a "consideration for exchange" as they have other property in the Flagstaff region. An expanded 
National Monument would hold the property and manage the resource in perpetuity under already existing 
legislation. This transfer of property from one Federal Agency to another could be as simple as a Presidential 
Proclamation. In addition to a local staff already on board at Walnut Canyon National Monument, there is 
additional staff located in the Flagstaff Areas Office (NPS) and in other areas administered by that office - at 
Sunset Crater Volcano, Wupatki, Montezuma Castle, Montezuma Well and Tuzigoot National Monuments. Any 
additional operating funds that might be required could be transferred from the Forest Service (funds no longer 
required to be spent on that land and resources), or by a Congressional appropriation added to the National Park 
Service budget for operations of the new lands. The best agency to manage the land and resources for 
preservation and compatible public use is already in place. Consumptive uses could still occur on adjacent Forest 
Service and State lands, development could occur outside the expanded Monument boundaries, and yet a piece 
of primitive America, with a certain amount of "wildness" would be preserved adjacent to the growing City of 
Flagstaff. 

  

I am writing to say that I support the designation of Walnut Canyon as a National Park 9but with reservations--
please see below), and would also support the area around Walnut Canyon being included in this designation. I 
have spent some time hiking and mountain biking in the area around WCNM and believe it has unique qualities 
(unlogged stands of presettlement ponderosa pine, abundant wildlife populations, incredible veiws, 
archaeological sites, etc) that warrant a higher level of protection. It is important to me that such a designation 
would lead to further resource protection measures wihtout excessively limiting local uses including hiking and 
mountain biking (the latter on existing trails only). I am a hunter as well, and honestly am ambivalent about 
hunting restrictions in the area. The other thing that I worry about is that a National Park designation would lead 
to increased visitation and therefore increased development of visitor infrastructure (i.e., additional roads, parking 
lots, facilities, etc.). If this is projected to be the outcome of such a designation, I believe it might be better to 
leave things as they are or seek a different special resource designation. 

  

I think it would benefit our Northern Arizona community to have the Walnut Canyon Study Area be a National 
Park. The archeological sites, the old growth ponderosa pine and the many birds and mammals in the park need 
protection and this is they way to do it. I would recommend that we do this, as it is the right thing to do for Walnut 
Canyon. 

  

While I agree that National Parks/Monuments need to be protected, expanding Walnut Canyon will have a 
negative impact on many people who currently use that area for hiking and biking. The expantion would eliminate 
the free access to the trails from the Campbell Mesa area. This parking lot at this trail head is always full with 
cars. I encourage you to maintain this free access to the hiking/biking trails in this area. 

  

The activities I enjoy in the Walnut Canyon Study Area are hiking, running, mountain biking, picture taking, 
exploring ruins, learning about native history, etc. I think it is a very unique and beautiful place. I would like to see 
it conserved against damage, but I am not sure what/how much is involved. Thank you for working on this 
project! 

  

I strongly support the designation of the Walnut Canyon Study Area as a National Conservation Area managed 
by the US Forest Service. My support of this area having National Conservation status under US Forest Service 
management is due to the adaptable multi-objective management style and approach undertaken by the Forest 
Service. The Forest Service has the capability to manage these public lands sustainably while allotting for all 
non-motorized trail access and development with out fees. I love to mountain bike in the Walnut Canyon terrain 
and hope that its continued management status allows for easy to access mountain biking without fees. Thank 
you. 

  

I was quite concerned when I found out from the locals in Flagstaff, AZ that the government was going to take 
over some public land, i.e. Cambell Mesa and adjoin it to the Walnut Canyon park. I do realize that this will 
increase funds for this park, but this area has always been available freely to all the citizens and visitors such as 
myself for our use and enjoyment. If this plan comes to be, I will be forced to find other "wild areas" for my use. 
This in turn would deprive AZ of much needed money for their economy. Please keep this area open and free. 
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Walnut Canyon is a beautiful area that needs to be protected. In the effort to protect the area we should not 
exclue people that use that area without disturbing it, therefore any action should not exclude mountain biking 
from an area where it is already allowed. The same should be said for horses and hikers as well, unless it is 
shown that those users are negatively impacting ancient structures. It is mhy concern that mountain bikes may 
be shut out of trails that have been there for years or trails that they, through Flagstaff Biking, have made (e.g. 
Cambell Mesa trail system) or assisted with maintenance over the years (AZ trail). If it is found that further mtn 
bike trails should not be constructed, fine, but don't kick bikes out of areas that they already use. A large part of 
the forest usership in the Flagstaff area comes from mountain bikers, and mountain bikers are an asset when it 
comes to protecting the land from truly devastating development. 

