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Dear Reader:

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Yuma Field Office is pleased to release the Trigo Mountain
Wilderness Management Plan, Environmental Assessment, and Decision Record. The enclosed plan will
provide long-term management guidance for the Trigo Mountain Wilderness in southwest La Paz County.

A drafi version of this plan was released for a 45-day public review and comment period on July 19, 2012.
The draft plan addressed wilderness management provisions for both the BLM Trigo Mountain
Wildemness and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Imperial Refuge Wilderness. Comments
received resulted in minor changes to the final plan. The BLM updated references and proposed actions
in conformance with Manual 6340-Management of Designated Wildemess Areas (July 2012).

During this period, FWS made a determination that, although concurring with the management
philosophy found in this document, finalizing the plan to include the Imperial Refuge Wilderness was not
necessary as management activities that may occur on FWS lands are already covered under their Lower
Colorado River National Wildlife Refuges Comprehensive Management Plan. Additionally, FWS will
be developing a more comprehensive plan within the next few years that will encompass all FWS
wilderness arcas on the lower Colorado River in Arizona and California.  The BLM will finalize our
current planning process as anticipated for the Trigo Mountain Wilderness in order to begin
implementation and management activitics.

The Decision to approve the Trigo Mountain Wilderness Management Plan and Environmental
Assessment is subject to appeal in accordance with procedures contained in 43 CFR, Part 4, Subparts E
and G. Implementation of this Plan will begin 30 days after the date of this letter.

The BLM Yuma Field Office thanks all who contributed to the development of this document, especially

our local cooperating partners,
Sincerely,

John MacDonald
Ficld Manager

Enclosure
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PART | - BACKGROUND INFORMATION
The Plan Area

The planning area consists of approximately 30, 480 acres and covers the Trigo Mountain
Wilderness (Map 1). It is in the National System of Public Lands administered by the Bureau
of Land Management (BLM), Yuma Field Office (YFO) in southwestern Arizona.

Plan Purpose and Conformance

This document provides management guidance for the Trigo Mountain Wilderness in
conformance with requirements of the Wilderness Act of 1964 (Wilderness Act). In general,
the Wilderness Act established the National Wilderness Preservation System where areas
designated by Congress are ". . . administered for the use and enjoyment of the American
people in such manner as will leave them unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as
wilderness, and so as to provide for the preservation of their wilderness character . . ."

This document provides a management framework for the foreseeable future of the planning
area. Activity-level direction is provided for lands and resources in conformance with the
Yuma Field Office Resource Management Plan, 2010 (YFO RMP). This document also
amends and replaces the Ehrenberg-Cibola Habitat Management Plan (1983) and all other
previous management direction affecting natural resources where applied to the plan area.
The Colorado River District Fire Management Plan (CRDFMP), completed in 2011, contains
fire management strategies for the Trigo Mountain Wilderness.

Administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) the Imperial Refuge Wilderness
is adjacent to the planning area. There are also three other BLM-administered wilderness
areas (Map 1) adjacent to the Imperial Refuge Wilderness in California. In conformance
with BLM policies that recommend joint planning for adjacent wildernesses, the Yuma Field
Office will seek to coordinate management activities when the planning process for adjacent
wilderness commences.

Historical Context

The planning area’s unique natural resources provide diverse opportunities and uses for
wildlife and people. The area provides important wildlife habitat and accommodates a
variety of uses that include recreational opportunities.

BLM origins stem from the General Land Office which was created by Congress in 1812 to
“superintend, execute, and perform all such acts and things touching or respecting the public
lands of the United States.” On July 16, 1946, the General Land Office and the U.S. Grazing
Service were merged to form the BLM.

Federal lands along the lower Colorado River were formerly administed by the Bureau of
Reclamation. In 1961, the Lower Colorado River Land Use Office (LCRLUO) was
established by Secretarial Order and supervised by the Office of the Secretary of the Interior



in accordance with 200 DM 2.1. LCRLUO mandates were to “perform all work necessary to
establish and execute policies and procedures with respect to land use and occupancy and
related matters on Federal Lands bordering the lower Colorado River.” In 1972, the
LCRLUO came under full BLM jurisdiction.

By Secretarial Order, BLM-administered lands were designated as the National System of
Public Lands in 2008. YFO administers multiple uses and resources on the planning area and
other public lands that include: a wide spectrum of recreational activities, wildlife habitat,
wilderness, cultural resources, wild horses and burros, grazing, realty, and mining.

