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Why we are here

resident Obama

mnibus Public
of 2009 (the
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he Act directs that
he study should assess:

ificant natural, cultural and recreational
| and feasibility of desilgnating all or
study ¢ addition to Walnut Canyon

onal Monument

ed management of the study area by the Forest
; OF

= Any other designation or management option that would

~ provide for (i) protection of resources within the study area;

- and (i1) continued access to, and use of, the study area by the
~ public.
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@ Special Study Process

of a scope of work for the contractor and
by USFS, NPS, City and County

lic Involvement and C sultations - beginning of
ss, preliminary options, and draft report

_ollection and Analysis - Data collection near
letion, analysis at draft report step

opment and Assessment of Management Options -
inary options complete

@ Further public comment on management options
@ Draft Study Document - next step after public review
® Final Document
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ment Options Workshop
Viarch 24-25, 2011

rchuleta, Mandy
ger, Steve Peru, Jeanne Trapiano

nino NF - Mike Chaveas, Mike Elson,

- Kristin Bail

@ NPS - Diane Chung, Lisa Leap, Skip Meehan,
- Kat Eisenman (recorder)

= AARCHER (facilitator) - Jayne Aaron, Ron Dutton
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| were to:

nmon understanding of existing
and management of study area

5/31/2011 http:/ /www.walnutcanyonsturdy.org



tions discussed during
workshop:

yvernment (local (City, County, USFS, or
e land management decisions be

't resources from development - Does development
e wind farms, utilities and infrastructure, residential
mercial development, recreational facilities, and/or
1ercial services?

lic concerns regarding current management by the
USES primarily about land exchanges or lan disposa?]?
Land could be exchanged to acquire lands within the study
area boundary.
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1include all uses and access, and at current
Is? Given the dynamic nature of land
gement, of recreation demands and levels of
use, and the various factors that affect use and
access, how would carrying capacity issues and

user conflicts be addressed?
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Questions (cont)

eficiaries. Different mission - to maximize
returns for the beneficiaries. They do not have a
conservation or recreation aspect to their
mission. Some of the lands are valuable from a
development perspective.

5/31/2011 http:/ /www.walnutcanyonsturdy.org 10



5/31/2011

1inary Management
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- Continued Management
gnder USFS - Coconino National

Forest
ly manages the majority of the

Study Area boundary.

screational a tivities mclude
nping, mountain biking, h¢
ing, rock climbing, hunting
\ (and supporting facilities).
= Management is dynamic to balJiie
protection with their multiple- use?*l :
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Continued Management
Under USFS (cont.)

ional Forest Management Plan states
ment Area (MA 37) that no land
xchar ] occur unless the purpose is to
quire land within MA 37 through exchange of
ds of national forest elsewhere.

‘S may trade lands elsewhere to acquire
oldings within MA 37, but that no USFS lands

3 ocated within the MA would be exchanged in
\ order to acquire lands or resource interest outside
of MA 37

= This is the strongest management policy that can
be made at the local USFS level.
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Cont nued Management
Under USFS (cont.)

gement:
anywhere along boundary, and at this

pports multiple u
ragement plans and a
use

exchange is used as a tool for multiple purposes and
ajority of the time it is used to acquire parcels of high
rom a resource perspective and bring those into the
ational Forest System, or to make small logical boundary
realignments. These are initiated at the local level and
authority for exchanges lies with the Regional Forester

Cannot trade for State Trust Lands
@ USFS can accept donated land

fions balance resource protections
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2. Management Under
National Park Service

lered for addition to the national

i t possess nationally significant
al, cult ecreational resources; be a
table and feasible addition to the system;
require direct NPS management.

o
)
] .

ational Park Service has established
criteria for national significance, suitability,
feasibility, and management alternatives.
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ent Under NPS (cont.)

e National Park Service is
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1t Under NPS (cont.)

of the National Park Service

ce designations that may be
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ement Under NPS (cont.)

djustment to the Existing Walnut
1l Monument

O an existing park unit - appropriate when
‘esources being considered are directly related
1€ purposes of an existing park system unit