  

To Whom it May Concern: I am writing to provide my input to the decision to expand Walnut Canyon National 
Monument. I support the expansion of the protected lands around Walnut Canyon, however I do not support the 
entire area being made a fee to enter area. There are several nice mountain biking and hiking trails that should 
be left in place and not require a fee for use. 

  

I lived in Seward Ak for 20 years. When the D2 land legislation passed in the late 70"s a number of new parks 
were establlished in Alaska, Kenai Fjords was one of them. Places wear we could take our snow machines and 
walk our dogs became off limits. I am not a big fan of a organization that locks away land and tells the public they 
know best. Our National forest mission statement says it best. "Land of many uses" Keep it that way 

  

I am against the proposed expansion of Walnut Canyon National Monument. The area proposed to be added to 
the Monument is currently heavily used by local residents as well as tourists from all over the world. The uses of 
this area should not be restricted similar to the current Monument area. The Arizona Trail runs through this These 
restrictions should not be allowed. 

  

I would like to see Walnut Canyon expanded and turned into a National park. I do not want to see dense housing 
developments near the canyon and surrounding wilderness-like area. I am concerned about the Forest Service 
swapping land with private developers. In addition, I think that the entire study area should be a refuge for wildlife 
-- free from hunting and cattle grazing. Only NP status will accomplish all those objectives. I also think it is good 
to restrict other activities like off-road mountain biking and ORV use, which fragment and degrade habitat. I am a 
hiker. NP status is entirely compatible with non-harmful activities like hiking, jogging and birdwatching. 

  

I support the protection of Walnut Canyon and expansion of the area that is currently protected. I support 
designation as a National Park. I do not want to see homes or other development in this area. 

  

We strongly object to enlargement of the Walnut Canyon National Moument. It has already been enlarged. All of 
the artifacts in the area are being preserved and we agree that they must. Prior to the last expansion the area 
surrounding the Monument was multi use. We all could use the area for hiking, biking, site seeing, camping, 
horseback riding and more. When the area was expanded, the fences went up and the public was no longer able 
to use the area. If the area is expanded further, more land will be fenced off and taken from the public. This land 
should be available for everyone to use and not have its use restricted to one group or purpose. When the 
Monument was expanded the last time, it was professed to bring in large amounts of revenue to the city and the 
area. Doubt that there is any evidence of that. If the point is argued again I don't believe there is any data to 
support that position. We love Walnut Canhyon. We love our multi use forests that are available for all the public 
to use and enjoy. We respectively request that expansion is not approved. 

  

With the recent destruction of the Schultz fire and the Hardy fires, it is more imperative than ever to protect our 
natural resources. I am a big supporter of the park service and all they have done for our beautiful country. These 
areas belong to all, not to wealthy landowners and no trespassing signs. Please keep the area open for hikers 
and bikers, and no fires please. Thank you very much. 

  

We enjoy walking in the Walnut Canyon areas and on the trails. I don't think it is necessary to include them in the 
National Monument boundaries where we would have to pay for access in the future. The areas are well cared 
for and protected as they are. 

  

I don't recommend that we turn over the Walnut Canyon park area to the national park service. It is a beautiful 
area for everyone to enjoy without having to spend money - it is there for everyone's enjoyment and is one way 
that everyone can enjoy the outdoors wihtout having to pay for it. Also, as Arizona taxpayers, we contribute in 
some way to the area maintenance. The federal government would probably charge considerably per person to 
enter the area. The Walnut Canyon should be open to everyone, not just those that can afford to pay. Hikers, 
horseback riders, joggers, families all enjoy the area. 