With passage of the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 1990, BLM-administered lands in the
Trigo Mountains were designated as part of the National Wilderness Preservation System.

Legal Guidance
The Wilderness Act of 1964 gives general legal guidance for the planning area. Additionally
the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 1990 provides supplemental legal guidance.

Management direction for the planning area will be guided by the following:

1. Federal Land Policy and Management Act of October 21, 1976, (FLPMA) as amended
(90 Stat. 2743, et seq.;43 U.S.C. 1701, et seq.)

2. National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321, 4331 4335, and 4341-4347)
3. Title 43, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 6300

4. Wilderness Act of 1964 (16 U.S.C. 1131)

5. Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 460 ddd)

6. Wild Free-Roaming Horse and Burro Act of 1971 (as amended 1976 and 1978; 16 U.S.C.
1331-1340)

7. Endangered Species Act of 1973

8. Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a-6700; 74 Stat. 1052) as amended, Public Law 86-797

9. Master Memorandum of Understanding Between Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Land Management Arizona State Office and State of Arizona, Arizona Game and Fish
Commission, 2007

10. Public Rangeland Improvement Act of 1978 (43 U.S.C. 1901, et seq.)

11. Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16 U.S.C. 470 aa, et seq.)

12. National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 470)



Map 1 - Planning Area Location and Access
Trigo Mountain Wilderness
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13. BLM Manual 6120, Congressionally Required maps and Legal Boundary Descriptions
for National Landscape Conservation System Designations

14. BLM Manual 6620, Habitat Management Plans

15. Master Memorandum of Understanding between the Arizona Game and Fish
Commission and Department of the Interior BLM, 1987 (AGFC-BLM MOU)

16. BLM Manual 6340, Management of Designated Wilderness Areas, 2012
17. H-1730-1 Interdisciplinary Resource Management Handbook, 1995

18. Arizona Game and Fish Department Game Management Program Strategic Plans and
Management Guidelines, 1993.

AGFD has responsibilities for the protection and management of all wildlife species in the
State of Arizona, under the authority of the AGFC and Arizona Revised Statues Title 17.

National Wilderness Management Policies

The BLM has national wilderness management policies that are expressed as objectives or
goals. These national policies are listed below:

BLM Wilderness Goals (BLM Manual 8561, 1984):

1. Provide for the long-term protection and preservation of the area's wilderness character
under a principle of non-degradation. The area's natural condition, opportunities for solitude,
opportunities for primitive and unconfined types of recreation, and any ecological,
geological, or other features of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value present will
be managed so that they will remain unimpaired.

2. Manage the wilderness area for the use and enjoyment of visitors in a manner that will
leave the area unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as wilderness. The wilderness
resource will be dominant in all management decisions where a choice must be made
between preservation of wilderness and visitor use.

3. Manage the area using the minimum tool, equipment, or structure necessary to
successfully, safely, and economically accomplish the objective. The chosen tool,
equipment, or structure should be the one that least degrades wilderness values temporarily
or permanently. Management will seek to preserve spontaneity of use and as much freedom
from regulation as possible.

4. Manage nonconforming but accepted uses permitted by the Wilderness Act and
subsequent laws in a manner that will prevent unnecessary or undue degradation of the area's
wilderness character.



PART Il — ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND MANAGEMENT SITUATION
Geology

The planning area is in the Basin and Range physiographic province and consists of
Precambrian to Quaternary age rocks. There is an underlayment composed primarily of
Quaternary basalt and Cretaceous rhyolite and andesite. Smaller amounts of Paleozoic and
Mesozoic limestones, shale, sandstone, and quartzite also exist.

Steep mountainous slopes, rocky outcrops, undulating hills and flat alluvial fans are the area’s
primary topographic features. Shallow, stony soils and rock outcrops are predominant in the
mountainous and steep slope areas. Deep, gravelly, moderately fine textured soils
characterize alluvial fans, valley floors, and desert washes. Elevations in the planning area
range from approximately 300 feet in the southern portion of Red Cloud Wash to 1,920 feet
on a peak west of the Black Diamond Mine in the northern portion of the Wilderness.

The principle mountain range within the planning area is the Trigo Mountains. The
mountains are composed primarily of Tertiary and Quaternary volcanic rocks that include
basaltic and andesitic lava flows, as well as some intrusive dikes and plugs.

