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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Salt Lake Field Office
- . - 2370 South 2300 West
v hhmmRmmie Salt Lake City. Utah 84119

8510

(UT-023) ’ MAY 82001

Cenified Mail Number 7000 1670 0006 2991 2615
Rewmn Receipt Requested

Stephen Bloch, Staff Antomey
Scuthern TTah Wildemness Alliance
1471 South 1100 East

Salt Lake City, Utah 84105

Dear Steve:

Thenk you for providing the Salt L ake Field Office, BLM with vour wilderness proposal and
accempanying information for the North Cedar Mountzins. 1have carefully reviewed the
submitied documentation and hzve determined that the information provided does not

\_ significantly differ from the infermation in prior BLM inventories regarding the wilderness

velues of the area. Therefore, the conclusion reached for this area in previous BLM inventories
remzins vzlid and no further review is warranted at this time.

Please contact me if you bave any questicns or concerns at (801) 977-4300.

Sincerely,

Alan@Q Gorpecder

Glenn A. Carpenter
Field Office Manager
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BLM EVALUATION OF EXTERNALLY GENERATED PROPOSALS THAT SUGGEST
AN AREA OF PUBLIC LAND HAS WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS

Proponent Name: Scuthern Utzh Wildemess Alliance (SUWA)

Name of Area ldentified By the Proponent: North Cedar Mountains
Brief Description of the Location in Relation to Existing WSAs or Areas Found to
Have Wilderness Character in the Utah 19992 Wilderness'Inventory: Although the
grepesal ziea is not contigucus 10 a WEA, SUWA claims it is contiguous to the Cedar
Mcuntzin WSA (see pzge 11 and 19, SUWA prepesal). The propesal area is
zppreximaetely cne mile nerih of the Cedar Mcuntzin WSA. The WSA and prepesal area

zre sepzrzted by Hastings Pess, a rcad mzintzined by Tooele County; and BLM
reinventcry unit cne (see znechment A end B, SUWA propesal).

BLM Field Office: Salt Lzke Field Office

Date of Submission: April 11, 2001

ANALYSIS OF EXTERNALLY GENERATED PROPOSAL
1. Does the submission include the required:

A. Mzp which identifies specific boundaries?

Yes _X No
B. A deiziled namative that describes the suggested wilderness characteristics
of the area?
Yes _X No
C. Photographic documentation?
Yes _X No
2. Does the propenent’s submission describe how its information significantly differs from
the informaticn in prior inventories conducted by BLM regarding the wilderness values
of the area?
Yes No _X




Explerzticn: The preperent’s submission primenily ciscgrees with a prior BLM wilderness
imventory. The picpenent iepestecly suggests that BLM’s 1680 intensive inventory was flawed.
Rziicrzle given by prepenent include: zdjectives vsed in 1980 intensive inventory 1epont
(sublime), epplicaticn of naturzlness eveluztion, outside sights and scunds evaluation, boundary
selection, sclitude test, zesessment of cuisianding cppenunities for solitude and/or primitive and
uncenfined recieztion, sclitude determinztion, werding of intensive inventory summ.ary,
zesessment methecelegy for cuisianding cppenunities fer sclitude, cenclusiens of outsiending
oppchitnities, recrezticnel quelities compearisen, cultural rescurces discussion, or, virtezlly every
espect of the 1680 intensive inventery. Primaily, the prepenent reintergrets the 15980 intensive
inventery results by zssuming the inventory sheuld hzve been cenducted accorcing to the 2001

Wilderness Maznual. a menual which weas develcped 21 years zfier the public comment period
c!csed on the intensive inventory.

The prepenent clzims four items 2 new infermation. These zre itemized in the following list,
followed by BLM's respense.

1.) Change of scuthern boundary frem Hastings Pass to Lees Canyon. This is not new
infermzation. The BLM inventeried both canyons 2s pan of the intensive inventory and found
intrusicns a]ong tcth routes. In fzct, the mejority of mm:sions lie north of Lees Canyon and
include quarries, livestock trails, metereyele peths, heavy sheep grazing, and other minor
extensicns of “weys” vsed prmarily by 4X4 whc:lcd vehicles.

2.) Supplemental velues, wild herses inhzbiting the prepesal zrea. This is not new information.
In 1971, dzta wzs generzted describing the distibution of wild horses within the SLFO. The
Bureau vecognized at that time that wild herses inhatited the Nerth Cedar Mountzains. Existence
of wild hcrses within the area was zlso cited within the Nerth Cedar Mountzin intensive
inventery file through reference to the Skull Velley-Lzkeside Management Framework Plan
Summary znd Highlights (1976). The Skull Vzalley-Lzkeside Management Framework Plan

Summary znd Highlights discueses the presence of wild herses cn the Cedar Mountains within
beth the recreztion and wild horse sections.