  

Walnut Canyon is beautiful and a significant archaeological site for the Flagstaff area. If acreage is added to 
protect and preserve it I am all for it. Access by the public should be restricted to minimal impact: designated 
walking and mountain biking trails, perhaps horse trails. No motorized vehicles should be allowed in the area. I 
have lived in Flagstaff over 20 years and in northern Arizona for 40, and it amazes me how much damage is 
done to the forest floor over the course of a year or two just by people walking on trails and riding mountain 
bikes. Trails are worn deeper and deeper by this traffic causing erosion to the soil 
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I favor the continued management of the entire study area by the US Forest Service. The existing, recently 
enlarged, Walnut Canyon National Monument, protects the key archeological areas for which the monument was 
created. To add to the monument again would severely and needlessly limit recreational opportunities for the 
citizens of Flagstaff and Northern Arizona. The USFS is more than capable of managing the area for multiple use 
and with the soon to be implemented Coconino National Forest Travel Management Plan any concerns over 
OHV use will be, can be, dealt with. 

  

Expansion of Walnut Canyon N.M. Boundaries have not been justified, and it jeopardizes current recreational use 
of the area. A need for change has not been established, and therefore no change is warranted. Absolutely no on 
Walnut Canyon N.M. expansion. 

  

Walnut canyon has more than enough land. I stronglhy opose any expasion of park bounderies   
I think the best thing you can do is do not break what is not broken. Please resist the urge to keep taking away 
recreational oppportunities. The forests belong to us, not you or your agency. Is simply enjoying nature's beauty 
without someone from the government breathing down your neck too much to ask? 

  

To whom it may concern: The proposed expansion of Walnut Canyon National Monument could be appropriate, if 
done properly. In particular, existing land uses should be maintainted, and access for the public should be 
maintained. Hunting, hiking, and mountain biking are some of the most important public values for this part of the 
Coconino NF, and that should not change if the land changes to NPS ownership. My experiences with the 
National Park Service, both privately and professionally, have led me to believe that many NPS personnel 
typically have negative attitudes toward consumptive recreational activities like hunting and fishing. They tend to 
take a "preservationist" attitude as opposed to a "conservationist" standpoint. Hopefully that will not be the case 
in this instance. If this change occurs, I hope that NPS personnel will respect the existing land uses and allow 
them to continue. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

  

Flagstaff is expanding and Walnut Canyuon is the next step for development. The only way to protect the Canyon 
and its surroundings is to make it a national park. It would be a wonderful addition to this area’s outdoor 
attractions and would go far to protect water, wildlife and other resources. Make Walnut Canyon a national 
park!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

  

I am in favor of leaving the area around the Walnut Creek National Monument as Forest Service land, but with a 
moratorium restriction on building, so that it remains as recreational public lands where people can hike, bike, 
hunt, or camp with the proper permits. 

  

am a member of several environmentally concerned groups. Having visited Walnut Canyon many times, I have to 
say that enchanting and wonderful place must be made a National Park, along with whatever surrounding land 
needs to be brought in. This place is too special to allow it to be used for housing or anything else that does not 
maintain the Canyon's beauty. 

  

Please make Walnut Canyon a National Park.   
I believe the most appropriate designation for the Walnut Canyon study area would be to make it a National Park. 
This would provide the most protection for the area. Some may feel that this would be too restrictive. I believe 
that a national park could be created like Organ Pipe (?) near Tucson. It would permit locals to enter free of 
charge; it would provide other points of entry that could be accessed from the city; and it would still allow most 
activities like hiking, bicycling, horse back riding. It might limit things like shooting or mineral collecting, but those 
would be few. 

  

I am writing to support the expansion of the protected area of Walnut Canyon, and I support its proposed 
designation as a National Park to provide it with maximum protection. I have visited several Native American 
archaeological sites in the southwest (Hovenweep, Mesa Verde, Wupatki, Montezuma's Castle, Tuzigoot . . . ) 
and Walnut Canyon is among the most interesting and impressive, with remarkable access to the once inhabited 
sites. It is also a site of stunning natural beauty, and a critically important habitat for endangered species and 
larger animals who need a considerable range relatively free from encroachment. I believe that National Park 
status will ensure the preservation of this vital site, and it will contribute to making it better known, with positive 
benefits for our community in Flagstaff. With the future of many state parks hanging in the balance -- one thinks 
of the sad fate of the Homolovi Ruins -- it is incumbent on us to do everything possible to protect a site of this 
importance, and one that is so close to a town of significant size. Frankly, I don't understand the concerns of 
those who believe that residents of Flagstaff will find their recreational use of the area prejudiced by the 
expansion of Walnut Canyon and its potential designation as a National Park. I regularly visit National Parks in 
the region, and there are wonderful opportunities for hiking, birdwatching, wildlife viewing, photography, and 
other activities. In fact, the support for the National Parks often enhances the available services. Considering that 
Flagstaff is blessed with urban park space and trails in all directions, as well as the diverse opportunities offered 
by the National Forests and other nearby sites, it would seem that we could agree that a site as distinctive as 
Walnut Canyon merits special status. Such status would be a boon for our community too. Sincerely, 

  

The Walnut Canyon Study Area needs to be permanently protected against development. I believe the best way 
for this to happen is to make it a National park. 