Climate

Winter and spring seasons are characterized by sparse rainfall from prevailing Pacific frontal
storms that have depleted most of their moisture. During the summer, there is a prevailing
influence from convectional storms that originate in the tropics. Periods of prolonged
drought may occur throughout the year (Brown, 1982).

Precipitation generally ranges from 2 to 8 inches per year. Summer rains are characterized
by isolated, intense thunderstorms resulting, at times, in high runoff and localized flooding.
High summer temperatures contribute to high evaporation and transpiration rates, reducing
the effectiveness of summer rains as moisture available for plants. About 60 percent of the
total precipitation occurs during the late fall and winter season. This precipitation, occurring
under lower temperatures, provides most of the moisture available for plant growth.

Winters are mild, characterized by sunny, clear days with temperatures that range from
slightly below freezing to highs of 85 degrees F. The only measurable snowfall recorded
since 1901 in the Yuma area occurred in December 1932 when 1.5 inches fell. Traces of
snow sometimes occur on higher mountain peaks adjacent to the planning area. The average
frost-free season is from 315 to 350 days. Summer days are hot and dry with temperatures
that may exceed 115 degrees F. from May through September. Summertime maximum and
minimum temperatures can range about 30 degrees each day.

Winds are mainly from the west during the summer and from the north in the late fall and
winter months. Surface winds are generally light with average velocities of 4 to 6 mph.
Peak gusts average 16 mph in the winter months and 22 mph in the summer. Winds are light
at night, rapidly increasing just after sunrise. Short duration sand and dust storms can occur
during any month and may cause reduced visibility ranging from 3 to 5 miles.



Air Quality

Most of the planning area is within a Class 11 Air-shed as classified by the Clean Air Act.
Although no long-term or consistent air quality monitoring data exists, portions of the
planning area within a Class Il Air-shed generally meet the National Ambient Air Quality
standards. Ambient air quality is good, except when temporary high velocity winds, farming
practices, or military activities create smoke or dust.

Water

In the extremely dry Sonoran Desert ecosystem, water is the primary limiting factor. The
Trigos currently have natural wildlife waters and provide access to the lower Colorado River.
The wildlife water sources typically consist of rain water collection areas associated with
naturally occurring potholes. There are no exsisting developed wildlife waters within the
planning area.

Wilderness Values

The planning area is one of the components of the National Wilderness Preservation System
(NWPS) with legal requirements that these areas be " . . . administered for the use and
enjoyment of the American people in such manner as will leave them unimpaired for future
use and enjoyment as wilderness, and so as to provide for the preservation of their wilderness
character . . . where the earth and its community of life are untrammeled . . . " Land within
an area of the NWPS is further characterized as ". . . undeveloped Federal land retaining its
primeval character and influence, without permanent improvements or human habitation,
which is protected and managed so as to preserve its natural conditions . .. " The area

". .. may also contain ecological, geological, or other features of scientific, educational,
scenic, or historical value . . . "

Covering approximately 30,480 acres, the Trigo Mountain Wilderness is administered by
BLM. Opportunities for environmental studies, primitive recreation, solitude, and other
wilderness-dependent activities are abundant. Primitive recreation opportunities are
enhanced by the area's scenery, rugged topography and associated vegetation, wildlife, and
cultural resource components.

The Wilderness includes 14 miles of the Trigo Mountains ridgeline with Red Cloud Wash to
the south, Clip Wash in the center, and Hart Mine Wash to the north. Sawtooth ridges, steep-
sided canyons, and terrain heavily bisected by washes provide topographic features that
enhance opportunities for solitude. There is sparse vegetation and no permanent water
sources. The Wilderness is divided at Clip Wash by a non-wilderness corridor that contains a
vehicle route.

The Wilderness is predominantly undisturbed. However, the area contains surface
disturbances from mining and exploration activities, former vehicle routes, and burro
wallows and trails. Some mining sites serve as a testament of the rigors faced by past
generations and are of sufficient age to have become historic features of the Wilderness.



Most of the former vehicle routes have begun to blend into the landscape with the
camouflaging effects provided by weathering and recently established vegetation. Several
surface disturbances (Map 2) are of a magnitude that will require mitigation, consisting
primarily of surface restoration and trash removal to restore wilderness values.

