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Introduction

History

For more than 20 years, debats has raged
over the identification and management
of certain public lands in the State of
Utah, and whether some aress shouid
have been designated for wilderness study
as part of the original inventory process
required by the 1976 Federal Land Policy
and Management Policy Act (FLPMA).

FLPMA sets forth the basic principles and
procedures the federal Buresu of Land
Management (BLM) must follow in the
management of public lands. Following its
enactment, BLM initiated a westwide
inventory of public lands to determine
areas with wilderness characteristics, as
defined by the 1964 Wilderness Act.

There were three stages in that process:

an initial inventory to select lands for
further consideration, the identification of
lands with wilderness characteristics, and
recommendations for Congressional desig-
nation or release based on “suitsbility” and
“managesbility”, as judged by BLM and
the Administration st the time.

Charges that the BLM improperly omitted
qualifying areas in the original inventory
led to protests and appeals, hearings
before Congress, legislative proposals to
protect the disputed areas, and the most
intractable controversy over any resource
inventory since the passage of FLPMA.

During this time, Utah wilderness became
the subject of national debate, with
members of both parties attempting to
pass legislation to resolve the issue.
Despite many years and numerous efforts,
none have yet succeeded. In a June 1996
letter to Representative James Hansen of
Utah, Chairman of the Public Lands
Subcommittee of the House Resources
Committee, Interior Secretary Bruce
Babbitt observed that “an important reason
for this stalemate is that the various
interests involved are so far apart on the
threshold, fundamental issue of how much
BLM land has wildemess characteristics in
the state”.

Accordingly, the Secretary directed thata
six-month administrative field review of
the lands in question be canducted to assess
conditions on the ground two decades after
the first inventories began. In the same
letter 1o Representative Hansen, the
Secretary reported that the team under-
taking the review was “explicitly instructed
to apply the same legal criteria that were
used in the original inventory, and to
consider each area on its own merits, sole-
ly to determine whether it has wilderness
characteristics. The team will have no
particular acreage target to meet; the
chips will fall where they may.”

The inventory team began gathering
information in July 1996, and field work
was initisted in September 1996. In
October 1996, the State of Utah, the
Utah State Institutional Trust Lands
Administration, and the Utah Associstion .
of Counties filed suit in federal district
court in Utah, challenging the Secretary’s
authority to conduct the re-inventory. In
November 1996, the federal district court
issued a temporary restraining order barring
further work on the inventory. The United
States complied with the injunction but
appealed the decision to the Tenth Circuit
Court of Appeals. In March 1998, the
Tenth Circuit reversed the district court
on all counts relating to the inventory.

In deciding the case, the Coun referred to
the “plain language” of Section 201 of
FLPMA, which says:

“The Secretary shall prepare and main-
tain on a continuing basis an inventory of
all public lands and their resource and
other values (including, but not limited to,
owtdoor recresrion and scomic values),
giving priority 0 areas of critical environ-
memnsal concern. This inventory shall be
kepe current so as to reflect changes in
conditions and to identify new and emerg-
ing resoxrce and other vaiues. The prepa-
ration and maz v of such i v
or the idemtification of suck areas shall
not, of itself, change or prevent change of
the management or wse of public lands.”

On Jupe 19, 1998, the injunction was lift-
ed and the inventory team was ssked to
reassemble, finish the field work and write
the following report.

Secretarial Direction

As Secretary Babbitt wrote to the Senate
Appropristions Committee in 1996, “This
is & narrowly focused exercise directed at
1 unique problem: the extraordinary 20~
year-old Utah wilderness inventory con-
woversy.” The Secretary's instructions o
the BLM were to “focus on the conditions
on the disputed ground today, and o
obtain the most professianal, objective,
and accurate report possibie so we can
put the inventory questions to rest and
move an.” He asked the BLM to assemble
1 weam of experienced, career professionals
and directed them to apply the same legal
criteria used in the eaclier inventory and
the same definition of wildemness contained
in the 1964 Wilderness Act.

The Secretary asked the team to review
the written public record on the subject
of Utah wilderness, including informstion
and muterials genersted by both the state
and fedenal government during the past
20 years. The tecam was then to undertake
s comprehensive “ground-truthing” fiedd
review, using proposed legislation before
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Congress (HR 1500 and HR 1745) w
identify the areas for examination.
Conditions on the ground would determine
whether the boundary lines of the inven-
tory unit exacdy followed those specified
in the proposed legislation, or were
adjusted based on the presence or
absence of wildemess characteristics.