  

I would you to please Walnut Canyon Study Area into a National Park. This is a simple and straight request.   
Please preserve this area as a study area permanently. I really valuve this area for recreational purposes and 
would hate to see it developed with apartment buildings and streets. 

  



Walnut Canyon Special Study Comments Through August 2010 
 

47 
 

To all who are concerned; I as a tax payer and voter want to save walnut canyon and urge Coconino county, the 
city of falgstaff, as well as our State and federal Senators and Representitives to vote to make Walnut canyon 
and its surrounding areas a national park 

  

Please allow the walnut canyon recreation area to become a national park   
I have learned that the Sierra Club has submitted a revised recommendation for the future of the Walnut Canyon 
Study Area. It is well thought out and meets the concerns of most of the people with whom I have spoken. It is a 
perfect solution to a difficult problem and I am totally in support of the Sierra Club's revised recommendation. 

  

the proposed roads and neighborhoods would be a disaster. Making walnut canyon a national park sounds like 
the best option. However, it would also be unfortunate to locals if access was limited or restricted through a 
permit system. 

  

I would like to see the Walnut Canyon area protected from any and all development. I believe it is easy to totally 
protect something and keep it pristine, and use it for its esthetic value. If at some point the people decide to 
change that and use it for something else, so be it. But it sure is hard to change your mind if you do things in the 
reverse order. So along those lines, I would like to see it preserved as National Park or Monument. If it is left with 
the USFS, they will eventually trade it away because some millionaires want that. I know, I live near Walnut 
Canyon and I used to border national forest, but because of trades, I am now a half mile away from it. It will 
continue this way until there are houses at Fischer point or a freeway from the airport. Thanks. 

  

I request the entire Walnut Canyon Area be permanently protected from development - perhaps designated as 
national treasure/park not under Forest Service 

  

WALNUT CANYON DESERVES NATIONAL PARK STATUS! Walnut Canyon is a beautiful and fragile 
ecosystem, and should be available for unmotorized recreation for our citizens, tourists, and school children for 
generations to come. It is so close to the city, it would be a shame to see it destroyed by home building or 
highways. As the city grows it will become an important part of the city green belt and will make for a healthy 
environment for everyone. Walnut Canyon deserves PERMANENT PROTECTION. Putting it under the NPS is 
the best solution. 

  

To Whom It May Concern - As a past resident of Flagstaff, I was blessed to be located where I could hike or ride 
horseback directly into the Walnut Canyon Monument. The Study area as well as the monument were so 
beautiful and seemingly remote, yet easily within reach from town. It is an area that should not be exploited for 
capital gain nor graded and paved as an alternate expressway. Please make every effort to preserve the Study 
area as a National Park. Doing so would preserve the area in its natural state for future generations to explore 
and for the wildlife to survive with minimal intrusion. Sincerely, 

  

Please make the area a National Park. It should be fully protected, and there is no other way to be sure that 
developers are kept out permanently. 

  

see attached comments Walnut Canyon-
Comments.docx 

I am writing in support of the protection of Walnut Canhyon National Monument and the surrounding areas 
through the establishment of a national park. Walnut Canyon NM is an important component of local tourism and 
this would only be enhanced by the establishment of a national park. Furthermore, the area surrounding Walnut 
canyon is beloved by many in the area, providing hiking, bike trails, rock climbing and wildlife watching. The 
preservation of Fisher Point and Sandy's Canyon is an absolute necessity for Flagstaff's local identity. We cannot 
allow this area to be sacrificed to serve the needs of the the few who would actually benefit from its development. 
The city and county are both behind efforts to permanently protect this vital area of Flagstaff's future and it is time 
we see this land transferred out of the Department of Agriculture and into the Department of the interior. Thanks. 