Soils

Hills and mountains in higher elevations of the planning area contain soils that are
moderately deep, steep, well-drained, and extremely gravelly with rock outcrops. Typically,
70 to 80 percent of the surface is covered by gravel. Permeability is moderate with rapid
runoff. The soils are generally very gravelly loam underlain by bedrock at a depth of 20 to
40 inches, and are located on steep side slopes. These soils formed in material weathered
from granite, gneiss, schist, andesite, and rhyolite. Rock outcrops are exposed on the peaks
and crests of hills and mountains and occur on slopes of 15 to 75 percent.

Below the hills and mountains on broad old alluvial fans and terraces, soils are deep, well-
drained, and strongly saline. These soils developed in very gravelly alluvium exhibiting
moderately slow permeability and rapid surface runoff. These soils occur at mid-elevations
of the landscape on slopes of 2 to 6 percent.

In the lowest portions of the landscape on lower terraces and dissected alluvial fans, slopes
vary from 1 to 50 percent. Near the surface, soils consist of many layers of varied textures
that contain silt loam or very fine sandy loam with a clay layer. Sand or loamy sand is at a
depth of 20 to 36 inches.

Vegetation

The planning area is located within the Lower Colorado River Valley Subdivision of the
Sonoran Desert (Shreve, 1951). This subdivision is the largest, hottest and driest subdivision
of the Sonoran Desert with very high temperatures and very low and erratic precipitation.
Perennial plant cover is extremely low on most sites. The dominant species are creosotebush
and white bursage. Mountainous areas are covered with palo verde, ocotillo, and mixed cacti
including beavertail cactus, saguaro, barrel, and cholla. Desert wash woodlands, which
provide a higher density of vegetation for wildlife habitat, are dominated by blue and
foothills palo verde, ironwood, mesquite, smoke tree, and a variety of thorny Sonoran Desert
shrubs such as tomatillo, wolfberry, and sweet resinbush. Lower elevations of the planning
area are covered by desert pavement, which provides surface water runoff for small rivulets
and channels covered with plant species representative of the mountains and desert wash
woodlands.

Ephemeral (annual) species of grasses and forbs are numerous in this region and can be
locally abundant in both density and species diversity in unusually wet winter or summer
seasons. Most of these species are either cool or warm season. Very few of them have the
ability to germinate, grow, and set seed in both seasons. Seeds may remain in the soil, viable
for many years, waiting for the next wet season to trigger germination. The single most



Map 2 - Rehabilitation, Vehicle Barriers and Vegetation Transects

Trigo Mountain Wilderness
Raw 23w
[
=
s
{rnn
"‘-,.'f"
Ay
ms
3
Sl " o~
i, ' &
2 \
g X
e g
Vil (4 {
fo it
' J | W
e et
4 i
L - ) ! A
s "
; Wb
LAND OWNERSHIP LECEND
it
» Lwnis
":ﬂ'mumom
B oan 0F L ard) Manager el (HLM)
USPW Sarvios, Metionwl Widl i R
m-l' . ¥ T —:‘mm

R22 W

mns|

T2 N

T35

s




important feature shaping the characteristic vegetation of the Sonoran Desert is the frequent
occurrence of drought (Shreve and Wiggins, 1964).

As a result of this planning effort, AGFD and the Service work with YFO to monitor
vegetation utilization by wild burros. There are 10 different vegetation monitoring sites
(transects). Each is 1 mile long and placed within desert washes that support key forage
plants for the burros. Transect locations are shown on Map 2.

Wildlife

The AGFD has jurisdiction over wildlife in the planning area and has developed cooperative
management relationships with the BLM in their efforts to manage all wildlife populations.
Cooperative wildlife management activities by the AGFD and BLM on BLM administered
wildernesses are guided by an existing memorandum of understanding (2007).

Habitats within the planning area include mountain ranges, desert wash woodlands,
abandoned mines, and natural caves. Mountain ranges provide important habitat for desert
bighorn sheep and other wildlife species that could not survive on the arid plains of lower
elevations. Mountain ranges in the planning area provide some of the best remaining bighorn
sheep habitat in the southwest, with stable populations in several areas.