From the outset, the Secretary gave
clear instruction that the process would
be strictly limited to the administrative
identification of lands with wilderness
characteristics based on established legal
definitions The team would not make
recommendations regarding legislative
designations of wilderness areas or the
creation of new wilderness study areas,
Because FLPMA provides that only
Congress can abolish existing wilderness
study areas created as a result of the initial
inventory nearly two decades ago, the
team was also instructed not o review
lands within wildemness study areas.

No public hearings or meetings were held
during this phase. The BLM was directed
to complete the administrative document
and field review and to report the results
to-the Secretary. Secretary Babbitt said
that after the report was made public, he
would consider initiating s Legislative
Environmental Impact Statement and/or
a FLPMA Section 202 planning process
that could fesd to recommendations to
Congress or to changes in the status of
certain [ands studied during the inventory
process.

If those steps are taken, the Secretary
promised the opportunity for public input
in any resulting process. Until then, the BLM
was explicitly instructed not to change
the management of any lands within the
inventory aress based on the results of
this survey. The Court of Appeals noted
this clear direction when it ruled that the
BLM could proceed with an intemal staff
inventory prior to any public hearings
held as part of 2 section 202 planning
process.

Inventory Team

In keeping with the Secretary's determi-
nation that the in ry be s professional
exercise with no preordained outcome
about its findings, the BLM assernbled &
team of career professionals to conduct
the review, Bob Abbey (Calorado
Associate State Director at that time] was
asked by the Director of the BLM to head
the inventory effort.

At the request of the state BLM office in
Utah, the team Jeader sought to draw on
expertise throughout the Bureau, with
approximately half of the team staffed
with Utah BLM personnel and the other
half with BLM team from other states.
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The mix of Utah and non-Utah personnel

was designed to minimize the impact of
the review project on ongoing workloads
in local BLM offices while providing a
fresh, objective examination of the aress
whose wilderness characteristics were in
question.

The exercise brought together 3 combina-
ton of BLM's most experienced wildemness
professionals (many from cutside Utah)
with those having extensive field experi-

"ence in Utah (primarily from existing

Utah BLM suaff). Many of the team mem-
bers had participated in the earlier Utah
inventory and/or in earlier wilderness
inventories in other states All told, the
inventory team had many decades of
experience in wildemess issues throughout
the West. Team members and contributars
to this report are listed in the Appendix
(see pages A2 and A3).

While a number of BLM personnel
worked on the project between 1996 and

1998, team did task-specific work, such as -

historical document review, aerial photog-
raphy analysis, field study, review of find-
ings, and writing, editing, and publishing of
the report. All teamn members served on a
part-time basis, as needed; the inventory
exercise had no full-time staff

The team ceased all work when the
district court issued the injunctionin .
November 1996. In June 1998, when the
court injunction against proceeding with
the inventory was lifted, the Director
appointed Larry Hamilton, State BLM
Director in Montana, to oversee the
resumption and conclusion of the report
to the Secretary. He and Bob Abbey, who
had since become State BLM Director in
Nevada, worked closely together to assure
a2 seamless transition and assure that both
State Directors had confidence in the
inventory team and the report.

MMGEK—MMCMQMCUQWWWN‘MNW

Methodology

The Wilderness Act defines wildermess ss
an ares of undeveloped Federal land
retaining its primeval character and influ-
ence, without permanent improvements
ot human habitation, which is protected
and managed so as to preserve its natural
conditions, and which:

(1) genenally appears to have been affected
primarily by the forces of nature, with
the imprint of man's work substantially
unnoticesble;

(2)has outstanding opportunities for soli-
tude or a primitive and unconfined
type of recrestion;

{3)has at least five thousand acres of land
of is of sufficient size s to make prac-
ticable its preservation and use in an
unimpaired condition; and

{4)may also contain ecological, geological,
or other festures of scientific, educa-
tional, scenic, or historical value.

These a'xtﬂu, common!y referred to as
ding oppor

size, and supplemental value:, directed

this inventory as well as all previous BLM

wilderness inventories A more detailed

description of these criteria is included in

the Appendix (see page Al).