  

that our treasured by a large part of the community. Between the varied geology of the canyon walls, sandstone 
bluffs, and the many marine fossils embedded in the limestone to the overlapping habitats that provide 
concentrated biological diversity and contain a high concentration of sensitive species along with providing 
important wildlife corridors to the archeological structures and artifacts make this an that should be will protected 
The entire study area contains these assests and the entire area should be permanently protected against 
development. Thousands of people in the community use these resources for recreation and study and having 
access to these important areas are the reason why so many people continue to live in Flagstaff despite the high 
cost of living. The entire study area should be made into an addition to the Walnut Canyon National Monument. 

  

I'm writing this letter in response to the special study being done on the Walnut Canyon Study area, and the 
apparent possibility of 30,000 acres near Walnut Canyon National Monument being incorporated and controlled 
by the National Park Service. I understand the federal government has mandates to study different management 
possibilities for what ever reasons they deem necessary, but the area that is being considered on Campbell 
Mesa and all of the area north, west, and south of Walnut Canyon is being managed very satisfactorily by both 
the USFS as well as the adjacent neighborhoods in the City of Flagstaff that use these areas on a daily basis 
throughout the course of the year. The trail system on Campbell Mesa, as well as the Arizona Trail Segments 
that travers the area from Marshall Lake through the Fisher Point area to the I-40 corridor are in excellent 
condition and used frequently, but are certainly not overcrowded. The hikers, cyclists, horse riders, as well as 
archery hunters, treat both the trails, land, and each other courteously and respectfully. These trails are the 
closest link to outdoor recreation that the Walnut Meadows and Continental Country Club neighborhoods can 
access without having to drive across or through town to increasingly crowded areas. The only land management 

  



Walnut Canyon Special Study Comments Through August 2010 
 

48 
 

objectives that should be worked towards at this time would be to limit ORV and ATV usage to maintained roads 
only, restrict or ban camping in the area, and make sure that the USFS doesn't sell out or trade the land to any 
entities that might possibly try to develop within the parameters of the study area. For the most part, this land 
should be left alone and managed as it has for the last several years. Do the right thing and recommend that 
non-motorized recreationalists, including archery hunters be able to use the lands within the study area without 
being restricted or subjected to fees that we as citizens are already contributing to. Thank you for your heartfelt 
consideration of these matters. Sincerely, 
The current boundaries of Walnut Canyon National Monument are no longer sufficient to ensure that the 
pressures of urban development will not adversely effect the unique ecological, sacred and archeological nature 
of the Monument. 2. The best way to save the Walnut Canhyon National Monument is to designate it a National 
Park. 3. Designating the 30,000 acres around the monument outlined by the Friends of Walnut Canhyon and 
others will ensure that: a. The long term integrity of Walnut Canyon will be preserved. b. The riparian corridor and 
Walnut Canyon watershed will be preserved. c. Five native rare plant species will be protected. d. The habitat of 
the Mexican Spotted Owl which has been designated as critical habit within the Monument will be forever 
protected as well as important breeding habitat of the Peregrine Falcon and Northern Goshawk. e. Unfragmented 
habitat and movement corridors for elk, pronghorn, mountain lion, black bear, wild turkey and other wildlife will be 
preserved and developed. f. Precious old growth Ponderosa Parklands above the canyon rim will be restored and 
protected to presettlement conditions. g. The introduction and spread of non-native plants can be curtailed. h. 
Aesthetic values, recreational use, natural scenery, natural quiet, and night time sky views will be preserved. i. 
Native American cultural sites and sacred places throughout the canyon will be saved. j. Early settlers? Historical 
cabin sites and carvings and historical logging remains will be saved. Please consider making Walnut Canyon a 
National Park - we have enjoyed visiting and "playing" in National Parks throughout this country. Saguaro 
National Park is a good example of how a National Park can provide recreational activities while helping us all to 
enjoy the natural beauty. We need to think far into the future and save Walnut Canyon forever. 

  

I think expanding WCNM would bwe a good thing. How much it would restrict the uses already occurring is one 
of the biggest concernws - would it reduce to a large extent the availability of hiking and biking? Also, the area is 
vulnerable to increases in tree mortality from future droughts similar to that in 2002, which resulted in extensive 
dead trees standing or fallen. Because of the easy access, many of those dead trees have been removed (by the 
public?) and reduced the amount of fuelwood for fires. Extending the Monumen would eliminate that option for 
people, and would likely not be easy for the Park Service to get permision to cut snags, even if it is a way of 
reducing the fire hazard. That is one aspect that I would be concerned about. 