Desert wash woodlands occur in extensive networks throughout the planning area,
maintaining hydrologic connections with the Colorado River. This natural community is an
area of great richness and abundance in the Lower Colorado River Valley Subdivision of the
Sonoran Desert, providing important cover, forage, and dispersal habitat for nearly every
wildlife species during some portion of their life cycle (YFO RMP, 2010). The relatively
high vegetation production in these communities provides forage and thermal cover critical
for the survival of many species of wildlife (Weinstein, et al., 2003).

The importance of desert washes to wintering, migrant, and breeding birds has been well
documented (Hensley, 1954; Eichinger and Moriarty, 1985; Rosenberg, et al., 1991) and is a
result of the structural diversity of trees and low-growing vegetation which attracts a
diversity of desert and riparian bird species (Rosenberg, et al., 1991). Birds particularly
favor palo verde trees for nesting, which places them in potential conflict with burros. Of
579 nests analyzed by the Arizona Breeding Bird Atlas project in Sonoran Desert habitat, 269
(46 percent) were in washes and 203 (35 percent) were in palo verde trees (Troy Corman,
unpub. data). Of the 269 nests within washes, 139 (52 percent) were in palo verdes.

Abandoned mines and natural caves are particularly important to bats for roosts and
maternity colonies. Many of the bat species occurring in the planning area use abandoned
mines at least part of the year. Horizontal mine shafts and natural caves also provide shelter
for other wildlife, such as ringtail and fox (YPG, 1995).

Non-game species that occur within the planning area include small mammals, birds
including migratory birds and raptors, amphibians, and reptiles. A few of the many species
that can be found in the planning area are listed below.



Birds include: Costa hummingbird (Calypte costae); gilded flicker (Colaptes auratus);
rufous-winged sparrow (Aimophilia carpalis); Le Conte’s thrasher (Toxostoma lecontei); and
purple martin (Progne subus).

Raptor species include: red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis); great horned owl, (Bubo
virginianus); barn owl (Tito alba); and American kestrel (Falco spariverius).

Reptiles include: whip-tailed lizard (Aspidoscelis spp.); side-blotched lizard (Sceloporus

magister spp.); tree lizard (Sceloporus magister spp.); desert spiny lizard (Sceloporus

magister spp.); gopher snake (Pituophis melanoleucus); kingsnake (Lampropeltis spp.);

desert iguana (Dipsosaurus doralis); and western diamondback rattlesnake (Crotalus atrox).
Special Status Species

Special status species that occur or may occur within the planning area include:

Common Name Name Agency Status
Sonoran Desert tortoise | Gopherus morafkai Federal Species of concern
California leaf-nosed bat | Macrotus californicus | Federal Sensitive

State Species of Concern
Arizona cave myotis Myotis velifer brevis | Federal Sensitive

State Species of Concern
Yuma myotis Myotis yumanensis Federal Sensitive

State Species of Concern

Heritage Data Management System (2012); Natureserve.org (2012)
Desert Tortoise

Sonoran and Mohave populations of desert tortoises have been recognized as separate species
(Murphy, et al., 2011). The Sonoran Desert tortoise is a species of special concern in
Arizona. BLM classified portions of the plan area as Category Il desert tortoise habitat, in
conformance with BLM policy and the document, Management Plan for the Sonoran Desert
Population of the Desert Tortoise in Arizona (1996). Under this plan, the management goal
for Category Il tortoise habitat is to maintain stable, viable populations and halt further
declines in tortoise habitat values.

Big and small game species that occur within the planning area include: mule deer
(Odocoileus hemionus); desert bighorn sheep (Ovis Canadensis nelsoni); mountain lions
(Puma concolor); cottontail rabbits (Sylvilagus audubonii); coyote (Canis latrans); grey fox
(Urocyon cinereoargenteus); and kit fox (Vulpes macrotis).

Desert Bighorn Sheep
Desert bighorn population estimates from 1983 through 2011 are shown in Table 1 for Game

Management Unit 43B (GMU-43B), which includes the planning area and covers more than
500,000 acres. Historically, population spikes in the sheep population have been noted. An
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average of five sheep hunting permits was issued from 2006 to 2010 for GMU-43B.