The BLM reviewed the 1978 wilderness
inventory handbook and the three organic
act directives that guided the eardier
inventory, and combined them into a
single guidance document. Because the
purpose of this reinventory was limited
simply to documenting on-the-ground
conditions regarding the presence or
absence of wilderness characteristics, it
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was possible to eliminate several steps
from the previous process

For example, the earlier handbook included
many planning steps, such as the public
review and comment needed to amend
land use plans Because the reinventory did
not determine whether any area should be
recommended to Congress for wilderness
designation, made into a wilderness study
area, or subject 1o any other management
regime, no procedures for these steps
were needed and none were included.

Two other modifications to the earlier
guidance were made, one of which tended
to increase, and the ather to decrease, the
acreage inventoried. First, in the earlier
inventory, boundaries were drawn to
avoid state lands, which had the effectin
somme cases of eliminating intermingled
public lands from wilderness inventory.
Boundaries in the reinventory were not
drawn to avoid state lands. This was done
for several reasons, including the fact that
recent Utah wildemness bills introduced by
both parties have included state lands, and
that the State of Utab has expressed its
interest in exchanging any state lands
included within designated wilderness The
dedision to include, rather than avoid, state
lands within the boundaries of inventary
units had the effect of adding public land
areas and acreage to the inventory units.

Second, the earlier inventory guidance
allowed lands with a substantially notice-
able human imprint to be identified as
having wilderness characteristics where
these imprints could be reduced either by
natural processes or by hand labor to 2
level judged to be substantially unnotice-
able In this just-completed inventary,
however, areas determined to have
substantially noticeable human imprints
wete cat:gon.zed as lacking wildemness
regardless of the p ial
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for reducing that imprint in the future.
This had the effect of removing areas and
acreage from consideration. For example,
where impacts might be rehabilitated but
did not appear natural in their current
condition, the ares with the impacts was
excluded from the boundary of the inven-
tory unit.

Beyond the comprehensive historical
document review, the specific steps taken
to conduct the inventory included the
following:

* The boundaries of the areas proposed
for wilderness designation in legislation
before Congress (H.R. 1500 and H.R.
1745) and the BLM WSA boundaries
were first transferred to aerial pho-
tographs.

Trained aerial photography interpreters
reviewed each photograph and marked
them to identify any and ail potential
surface disturbances.

Potential surface-disturbance informa-
tion was transferred from the aerial
photographs to large-scale {7.5-minute)
orthophoto snd topographic maps.

The aerial photographs and orthophoto
and topographic maps generated in the
first three steps were gathered into
individual inventory case files and given
to an inventory team.

Available information on each inventory
unit was gathered and reviewed.

.

Each inventory unit was visited and
surveyed on the ground. Field checks
were made using helicopter flights, driving
boundary roads and ways within the
units, and hiking to remote locations. All
surface Usturbances were examined.
The inventory team was equipped with
Global Positioning System (GPS) units,
which use satellite technology to deter-
mine precise locations on the ground.
The GPS equipment, in concert with
current maps and aerial photographs,
allowed the team w quickly and accu-
rately document the location of all sur-
face disturbances, rosds and ways, and
photo points.

'Theprumceofmukotwnynmun:d '

with esch i ¥ unit was d
onﬁddmp:,mad/mymdysfums,
and ph hs. This doc
wsphcedme.d:meﬁh

® The presence or absence of other surface
disturbances was documented on field
mape and photographed. This documen-
tation was placed in the case file.

Each case file was reviewed by the field
team, the team leader, and in some cases
the project lesder, and a preliminary
finding of the presence and/or absence
of wilderness characteristics was made.

A draft Wilderness Inventory Evalustion
was written for esch inventory unit and
the Permanent Documentation File was
completed.

* The project leader reviewed Wildernen
Inventory Evalustions and made » final
decision on findings.

Presentation of

Findings

Inventory Products. This inventory pro-
1999 Utah Wilderness Inventory Report
10 the Secretary, and (2) s Permanent

Documentation File for each inventory
unit.

1. This Report to the Secretary contains
overall results of the wilderness inven-
tory and summaries of the dats gathered
for each inventory unit, including:

Inpentory Unit Acres—Acreage totals for
the area inventoried, acreage found to
possess wilderness characteristics, and
acresge found to lack wilderness
characteristics. When an ares contiguous
to the inventory unif has wilderness
characteristics {either an existing BLM
Wilderness Study Ares, other agency
designated wilderness, or an ares admin-~
istratively endorsed for wilderness by
another agency), this is noted on the
acreage table.

Unit Description—A summary of the
inventory unit, inchuding its general
location, major features, general topog-
raphy snd vegetation, and current and
pest uses.