  

*I wish the extra acreage in the Walnut canyon study area to be additionally protected from development. Old 
growth tree and animal protection is desireable. Push Alt 17 outside. Consider managing like Suhjuaro Nat. Mon. 
west. 

  

As residents of the Walnut Ridge area of Flagstaff, our entire family is very interested in the outcome of the 
Walnut Canyon study. We use much of the study area, especially Campbell Mesa, for biking, running, and hiking. 
Our children ran for Sinagua High School (now Flagstaff High School and University of Oregon), and they use the 
study area extensively for their training. We also know of several college teams (NAU and U of Oklahoma 
included) and collegiate and world-class individual athletes who also train in the study area. We are in total 
support of any efforts to protect the study area by preventing the use of motorized vehicles, including atv's, as we 
witness first-hand the destruction to the soil, trails and plants that they cause. We urge you, however, to continue 
to allow the responsible activities of biking, hiking, running, walking, and other environmentally friendly sports in 
the Walnut Canyon study area. Additionally, access to any expanded Walnut Canyon area should be free of 
charge for these activities, as they are now Thank you for your consideration. 

  

Walnut Canyon Study Area Comments The landscapes of the study area incluude the tributary canyons of Fay 
and Skunk, ridges and mesas, and upper Walnut Creek. It is a wonderful natural environment right on the edge 
of Flagstaff. The naturally wild character of this area should be preserved and protected from the danger of being 
chopped up by road and utility expansion or nibbled away by land exchanges. Today, one can follow hiking trails 
from Walnut Canyon National Monument to walk west for over 10 miles to Lake Mary Road without ever crossing 
a road in between. Exploring the north rim of Anderson Mesa or the bottom of Walnut Canyon takes one to a 
natural and wild environment that is nearby yet remote in its isolation. The lands of the study area comprise 
contiguous natural habitat with natural corridors, wild creatures of many sorts, and wonderful natural resources. I 
believe there are several aspects of the natural and human history within the study area that are quite unusual 
and offier a special opportunity for use as a resource for scientific study and public education. The southwestern 
ponderosa pine forest is a unique natural environment of national importance that could use more study and 
understanding. All across the western states, forest ecosystems are coming under huge stress from the effects of 
drought related to climate change, fire suppression, and grazing. With work beginning on the Four Forests 
initiative, a vast effort at forest restoration on a landscape-wide scale across four of Arizona?s national forests, 
there will be a great need for public education, understanding, and appreciation of this ecosystem. Our intention 
to restore our natural forests is a story of national and even international importance. How about designating the 
study area as Ponderosa Forest National Monument, with a designated mission to further scientific study and 
public education of this ecosystem and the efforts being made to restore it? A visitor center at the site of the 
proposed new ranger station on Lake Mary Road could be dedicated to telling this story. Within the study area 
are thousands of acres of ponderosa forest including a few small sites of unlogged old growth, sites related to 
19th century railroad logging, and many acres of woodlands in various stages of regrowth and restoration 
following 125 years of fire suppression, grazing, logging, and various thinning treatments. This area at the edge 
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of Flagstaff, so close to NAU with its forestry school and Ecological Restoration Institute as well as the Rocky 
Mountain Research Station, would be a perfect location for scientific investigation and equally important public 
education. The study area has intermingled natural plant communities of mesa-top ponderosa forest mixed with 
oaks and junipers, grassy meadows among the trees and on some canyon bottoms, north facing canyon slopes 
providing a cooler aspect to Douglas fir and aspen, south facing slopes with junipers, pinyon and associated 
plant species, and deep and narrow canyon bottoms with examples of rare riparian vegetation. This is a biotically 
diverse area of contiguous habitats, an important national asset that definitely deserves special protection 
Don’t build any new roads across Campbell Mesa or near Fisher Point.   
I live off Old Walnut Canyon Road and am interested in preserving this area for future generations. I walk OWC 
every day and enjoy the beauty and the wild life there and on Cam,pbell Mesa. Please do all possible to preserve 
this area as it is. Enough damage has already been done with 4 wheelers and other off road vehicles. 

