
September 27, 2018 

SPRNCA RMP Comments 
Bureau of Land Management 
Tucson Field Office 
3201 E. Universal Way 
Tucson, AZ 85756 

Re: San Pedro Riparian National Conservation Area Resource Management Plan and 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear SPRNCA RMP Comment Reviewers: 

As a cooperating agency for the San Pedro Riparian National Conservation Area (SPRNCA) 
Resource Management Plan (RMP) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), the Arizona 
Game and Fish Department (AGFD or Department) has provided written and verbal comments 
to the BLM on multiple occasions. Beginning in 2013, Department personnel provided scoping 
comments, participated in numerous agency and public meetings, and provided review and 
comments on the Analysis of the Management Situation, Draft Travel Management Plan, and 
Administrative Draft Alternatives for the RMP. The following comments are provided for your 
consideration during the development of the Final RMP/EIS. 

The Department recognizes the BLM's approach in striving to reach a balance between 
competing resource issues. Therefore, for the majority of the resource issues addressed in the 
RMP, the Department is in agreement with BLM's selection of Alternative C as the Preferred 
Alternative. 

Although the Draft RMP/EIS provides descriptions of each resource and resource use, the 
Department believes the document lacks a clear justification of why Alternative C is the 
BLM's preferred alternative over the other three alternatives under consideration. Given that 
Alternatives B, C, and D are all departures from the existing situation (Alternative A), the 
Department recommends a side-by-side comparison of the reasons BLM chose Alternative C 
over the other Alternatives would provide the essential justification for the BLM's preferred 
selection for the Draft RMP/EIS. 

One specific component of Alternative C the Department finds especially satisfactory is the 
expansion of the discharge of firearms across the entire SPRNCA (with specific ¼-mile 
restrictions). This significantly expands hunting opportunity on the SPRNCA and brings the 
RMP into compliance with the Department's understanding of State and Federal authorities 
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regarding regulation of hunting. Moreover, this brings the SPRNCA into alignment with the 
remainder of the surrounding Game Management Units, thereby avoiding confusion for 
hunters and other recreationists. 

Below are listed specific components of the DRAFT RMP/EIS with which the Department and 
the BLM are in disagreement. Provided are a rationale for the Department's position on each 
issue as well as recommendations for resolution. 

Issue 1: Recreation Management Zones 

In a November 10, 2014 letter (AGFD 2014) regarding SPRNCA travel management scoping, 
the Department requested motorized routes for public use along the powerline road between 
Highway 82 and Charleston Road, which is reflected as "Backcountry (Motorized)" in Figure 
2-20 Recreation Alternative C. The Department appreciates this consideration in both 
Alternatives B and C. 

The Department also requested motorized routes traveling westward off of the powerline road 
as shown in the figure included with the 2014 letter and shown as administrative vehicle routes 
on Figure 3-18, Page A-60 of Appendix A in the Draft RMP/EIS. Additionally, the Department 
requested motorized routes be designated on the existing inventoried administrative vehicle 
routes (Figure 3-18, Page A-61, Appendix A) traveling south off of Charleston Road along 
Brunkow Road, continuing into the SPRNCA. Allowing motorized routes in these two areas 
would provide the recreating public with improved access into the SPRNCA and to the San 
Pedro River. Alternative B would likely result in conflict between recreationists seeking 
solitude and quiet recreational experiences along the river, and recreationists seeking 
motorized access directly to and along much of the river. 

Recommendation: The Department supports the selection of Alternative C with the expansion 
of "Backcountry (Motorized)" to include those areas requested in the Department's 2014 
letter. 

Issue 2: Species Missing from the Draft RMP/EIS 

On August 14, 2018, using the Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool (ERT) 
(https://azhgis2.esri.com) of the Heritage Data Management System (HDMS), the Department 
generated two species lists for the SPRNCA. These two lists were compared with the species 
lists presented in the Draft RMP/EIS and discrepancies were noted as follows: 

Table 1 (attached), titled Special Status Species and Special Areas Documented within 3 Miles 
of Project Vicinity, indicates several species that were not included in the Draft RMP/EIS 
analysis yet are documented as occurring on or near the SPRNCA. 



SPRNCA RMP and EIS Comments 
September 27, 2019 
Page 3 

Table 2 (attached), titled Species of Greatest Conservation Need Predicted within 3 Miles of 
Project Vicinity based on Predicted Range Models, indicates additional SGCN species the 
Department requests BLM consider in the analysis. 

The RMP/EIS analysis includes five species that do not appear on either of the 
above-mentioned lists indicating the Department has received no documentation of these 
species' occurrence in or adjacent the project area. They are: 

Carex ultra 
Peucaea botterii arizonae 
Aguila chrysaeto 
Athene cunicularia hypugaea 

Arizona (Cochise) Giant Sedge 
Arizona Botteri's Sparrow 
Golden Eagle 

Western Burrowing Owl 

The Department questions the inclusion of the Arizona Tree Frog (Hyla wrightorum) as a 
species under consideration for reintroduction, transplantation, or augmentation as the 
Department has no records of this species occurring in the project area and the SPRNCA does 
not contain Arizona tree frog habitat. If the BLM has occurrence records in the project area, 
the Department requests such documentation is shared with the Department's Heritage Data 
Management System. 

Recommendation: 
The Department requests adding to the EIS analysis the species indicated in Tables 1 and 2 
(attached). Unless the BLM has documentation of the occurrence of the Arizona tree frog on 
the SPRNCA, the Department recommends removal of this species in the EIS analysis. The 
HDMS relies upon timely submittals of SGCN occurrence records in order to provide the best 
scientific data available for users. The Department, therefore, requests the BLM provide 
occurrence documentation to the Department's Heritage Data Management System for the 
species referenced above. 

The Department thanks the BLM for its consideration of our recommendations and suggestions 
and appreciates the opportunities to provide comments as a cooperating agency throughout the 
process. The BLM is to be commended for its numerous public meetings and educational 
forums as well as the useful project website providing easy public access to a wealth of 
documents applicable to the development and review of the Draft RMP/EIS. Should you wish 
to discuss the content of this letter or seek additional information, please contact Kristin 
Terpening at kterpening@azgfd.gov or 520-388-4447. 

Clayton Cro r 
Habitat Evaluation and Lands Branch Chief 

CC:kkt 
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Attachments: 
2014 Travel Management Scoping Letter 
Table 1: Special Status Species and Special Areas Documented within 3 Miles of 

Project Vicinity 
Table 2: Species of Greatest Conservation Need Predicted within 3 Miles of Project 

Vicinity based on Predicted Range Models 

M18-06274742 
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