Wilder Cheo istice—A |
summary of the wilderness values found
as defined by the Wilderness Act of 1964:
sice, nstunriness, solitude or s primitive
and unconfined type of recrestion, snd
supplementa values.

Invextory Unit Map—A map showing
the ted arex(s). Wild
Studymthnmmu:nogsa
and shown, ss are lands managed by
other agencies. Arexs with or without
wildemnen charscteristics within the
inventory units are abvo shown.
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Maps in this document represent inven-
tory unit and WSA boundaries to the
degree of accuracy available at a small
scale. For detailed information, official
maps at a larger scale are filed in each
Per t Docy ion File

2. The Permanent Documentation
File is a case file established for each
inventory unit. These case files con-
tain the information gathered in the
inventory, including 2 7-30 page
Wilderness Inventory Evaluation,
road/way forms, various topographic
maps, photographs and photo logs,
aerial photographs, and miscellaneous
information.

Organization of this Report. This report
groups inventory units into seven geo-
graphic regions.

1. Northwest Region: inchides the
northern portion of Utah's West
Desert.

2. West Central Region: inchudes the
southem portion of Utah's West
Desert

3. Southwest Region: inchudes the
vicinities of Zion National Park,
Cedar City, and St. George.

4. South Central Region: includes the
Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Moaument and areas west of Capitol
Reef National Park.

w

East Central Region: includes the San
Rafael Swell and Henry Mountains
areas. :

6. Southeast Region: includes the
Canyonlands country.

7. Northeast Region: includes the Book
Cliffs and Dinosaur National
Moaument sreas.

The general location and extent of these
regions in relation to the entire State of
Utah are shown on the accampanying
Regianal Groups map. Individual inven-
tory units within esch region are listed
in the Table of Contents and are also
grouped within the documnent by regions.
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STUDHORSE PEAIS—Viaw of the inventory unk i the foreground to the rim of North Excalare

Caryons (SA; Boulkier Mounzain on the far hortzon,
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Acreage Summary Table