  

Now we seem to be at the end of this major comment period and I have yet to see convincing arguments for a do 
nothing strategy. Those who favor current levels of access, regulation and protection seem confident that no 
changes to the status quo will occur in the future. I, on the other hand, am convinced that the US Forest Service 
and Arizona State Land Trust are very vulnerable to pressure from privatization and land trades. I am in favor of 
moving these 30,000 acres to the National Park Service for maximum protection. Thank you. 

  

I would like to see the walnut canyon study area designated a national park, with current recreational uses still 
allowed. 

  

As a local resident of the project area and a previous intern of Walnut Canyon National Monument, I have several 
concerns about the future of the lands surrounding Walnut Canyon. I have participated in ecological inventories 
of Walnut Canyon's tributaries for the City of Flagstaff's Stream Team (these documents should be aquired by 
the organizers of this study, if they have not been already: the inventory was a voluntary effort led by local 
scientists and recreation specialists). I also frequently visit the area by foot, horse, and bike, especially the 
western portion. I advocate for a Wilderness designation in this area, and do not support an expansion of the 
National Monument. This is a large, mostly roadless area. It exceeds the size required for a Wilderness 
designation. I have observed that National Monuments, especially new designations, attract large numbers of 
visitors (often with an expectation of trash service), while Wilderness Areas do not. The biggest fears that people 
have about Wilderness designations in the study area concern bicycles, grazing, and forest thinning. This should 
not be a problem, given the exceptions allowed in other Wilderness Areas. Recently created Wilderness Areas in 
Colorado have designated exceptions for "historic" recreation uses, including heli-skiing. If heli-skiing can be 
allowed in a Wilderness, I see no reason that the dominant "historic" recreation in this area -- mountain biking -- 
can't be allowed if these lands were to be designated as Wilderness. Other Wilderness Areas, including several 
in California, have allowed grazing as a "historic" use. The same exception can be made for the moderate levels 
of grazing present on the south side of the study area. Any proposed forest thinning would have to be conducted 
according to the "minimum tool" allowed under the Wilderness Act. When Walnut Canyon expanded in the 
1990's, the management did not have enough staff to monitor the larger area and feared an influx of new visitors 
to areas far from the visitor center. Their response was to fence the new perimeter and keep people out. This 
addressed their mandate to "preserve and protect", but ignored the desire of local landowners to access their 
public lands. The Study Area is a large region, mostly frequented by locals, and, although extremely sensitive 
areas might deserve extra protection, the rest of the region will be best protected by allowing the locals to 
continue to take care of it, without attracting extra visitation from people with no vested interest in caring for the 
land. I never see trash in the area between Bow & Arrow Wash and Fisher Point, western Walnut Canyon, and 
Marshall Lake. These areas receive a large number of visitors, primarily by bike, horse, and foot, on trails 
associated with the Arizona Trail system. They have no developed services (trash, restroom, pavement, or 
potable water). Everyone is aware of what they must do to get themselves safely in and out, and why to keep the 
area clean for when they return. I do not believe that the National Park Service is able to increase their staff to 
account for the extra visitation that has come, for example, in the wake of the Aqua Fria National Monument 
designation. That region has become an ORV paradise, at the expense of some of the resources that invited 
"protection" in the first place. The Flagstaff area receives a large number of international tourists, many of whom 
do not understand how fragile our ecosystem ism, and some who are seeking archaeological "souvenirs". Not all 
of our visitors are irresponsible, but it doesn't take many to make a large impact on our forest. Ironically, the 
perception that people must access the area through Pine Canyon, a gated residential area (though there are 
many more accesses), has limited the number of daily visitors the last few years. Meanwhile, the widely scattered 
accesses that exist behind several neighborhoods create a dispersal of recreational visitors, and it is therefore 
very easy for local residents to find solace and natural quiet in the Study Area. A National Monument designation 
might have the opposite effect. I've observed ecologically unique features in the following areas. They are not 
receiving any excessive degradation at this time, mostly because of their inaccessibility to elk and their limited 
access (narrow canyons, steep walls): *hanging gardens, aspen, and old-growth Douglas fir in the lower end of 
Skunk Canyon *diverse riparian habitat in western Walnut Canyon *aspen and narrowleaf cottonwood in Sandy 
Canyon, north of "the Pit" area *old growth ponderosa pine forest in Sandy Canyon, north of "the Pit" area and 
along portions of Arizona trail between Sandy Canyon and Marshall Lake *Cherry Canyon area, riparian 
vegetation and cultural sites 
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The City of Flagstaff's master plan for the Flagstaff Urban Trails System (FUTS) includes several planned FUTS 
trails that are partially within the boundaries of the Walnut Canyon Study Area: .. Walnut Canyon East Trail 
(sections 20, 21, 29, 30) .. Walnut Canyon West Trail (sections 25 and 30) .. Hoffman Tank Trail (section 36) .. 
Lake Mary Trail (along the east side of Lake Mary Road, south of J.W. Powell Blvd) .. several shorter connector 
trails planned in conjunction with the above trails A copy of the FUTS master plan is attached. No existing FUTS 
trails are apparently within the boundaries of the study area. FUTS is a city-wide network of non-motorized, 
shared-use pathways that are used by bicyclists, walkers, hikers, runners, and other users for both recreation 
and transportation. The system connects neighborhoods, shopping, places of employment, schools, parks, open 
space, and the surrounding National Forest, and allows users to combine transportation, recreation and contact 
with nature. FUTS trails are operated and maintained by the City of Flagstaff. At present there are just over 50 
miles of FUTS trails in Flagstaff. The overall master plan shows about 80 miles of future trails, to complete a 
planned system of 130 miles. The affected trails have been planned, in part, to improve pedestrian and bicycle 
connectivity and enhance transportation options for residents of Flagstaff's southeast neighborhoods. Please 
acknowledge and consider the plan for these trails in the Walnut Canyon study. Thank you for the opportunity to 
provide this information. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have questions or need further information. 