\National Park Service identifies and evaluates
boundary adjustments that may be necessary or
desirable for carrying out the purposes of the park
system unit.
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_ id impacts on local
munities and surrounding jurisdictions;

resource protection are not adequa

¥
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- Walnut Canyon
\National Monument

ose for Walnut Canyon is to

iff dwellings and associated

: oreat ethnographic,

tific, ational interest and to

erly care for and manage the cultural and
al resources of historic, social, and
sientific interest within Walnut Canyon
‘National Monument” (Walnut Canyon

National Monument GMP 2007). o
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he park system unit boundary are
for future generations.

e access control (more limited access), as relative to
ent condition.

her resource protection goals; therefore, could be
e limits on use.

annot accept land donation, unless the land is already
within the congressionally established boundary of the
park system unit.

=@ A boundary adjustment would likely include only a
portion of the study area.
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. Special Management
Designation

ignate Special Management (SM
>M Areas have been established on

slation establishing each SM Area is unique, but
esignations generally fall into the following
>ories: national monuments, game refuges, scenic
, recreation areas, and other protected areas.

‘@ The most likely special management designations for
- the lands considered in this Study Area are “National
Conservation Area,” “National Scenic Area,” and
“National Recreation Area.”
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' Special Management
Jesignation (cont.)

1ation could :

_ quisition/ disposal/exchange - could
ise this action to requiring an act of Congress
guage is in enabling legislation. This could
lude land exchanges that are deemed
essary to meet local goals.

= Would not change status of State Trust Lands.

'@ The public can provide input into what the
enabling legislation contains, but it is
ultimately written by Congress.
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4. Focused Congressional
' Legislation

1ld write legislation for focused

or land management, i.e., restriction
although no examples for this
rered during research.

gressional legislation could:

estrict Land Disposal - could raise this action to

a uiringf an act of Congress if language is in legislation.
1s could preclude land exchanges that are deemed
necessary to meet local goals.

= Would not change status of State Trust Lands.

= The public can provide input into what the legislative
specifications contain, but it is ultimately written by
ongress.
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State Trust Lands

ate Land Department is the Trustee
acres of State Trust Land. It's
ission is to manage those lands to maximize
renues for its 13 beneficiaries, a fact that
inguishes it from other public land such as
ks or national forests. While public use of
land is not prohibited, it is regulated to
ensure compensation to the beneficiaries for its
use and protection.
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Options for Arizona

State Trust Lands

rust Lands within Study Area
tions 22, 28, and a Portion of 10

nnot exchange lands, but it
n, however, sell or lease lands at auction. The
ue of Trust land is established by appraisal
approved by the State Land Department
rd of Appeals. The Land Department
ld work cooperatively with the federal
government in its acquisition of State Trust
Land, and an agreement reached on the
appraised value.
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' Options for Arizona
State Trust Lands (cont.)

Area Boundary -

ections 20 and 30
tions 20 (adjacent to) and 30 (within) have
'h development potential due to their
ation and proximity to infrastructure. The
/ State Land Department as Trustee would
consider allocating portions of these sections
for a buffer along the eastern and southern
boundaries within each section.

|
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~ Options for Arizona
State Trust Lands (cont.)

ust Lands Adjacent to and within
oundary - Sections 20 and 30

wed density at the time of auction with a
1servation easement as a requirement of sale.

. - would add value to each section and the
\ adjoining land, and be consistent with the Trust’s
mission. The county and city are currently
updating the regional plan and are looking at the

State Trust Lands to meet their needs.
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Next Steps

\at activities should be allow /not allow in Study
ca?

is there a need for change in management or
land designation?

= Are the boundaries appropriate for the management
options?
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axt Steps (cont.)

ecial Study Report

will include:

C1¢ 'uy 21

escription of feasible

nanagement options

lysis of management options and their tradeoffs
sources, recreational opportunities, social

es, and the local economy resources, social, and
eca ic values

» Public comment summaries
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