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DearBLM: 
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Please consider this message as om comment on the draft RMP for Lower Sonoran field office and Sonoran 
Dese1i National Monument. I (George) have visited the area, and om friends in Arizona enjoy it often. We 
have the following suggestions. 

Wilderness 
We would like to see BLM do a wildemess study of the Sand Tank Mountains as pmi of this RMP project. The 
area is now pmi of the Sonoran Dese1i NM but was lmder the Defense Depmi ment dming the original BLM 
wildemess invent01y in 1978-80, so it was never considered for wildemess. A wildemess invent01y and study 
should be completed, and suitable m·eas should be recommended for wildemess designation. Mm·gies Peak and 
Butterfield Stage wildemess units should also be included in the SDNM wildemess invent01y. 

The fmal plan should include fm· more lmits as recommended wildemess. A pitiful 55,000 acres were slated for 
wildemess in the draft plan. Please include Face Mountain, Columbus Peak and Yellow Medicine Butte units 
as wildemess recommendations in the fmal plan. 

Travel System 
Motorized vehicles should be allowed only on routes designated for their use. This has become a standard 
policy in most BLM field offices and national forests, after too many yem·s of allowing cross-country n·avel that 
caused great damage to lands and waters. The new RMP should provide for a n·avel plan involving designation 
of specific routes, with adequate signage and enforcement to make sme vehicles stay on the designated routes. 
The routes designated should be those capable of withstanding the impacts ofORV n·affic without damage to 
fish and wildlife habitat and without distmbing quiet recreational visitors such as anglers, hlmters, wildlife­
watchers, hikers and mmmtain bikers. 

We supp01i the closme of255 miles of user-created routes within SDNM and LSFO lands that m·e unnecessmy 
and hannful to the land and wildlife habitat. That leaves 371 miles open to vehicular use, which is more than 
adequate. 

Wildlife Corridors 
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The fmal RMP should give more protection to wildlife migration conidors, as described in Altemative D. 
Wildemess recommendations are a good first step, but those protected areas need to be connected by safe 
habitat conidors where large mammals such as bighom sheep and mule deer can safely move between the 
secme islands of habitat. 

The fmal plan should designate priority wildlife areas and wildlife movement con1dors. Such designated areas 
will provide linkage conidors, and the designation will also have an educational benefit in telling visitors about 
the habitat linkage concept. 

Thank you for considering om views. 
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