INVENTORY TOTAL ACRES ACRES WITH WILDERNESS ~ ACRES WITHOUT WILDERNESS
UNMT INVENTORIED CHARACTERISTICS CHARACTERISTICS
FEDERAL STATE FEDERAL STATE FEDERAL STATE
Arch and Muie Canyons 13.600 1,280 o] 0 13,600 1,260
Beaver Creek 32,600 2,900 26.000 1.500 6,600 800
Beaver Dam Wash 23,200 2,500 23,000 2,200 200 300
Behind the Rocks 7.800 1,000 3.400 S00 4.400 500
8ig Hollow 4,300 0 0 Q 4,300 o
Black Ridge 22,200 1,700 20,100 1,700 2,100 0
Box Cenyun 3,100 o 3,000 0 100 0
Bridger Jack Mesa 27,300 3,380 23,500 2,900 3.800 480
Buli Canyon 2.500 300 2470 00 30 o]
Bull Mountain 3.900 1,400 3.800 1.400 100 Q
Buittrog Creek 36,000 5,100 29,900 3,100 6,100 2,000
Burning Hills 8.690 3,980 8.690 3.980 0 [+
Butier Wash 3,000 1,820 2.000 1,780 1,000 40
Canaan Moumtain 5.340 1,300 3,000 1,300 2,340 0
Carcass Canyon 28.050 6.820 27.400 8440 850 480
Cave Point 5,900 0 5,900 [« [} ¢
Cedar Mountain 15,300 2210 15,100 2,200 200 10
Cedar Mountains 16,340 [} 15,540 0 800 0
Central Wah Wah Mountains 52,500 4,700 52,100 6,300 400 400
Cheesebox Canyon 16.080 3,050 13.600 2.800 2,480 250
Coal Caryon 13,850 §,280 12,480 4,770 1,370 520
Coid Spring Mountain 12,200 3.900 9,500 3.100 2,700 800
Cok Mesa. 25,400 2,900 25,400 2,900 0 [
Comb Ridge 16,400 1,000 14,000 800 2,400 200
Conger Moumtain 1.800 1.800 1.800 1,800 [} 0
Cougar Canyon 200 0 200 o] Q [+]
Coyote Creek 9.600 840 ] 0 9,800 640
Cripple Cowboy 13,700 1,500 13,700 1,500 0 [}
Cross Canyon 2,100 490 1,400 400 700 90
Daniels Canyon 3,100 800 3,100 800 0 0
Dark Canyon 67,400 5,400 08,400 5,400. 1,000 0
Desp Croek 3.780 80 3.700 80 80 0
Deep Crosk Mountaing 25,400 1,320 22,800 11,320 2,600 [+]
Desciation Canyon 188,020 28,900 182,320 28,900 5,700 0
Deviils Canyon 13.620 1.940 8,800 1,140 4820 800
Diamond Breais 4,£20 700 4,500 700 [+] 0
Dirty Dewit-French Spring 115,500 23,400 54.400 18,700 21.100 4,700
Dogwater Craek 2,800 ] 3,500 0 00 0
Dugway Mountains 23,500 2,000 23,300 2,600 200 90
East of Bryce 800 [} 800 [¢] 0 [}
Fidcier Bute 2,220 3,580 16,720 3180 5,500 400
Fittyrnile Bench 12,500 300 12,500 200 Q Q
Flftymile Moursain 3,510 4.9% 27410 4470 4,100 500
Fish and Owl Creeks 28,480 5,800 28,410 5,200 2,070 600
Fh Springs 8.900 2.980 8,900 2950 Q [¢]
Fisher Towers 17,400 2,100 17,000 2,100 400 ¢}
Canyon 12,310 a0 12,310 a2m [+] 40
Fiurne Canyon 4,800 3210 4,300 2770 00 500
Fort Knocker Canyon 12,800 0 12,800 800 ] 0
Fremont Gorge 18,400 1,900 14,8600 1,400 3.800 500
Gokiar 13,100, 2,000 8,500 1,800 6,800 400
Goose Creek 20 0 0 0 20 0
Gooseneck 2,900 300 4,800 [ ] 4,100 200
Grand Gulch 48,570 29,310 47,800 8,090 1770 1,220
Grante Creek €.200 500 5.400 500 800 ]
Granite Peak 18,900 2,600 156,900 2,400 1,000 200
Gravel and Long Carons. 37,100 §,100 37,100 5,100 ] Q
Harmony Fiat 10,200 0 10,100 500 100 100
Harts Polee i €32.200 9,000 18,000 1,700 45,200 7,300
Hazch Wash 24,100 3,500 12.000 2,100 12,100 1,400
Hondu Counry. .. -7 .10 2,200 20,200 2,200 10 0
Horse Mountain 25,840 2.200 11,100 1.300 14,740 900
Horse Spring Camgin: J1,400 3,500 28.3%0 3,500 3,100 [}
Horseshoe Canyon South 20,700 5,500 19,800 5,300 900 200
Howell Peak 1,50 200 1,200 200 20 o
Hunter Canyon 4,630 1,200 4,600 1,200 30 60
Hurricane Wash 8.000 1.100 8,000 1,100 Q 0
Indian Creek 20,850 3810 19,000 2,840 1.850 1.170
Jack Canyon 3,500 380 3,300 30 200 0
Jones Bench 2.800 510 2.800 500 o 10
Joshus Tree 13,000 1,900 9.500 900 3,500 1,000
King Top 1,400 2520 1,400 2120 0 400
Labyrinth Canyon 117,900 12,000 84,300 3.000 33.800 4,000
Lampetand 3,500 ] 3,500 [} 0 0
Umestone Clifis 24,000 3,900 2,500 3,500 200 100