Table 1 - Bighorn Sheep Survey Results AZ Game Management Unit 43B

Year Population Year @ Population Year Population = Year Population
Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate

1986 158 1993 208 2000 No Survey | 2007 334
1987 141 1994 = No Survey 2001 190 2008 No Survey
1988 110 1995 209 2002 No Survey 2009 No Survey
1989 127 1996  No Survey = 2003 No Survey 2010 430
1990 No Survey 1997 = No Survey @ 2004 250 2011  No Survey
1991 154 1998 207 2005 No Survey

1992 No Survey 1999 207 2006 No Survey

Mule Deer

Desert mule deer occur at low density throughout most of the planning area, though they
avoid the rough mountainous areas that bighorn sheep inhabit. AGFD manages this herd by
conducting annual aerial surveys (Table 2) and issuing hunting permits. Population estimates
vary considerably due to herd movements and the survey process. The area is included in
GMU 43B. The hunt in this unit is managed as a part of a much larger multi-unit hunt area
(Units 43A, 43B, 44A, and 44B).

Table 2 - Mule Deer Survey ResultsAZ Game Management Unit 43B

Year Population Year Population Year Population Year Population
Estimate® Estimate® Estimate® Estimate®

1986 221 1993 718 2000 156 2007 228
1987 302 1994 526 2001 277 2008 393
1988 Data unavailable 1995 304 2002 34 2009 322
1989 300 1996 330 2003 140 2010 125
1990 300 1997 311 2004 248 2011 12
1991 259 1998 158 2005 340

1992 535 1999 525 2006 212

! Population estimates are based on approximately 600 square miles of habitat.
Livestock Grazing
The planning area contains approximately 65 acres of the 21,100-acre Bishop Grazing
Allotment that overlaps into the northernmost portion of the Trigo Mountain Wilderness.

There are no range developments in wilderness. Livestock grazing within the Trigo
Mountain Wilderness is minimal.
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Burro Management

Spanish explorers and early miners brought horses and burros for their use into the lower
Colorado River area. In ensuing years, enough animals were abandoned to allow the
establishment of viable “wild” herds. Subsequently, the treatment of wild horse and burro
herds on the public lands became a public issue that led to enactment of the Wild Free-
Roaming Horses and Burros Act (WHBA) of 1971 (Public Law 92-195).

The WHBA directs the BLM to manage wild horse and burro herds “as an integral part of the
natural system . . . in a manner that is designed to achieve and maintain a thriving natural
ecological balance on the public lands.” Furthermore, the WHBA directs that “management
activities . . . shall be carried out in consultation with the wildlife agency of the State wherein
such lands are located in order to protect the natural ecological balance of all wildlife species
which inhabit such lands, particularly endangered wildlife species.” There are also
provisions for the removal of wild horses and burros that cause excessive resource damage.

According to the Cibola-Trigo Herd Management Area Plan (1980), there was a stable
population trend of the wild horse herd within the planning area. This population stability
was the result of high colt mortality, primarily caused by environmental stress during the
summer. Wild horses have not been reported in the planning area since a 2004 population
inventory.

Through the YFO RMP, a population of approximately 165 wild burros was determined to be
the appropriate management level for Cibola-Trigo Herd Management Area (CTHMA),
which includes the Trigo Mountain Wilderness. The wild burro herd is more adapted than
wild horses to the local climate and burro populations have increased beyond 1,200 animals
when the BLM has been unable to conduct burro removal because of funding constraints or
litigation that has affected wild horse and burro management at the national level.

Wild burros along the Lower Colorado River Valley tend to concentrate in desert washes,
particularly during times of drought or extreme heat. They are attracted to these areas by the
greater abundance and variety of forage and shade. Of the dominant species in these
habitats, wild burros browse heavily on palo verde, mesquite, catclaw acacia, and ironwood
and only lightly on tamarisk. Wild burros also browse heavily on woody species in upland
areas.

Wild burro vegetation utilization collection began in 1999. Data was not collected from 2004
to 2009. The vegetation utilization standards and protocol for vegetative analyses are
included in Appendix A.

Public Access

U.S. Highway 95, Martinez Lake Road, Red Cloud Mine Road, and the Colorado River

provide access to the planning area. In addition to the river and its levee roads, California
State Highway 78 to Cibola Road in Arizona allows access to the west and northwest. Cibola
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Lake Road allows access to the northern portion of the planning area on the Arizona side of
the river. The public is confined to using Cibola Lake and Red Cloud Mine Roads where
they pass through the Yuma Proving Ground (YPG). The plan will provide for the
continuation of appropriate public access.