  

The Walnut Canyon Study Area is of enormous importance to the quality of life for many residents of Flagstaff, 
particularly those living in east Flagstaff. The open space and trail systems that exist within the study area are 
widely used by a variety of recreationists. I've seen weekend visitors to Flagstaff riding their ATVs on Walnut 
Canyon Roads, as well as world-class runners training on Campbell Mesas' high altitude trails, all happily 
relishing the outdoor experience this area provides for those who come. I have used these trails on an almost 
daily basis for 7 years, as a runner, hiker, and dog walker. I plan to snowshoe the trails on Campbell Mesa and 
those adjacent to Old Walnut Canyon Road this winter. These trails are unique in that they weather the weather 
well. The sandy soil and healthy vegetation allow for use throughout the thunderstorm season, while not showing 
signs of overuse or flooding. Anyone who has walked the Campbell Mesa trails during the summer rainy season 
will attest to the incredible wildflowers growing there. The variety, color, and duration are unbelievable. Because 
the study area is uninterrupted by development or multiple road systems, wildlife populations thrive here. I've 
seen elk, coyote, and many species of birds. The proximity to Flagstaff and residential communities make this 
area an irreplaceable and unequaled part of our eastside community. The short distance to forest or monument 
land make exercise and recreation a daily reality for Flagstaff residents. The open space surrounding most of 
Flagstaff arguably is one of this town's finest and most valuable assets. Let's protect it! Please, don't change the 
current accessibility of the Campbell Mesa and Walnut Canyon land. This land is critical to the health, beauty, 
and quality of life for all of Flagstaff! I urge you to protect this land, in its existing boundaries, and don't consider 
selling, trading, exchanging, or building within the monument or forest borders. Instead, maintain its existing 
quality and conserve the biological diversity and social importance for citizens and visitors to Flagstaff. You will 
continue to see many smiling faces on the trails if you do! 

  

Please permanetly protect Walnut Canyon by making it a national park. Thank you.   
Dear Superintendent Chung and Supervisor Stewart: I am writing on behalf of the Sierra Club?s Grand Canyon 
Chapter and our 12,000 members in Arizona to include supplemental comments on the Walnut Canyon Study 
Special Study recently initiated by the U. S. Forest Service (USFS) and the National Park Service (NPS). We 
understand that some of the lands identified in the expansion proposal may have sensitive and/or significant 
archeological resources. We encourage the inclusion of those areas in an expanded National Park Service 
monument. For areas in the expansion lands study area that do not have sensitive or significant archeological 
resources and that would not be consistent with the National Park Service unit, we would support management 
as a National Conservation Area or other similar protective designation in order to protect the other resources, 
limit possible land exchanges, and to provide a buffer between the Monument and surrounding lands. Thank you 
for considering our comments. Please keep us apprised of any developments relative to this matter. 
Sincerely,Jim Vaaler, Chairperson Sierra Club/Grand Canyon Chapter 
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