3.) Supplemental velues, cultural resources within the area. Cultural resource inventories have
been conducied zfier the time of the intensive inventory znd sites have been found. The number
of archaeological sites found in the zrea represent 2 rztio of epproximately one site per hundred

acres, which is not a high site density for the West De<cn as a whole. This is new information,
but is not significant.

4.) SUWA presents as new information the following parzgreph (see page 16): “...because of its
preximity 1o the Wesztch Front and Tooele Valley, the North Cedar Mountains have a
panticularly high value zs an urban-interface nen-metorized recreation area. The Waszich Front
and Tooele Valley have witnessed a remarkable explesicn in urban population, a level that was
not znticipated when the BLM’s intensive inventory was completed.” Anticipated and/or
existing population numbers 2nd proximity to urban ceniers were not factors used in the analysis
cf an zreas wilderness characteristics. This is not zppliczble new information. The paragraph
centinues on 1o state “The BLMs Salt Lzke Field Office has undeniaken arole, as apart of its



multiple-vse missien, of previding quelity nen-mctorized 1eciesticn end wilderness experiences
to the Warzich Frent; the reinventery znd tltimate decisicn to designzte this unit for wildemess
study, weuld provide an excellent cppeniunity for ELM to centinue this practice.” While the
SLFO zpprecizies SUWA’s 1ecognition of the Burezu’s multiple-use mzandzte which includes
Ofpcrrunities for nen-motorized, meterized and cther ferms of 1ecreztion use, the SLFO has not
zctively chesen cne vse which it has been tzcked to mzrzge, over ancther. Furiher, the SLFO

does net czter 10 cne pepulation center, but rzther uezts all public land vsers as equals.

The fellewing zctivities have occured in the Nerh Ceczr Mcuntains subsequent to the 1980
intensive inventory:

1) T.1S,R.EW sec. 2 and 4 have teen drill seeded s pant of zn emergency fire 1ehzbilitation
preject for beth the Redlam and Tooele fires (1583, 1584);

2.) T.IN,R.SW sec. 22 was drill seeded as pan of zn emergency fire rehztilitation project for
z wilcdland fire which occurred in 1583;

3.) T.IS, R 10W. sec. 13. Nen-native vegetztion occurring due 10 emergency fire rehabilitation
project;

4) T.1S,R.5W. cec. 29. Wildlife guz=ler and maintenznce route; 2nd
5.) Several existing mining clzims exist within the Nerth Cedar Mountzins.

In summary, the propenent Las not previded significant new infermation that would change the
1580 internsive inventory determinzation. The prepenent has not provided information to support
a1e-evzluzticn of the area. Aside from the lack of significant new information provided by the
prcpenent, the SLFO has documentztion on intrusicns and develepments within the unit which
further suppents the intensive inventory’s determination.

Plezse describe all of the infermztion, decumentztion, znd evidence on which you relied
10 determine that the submission does or does not provide significantly different
information, including but not limited to, the original inventory from 1979-1680
ccnducted pursuzant to § 603 of the Federal Land Pelicy end Management Act (FLMPA),
the 1996-1999 BLM reinventcry, maps generzted through planning or GIS data, any field
observations, zny appliczble NEPA documentztion, and any other relevant information.

North Cedar Mcuntain Iniensive Inventory Unit, UT-020-087 file (1580);

1996-1999 BLM re-inventory map of Cedar Mountains;

Range Improvement Projects database (form 4120-8),

Skull Valley-Lakeside Management Framework Plan Surmmary and Highlights (1976);
Wilderness Inventory and Study Handbook, H-6310-1;

GIS coverzge (map) of 1971 Wild Horse Distribution within the Salt Lake Field Office;



Cenversztien with Peter Aineweith, SLFO Archzeologist (05-04-01),

Ccaversation with Kvle Hensen, SLFO Wild Herse znd Buiro Specizlist (05-04-01);
Cenversetion with Michzel G. Nelson, SLFO Acting Acsisiant Field Manzger for Non-
renewszble Resources (05-02-01):

Ccnversztion with Dan Weehington, SLFO Nztural Rescurces Specizlist (05-02-01). and
Conversaticn with Kevin Ecdinger, SLFO Reangelend Mznzgement Specizlist (05-02-01).

DETERMINATION

The material provided does, Y does not. constitute significantly different
information to warrant further review at this time.

/RMQ_ Q&J'F)ML"/ 5’/7/00

Field Office Manager Date

The determineticn on this form is part of 2n interim step in the BLM’s inmernal decision mizking process
znd does not constitute an appealeble decision.