A Compatibility Determination was also completed by the Service in August 1999 to address
vehicle access through the Imperial Refuge to Clip Wash beyond a gate that was locked at the
time. The route provides access to the non-wilderness corridor that bisects the Trigo
Mountain Wilderness in Clip Wash.

Recreation

The BLM works in partnership with other agencies to administer various recreational uses
that are compatible with their respective purposes and mandates. This plan presents an
opportunity to resolve recreational concerns associated with public access and illegal off-road
vehicle use in the planning area.

Recreation is one of the multiple uses to be derived from public lands. Recreational activities
within BLM-administered lands include: hiking, camping, hunting, horseback riding,
photography, and rock hounding. The Trigo Mountain Wilderness provides ample
opportunities for primitive recreation and solitude. A large portion of the western wilderness
boundary south of Clip Wash is within .5 to 1.5 miles from the Colorado River and is,
therefore, accessible by boat for day-use trips. It is estimated that there are fewer than

500 visitors per year to the Trigo Mountain Wilderness. Camping is limited to

14 consecutive days in the planning area.

The BLM has two Long-Term Visitor Areas (LTVAs) from where campers travel into the
surrounding desert to explore. The Imperial LTVA is less than a 30-minute drive to the plan
area and the La Posa LTVA is approximately a 1-hour drive. Long-term camping is allowed
in these two areas from September 15 through April 15, with a Special Recreation Use
Permit. During fiscal year 2011, BLM issued 7,289 permits in the LTVVAs. Campers from
the LTVAs make use of the planning area's recreational opportunities.

Socioeconomics

The regional economy is primarily influenced by agriculture, tourism, and local military
installations together with other government agencies. After agriculture, tourism provides
the second-largest contribution to the local economy. There are recreation opportunities for
visitors from large cities such as San Diego and Phoenix that are within a 3-hour drive from
the planning area. Los Angeles and the surrounding metropolitan areas are within a 4 to 5-
hour drive from the planning area.

A favorable winter climate in Southwestern Arizona and Southeastern California provides a
major attraction for thousands of winter visitors who return yearly to local communities.
Winter visitors have an abundant opportunity to enjoy resources within the planning area due
to favorable weather conditions that prevail during this period.
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High temperatures during the summer period limit outdoor activities in the desert region
surrounding the planning area. Many businesses in local communities limit their hours of
operation or are closed during the summer months when there is limited activity from
tourism.

Minerals and Mining

A minerals investigation conducted jointly by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) and the
U.S. Bureau of Mines in 1989 provided an assessment of mineral resources for the area
within the Trigo Mountain Wilderness. USGS Bulletin 1702-B (1989) contains a published
account of the mineral survey conducted in 1989. There are no active mining claims in the
Trigo Mountain Wilderness and the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 1990 withdrew this
area from location, entry, and patent under the U.S. mining laws.

Lands

On November 28, 1990, Public Law 101-628, designated “certain lands in LaPaz County,
Arizona, which comprise approximately 29,095 acres, as generally depicted on a map
entitled “Trigo Mountain Wilderness” and dated February 1990, and which shall be known as
the Trigo Mountain Wilderness . . . .” The map of the Trigo Mountain Wilderness referred to
in the Public Law is hereby incorporated and made part of this document. The BLM
serialized case record of the Trigo Mountain Wilderness, AZA 025505, provides a legal
description of the wilderness area that is being used until such time as a cadastral survey of
the wilderness area is completed and approved.

Public land records indicate that nearly all the lands within the Trigo Mountain Wilderness
are Federal and primarily managed by the BLM. The Bureau of Reclamation maintains a
withdrawal in T. 2 S., R. 23 W., Gila and Salt River Meridian (G&SRM), Arizona, for the
Temporary Withdrawal Colorado River Survey, Secretarial Order January 31, 1903. The
State of Arizona owns a 41.05-acre parcel in section 2, T. 2 S., R. 23 W., G&SRM.

In 1942, through a special-use permit by the Department of the Interior for military training
by the Department of the Army, portions of the planning area known as the Laguna
Maneuver Area (LMA) were authorized. The LMA was part of the California Arizona
Maneuver Area (C-AMA) which covered approximately 12 million acres and was used by
General George S. Patton, Jr., for desert military training during World War 1l. As a result of
the military use, there is a potential for discovery of unexploded ordnance in the planning
area.