Little Egypt 19,970 2,500 19,900 2,500 70 0
Litthe Goose Creek 1,300 4] /] 0 1,300 0
Litte Rockies 24,200 7.800 24,200 7.800 0 Q
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INVENTORY TOTAL ACRES ACRES WITH WILDERNESS  ACRES WITHOUT WILDERNESS
UNIT INVENTORIED CHARACTERISTICS CHARACTERISTICS
FEDERAL STATE FEDERAL STATE FEDERAL STATE
Long Canyon 18,500 1.250 16.500 1.250 ] [+}
Last Spring Canyon 12,920 2,000 1770 1,900 1,180 100
Mancos Mesa 73,900 9.300 62,600 9,000 11.300 00
Mary Jane Canyon 25,400 3,000 25,000 3,000 400 [4)
Mexican Mountain 48,400 28,400 38,700 10,200 11,700 18,200
Mill Creek Canyon 8,710 5,080 2910 1310 3.800 - 3.770
Moonshine Draw 3,800 100 2,700 0 1,100 100
Moguith Mountain 12,180 2,380 10.950 2090 1.200 270
Mount Efen-Bive Hiks 85,400 11,940 R,600 7.840 32,800 4,100
Moaunt Hillers 1,290 2,800 1,290 2,590 [} 10
Mount Pennek 72,380 12.280 61.880 10,600 10,480 1.680
Mug Spring Canyon 18,800 3,680 18,600 3,680 0 [
Muddy Creek-Crack Canyon 207,200 R2.5680 184,500 30.500 22.700 2.060
Mussentuchit Badlands 25.100 2,600 23.900 2.600 1.200 0
Negro 8ill Canyon 13,800 2,040 2.500 900 11,400 1,140
Newfoundland Mourtains 23,000 3.000 23.000 3.000 Q 0
Nipple Banch 28,000 3,810 25,800 3,600 X0 10
Nokai Dome 93,500 7.900 93.500 7.900 0 ¢]
North Escalante Canyons 20,5320 8,310 19.700 8,300 1.220 10
Nerth Stansbury Mountauns 9,100 1,240 8,800 1,240 2,300 0
North Wah Wah Mountaing 18,310 4,800 13.010 4,200 6.300 400
Notch Pegk 11,870 2,160 11,880 2,080 210 100
Notom Bench $,000 1,500 5,500 1.500 3,500 0
Qquirth Mourains 8,300 [} 8300 0 0 0
Ordervite Carmon 4,20 1,100 2,030 500 2200 200
Parig-Hackberry 41,180 9,250 25,780 7.6%0 15.400 1.620
Parunuweap Canyon 9,000 3,000 5500 2,290 3,500 800
Phipps-Death Hollow 1,730 3,040 1.850 3,040 80 0
Piict Range 45,500 5,700 34,400 3,100 11,100 2600
Ragged Mountain 27,400 3,800 25,900 3,400 1,500 0
Fed Desert 39.200 3,700 31.800 3,200 7.400 400
Red Maurkan 970 1,100 970 1,10 0 4]
Road Canyon 13.960 5.480 11,850 5150 2110 00
Rockwell 10.320 2,840 7.120 1.340 3.200 1.300
San Juan River 14,700 600 14,200 500 500 100
San Raefsel Reet 61,400 12.380 37.600 7.980 23.800 4,400
Scorpion 9,770 4,840 8,570 4,840 200 o}
Shajer Canyon 3.100 00 1.800 0 1.200 00
Sheep Canyon 4,700 840 4,700 640 [*] [}
Sids Mauntan 39,350 7,830 23,300 5,530 16,050 2,400
Sliver island Mountains 30,000 4,700 30.800 4,700 0 ]
Spring Creek Canyon 10 1,440 0 1,440 10 0
Spruce 2,220 2,640 2320 2,840 )] 0
Squaw & Papooss Canyons 3.750 1.240 3.680 1240 70 0
Squaw Canyon 12,800 1,900 12,800 1,900 0 0
Steep Creek 11,500 0 8,100 0 3.400 Q
Swdhorse Peiks 22,400 2,500 20,200 2,100 2,200 400
Sunset Arch 8,700 900 4,800 00 1,900 300
Swesey Mountain 14,180 5,820 13,000 5,520 %0 00
The Bives 750 900 750 900 [+) [)
The Cockscomb 1.800 900 500 900 1.100 [
The Narrows 20,800 1,100 20,400 1,100 200 0
The Weichman L [} £ ] Q [}
Turte Carwon 4,860 3.8080 4.860 3,860 o] ]
Upper Kanab Creek 42,400 5910 42,100 5,900 00 10
Upper Muddy Creek 18,200 2700 18,100 2200 1.100 500
= 34,820 10,530 34,2% 10,320 090 210
Warmn Cresk 21,000 2,700 21,000 ‘2,700 0 4]
WesneatiF Tason - 2980 340 2220 340 770 4]
Westwater Crenk 9,100 1,000 0 0 9,100 1,000
Whike R 13,500 2,300 13,500 2.300 0 Q
Whits Rock Range. 2,000 800 0 200 2,000 600
Wid HosikSiine: 64,900 7,900 5,400 14,300 2500
Wild Mourzain 530 400 500 400 30 e
TOTALS - 3,107,070 §29.260 2,608,990 442910 500,080 86,350
FEDERAL ACRES FEDERAL ACRES
INVENTORY FEDERAL ACRES WITH WILDERNESS WITHOUT WILDERNESS
UNIT INVENTORIED CHARACTERISTICS CHARACTERISTICS
TOTALS - 3,107,070 2,808.990 500,080

ACREAGE SUMMARY TABLE