Airspace

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has issued a flight advisory for a recommended
minimum flight elevation of 2,000 feet above ground level for designated Wilderness Areas
where other airspace restrictions are not in place. Restricted airspace over the planning area
is activated only when it is required for military purposes. When the restricted airspace is not
in use, it is released to the managing agency (Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma) for general
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aviation use. Consult the FAA for current special use airspace restrictions.
Cultural Resources

Prehistoric site types likely to occur within the planning area include habitation sites,
temporary camps, petroglyphs and pictographs, intaglios and geoglyphs, trails, hearths, and
artifact scatters with chipped stone and ceramics. These prehistoric sites are typically
distributed over all ecological zones within the region. Miles of trails and numerous cleared
areas, rock rings, and hearths scattered across the desert lowlands attest to a constant
presence and movement across the desert landscape. Upland zones typically provided more
variety in biotic resources and were a great resource for raw lithic materials. These upland
and lowland sites are components of a larger, interconnected system established
prehistorically for the exploitation of the area’s resources.

Historic sites likely to occur include roads, trails, irrigation facilities, mining sites, telegraph
lines, and possible homesteads. Economic enterprises such as mining and agriculture
populated the region, and southern Arizona became the focus of a transportation route to
California and the coast. Mail routes and the railroad continued the populating of the region.
Thus, the historic sites tend to occupy transportation corridors along river valleys, between
mountain ranges, and over mountain passes. Historic sites are often located at or near the
same locations as prehistoric sites, indicating similar needs for access to water and other
resources.

Assingle prehistoric site has been formally recorded in the planning area. This site is a
rockshelter site that included an artifact scatter. No historic sites have been formally
recorded within the planning area, but the Black Diamond Mine appears on the topographical
maps within the Wilderness boundary and an unnamed cabin foundation and several mine
shafts were noted during an aerial reconnaissance of the area. The planning area does not
contain any sites that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

During World War 11, portions of the planning area were used for military training by the
Department of the Army and were part of a larger complex known as the LMA. The LMA
was part of the C-AMA used by General George S. Patton, Jr., and which covered
approximately 12 million acres.

The lack of recorded sites within the planning area is largely due to very limited cultural
resource inventories that have covered only a small portion of it. In 1977, archaeologists
from Wallaby Enterprises conducted a cultural resource inventory of several sections of land
in the Trigo Mountains in advance of the New Jersey Zinc Project (Fritz, 1979). This
inventory was quite large, but was primarily outside of the wilderness boundary. No cultural
resources were identified within the planning area during this inventory. However, numerous
cultural resources were identified just outside the planning area. The previously-recorded
site was not recorded as part of a formal cultural resources inventory.

Despite the lack of recorded cultural resource sites within its boundaries, the planning area is
considered by several Native American Tribes to be part of their traditional lands. As such,
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the planning area likely contains areas of traditional cultural use as well as cultural resources
important to these Tribes.

Fire

Fire has not played a significant role in the planning area. It is unlikely that any fires will
continue beyond the first 24 hours (initial burning period) in upland areas due to sparse fuels.
Drainages contain more contiguous fuels. While there is a slight possibility of fires
occurring in major drainages, there is also a very low risk of fire damage to wilderness
resources. From 2000 to 2011, there were no fires in the Trigo Mountain Wilderness.

The CRD Fire Manangment Plan included the Trigo Mountain Wilderness in a Fire
Management Unit composed of wilderness areas that are not fire-adapted and it contains fire
management strategies for fire operations in wilderness.

Law Enforcement and Emergency Services

The BLM and AGFD have law enforcement officers who routinely patrol the planning area
to monitor visitor safety and compliance with regulations. The AGFD has jurisdiction over
wildlife-related activities and the enforcement of Arizona Off-Highway Vehicle Regulations.
There is further assistance and cooperation with county sheriffs' departments, and the U.S.
Border Patrol. The Service also has a law enforcement presence due to its jurisdiction of the
adjacent Imperial Refuge Wilderness. Violations encountered by the aforementioned
agencies are primarily misdemeanors and include driving vehicles off-road and hunting
violations. Border-related smuggling activities have also occurred in the area.
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PART Il — ISSUES

Management issues for the planning area were identified by cooperating agency staff, other
agencies, and the public. The issues are separated into three categories: planning issues,
issues solved by policy or administrative action, and issues beyond the scope of the plan.

Planning Issues

1. There are concerns that the burro herd population within the planning area is affe