SIERRA VISTA RANGER DISTRIC TRAVEL MANAGEMENT: Public Comments on Proposed Action
5-14-2012
	Huachuca EMA
	

	Line #
	Route #
	Comments
	Forest Service Proposed Change

	N/A
	48
	· The Department (AZ State Lands Dept.) has issued a perpetual public road ROW (09-118) to Cochise County for Montezuma Canyon Road
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	48A
	· 48A south of Parker Canyon Lake is listed as an open road on the map? It has a locked gate and sign listing it as a "Restricted "road and has not been open to the public for years. Is this going to be open or Restricted? The un-numbered road just to the south of 48A is also blocked as an "Arizona Trail" road. This road was open to vehicles until a few years ago.
	Not in Proposed Action

	369
	48E-Parking
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Agree. (Parker canyon Lake)
	Adds as NFSR

	495
	48‐Spur
	· Almost all of the “spurs” off of the main are marked for closure. These roads and ones like them are short and simply provide for camping and pullouts for vehicles away from the main roads. There impact is limited by their small size and compared to their utility argues against their being closed.
	Decommission

	494
	48‐0.74R‐1
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them. 
· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· Disagree--- (road past cattle guard above PK lake) this road has long been used for camping, would keep open to the fence and gate. all is on flat and non-erodible ground, has intersection with the Arizona trail and has been unchanged for many years.
· Rock based, excellent camping.
	Decommission

	502
	56 Spur
	· Spur is already blocked off with dirt trench
	Decommission

	372
	58 AZ TH
	· Obviously, the ATA strongly supports this addition.
	Adds as NFSR

	66
	59
	· In Ash Canyon, the closures of a number of small roads to the creek bottom will prevent access for the prospecting users and holders of Placer claims. Ash Canyon has been a well known Gold mining area for 100 years. With the massive burn in the canyon this past Summer, the next few years are likely to have extensive runoff and erosion regardless of the presence of these minor roads. Gold movement from these runoffs will be a boon the recreational miners. Why not leave these roads open to allow access for maximum use of this area? The roads involved here are: 5728; 5728-0.08L-1; 4013-0.34L-1; 4013-0.32L-1; 59 and 4784. I would recommend leaving these open for maximum use by the recreational miners.
· Border Patrol; the west end of Ash Canyon Road, currently slated for decommission. Tucson Sector Tactical Infrastructure is currently working with the USFS Coronado to improve existing road. This will allow daily access to drive one mile west of where we currently can. Suggest a NFSR restricted classification 
· Border Patrol; the west end of Ash Canyon Road, currently slated for decommission. Tucson Sector Tactical Infrastructure is currently working with the USFS Coronado to improve existing road. This will allow daily access to drive one mile west of where we currently can. Suggest a NFSR restricted classification
· Should remain open. These roads are the only access to a active mining claim
· Disagree-- access and to private land ? mining claim? (Ash Canyon)
	Decommission

	468
	61-10.18L-1
	· Why is this unauthorized road proposed to be converted to a motorized trail? No reason is provided in the table.
	Adds as NFST OHV Motorized Trail

	507
	61-10.62L-1
	· ----Agree. 
	Decommission

	508
	61-11.90L-1
	· ----Agree 
	Decommission

	509
	61-12.21R-1
	· ---Agree (Old D'Albini roads) this does have camping access however. 
· We use this for shooting, camping exploring
	Decommission

	510
	61-13.07L-1
	· Another great place to camp 300ft
	Decommission

	511
	61-14.01L-1
	· ---- Agree 
· This is a small and useful for campers
	Decommission

	512
	61 15.15L-1;
	· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create saftey hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
	Decommission

	513
	61‐17.68R‐1,
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
· A large number of the roads being proposed for closure are “connectors”, or roads that link two remaining roads together. Closure of these roads not only causes an inconvenience for users (of the roads they connect), but doubles the mileage that must be driven by hunters and other users wishing to survey the area as they now would have to drive in several miles on one road, drive back out, and repeat the process on the other road.
· ---Agree
	Decommission

	517
	61-spur 1
	· Why is this unauthorized road needed?  As it is illegally created, the dispersed campsites and the road should be obliterated
	Decommission

	374
	82-Unknown 3
	· More information is needed about why these are important for recreational access. Why at recreational access do they provide
	Adds as NFSR

	375
	82-unknown 4
	· More information is needed about why these are important for recreational access. Why at recreational access do they provide
	Adds as NFSR

	431
	83-Dozer line
	· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create saftey hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
	Adds and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	432
	83‐Parker Ranch
	· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.

· As handicapped citizen, the roads that I use most for hunting are targeted for this needless and unreasoned action. I am limited to the times when one of my sons can drive for me and with further restriction this project would put in place, I would not be able to hunt at all. The land belongs to the American people, not to the Forest Service.

· Closures of make the already challenging access the Peterson Peak, upper Merritt Canyon and upper Lyle Canyon nearly impossible for all but the youngest and most vigorous. Access from the North-east through Fort Huachuca is not possible. The blockage of the road to Gate number 7 (4759) combined with the Fort make access from the south-east excessively difficult for my kids. Road 4759 also gives access to the Crest trail. I expect the Law R.S 2477 to be applied to these roads which are grandfathered as they existed prior to the law being rescinded in 1976

· I would ask consideration that at a minimum, the restricted roads be unrestricted for public use. To close these roads to the public and allow travel by Forest Service, Border Patrol and Permitees only is not reasonable and gains nothing environmentally.

· Road currently accessible to hunters upon permission of ranch owners. Keep open for hunter/rec. access as current condition of access. 
· Keep open, access for hunters available at Headquarters

· 83 Parker Canyon has been used for deer hunting by my family every year since we purchased the property (1983). All indications are that the road was in use as many as 30 years prior to that. Not just by our family, but by many, many hunters. Within only a few miles on either side of 83PC one can find whitetail deer, turkey, bear, mountain lions, quail and javelina. The road serves further purpose. Cell phone or radio reception of any sort (military, Border Patrol, Forest Service, Sheriff's office, Cell phones) fundamentally fails in all circumstances. 83PC has traditionally been used to gain enough elevation to (potentially) receive necessary signal for such communications. It has allowed many elderly and handicapped people to experience the Arizona "Outback", people who otherwise would be able only to experience the tender mercies of the personnel at Coronado National Park. 83PC has also been used, many times, to introduce east coast visitor and family to those "terrifying 4WD roads" (that we use a matter of course). Given that 83PC along with 4757 and 4759 (spurs to 83PC) are used on a regular basis already, I simply do not see any advantage of closing them to the public and the property owners in the area. One might also wish to factor in the considerable amount of revenue generated by hunters in the area what would be taken elsewhere if access is removed.
· The proposal to change the status of Road #83 (Parker Canyon)  from an open road to a restricted one raises some real concerns. My family, who owns the ranch from where the road derives, have been using this road regularly since purchase of the ranch in 1993. Every deer hunting season, family and friends ascend the road to go deer hunting.  As owners, we have granted permission to use the road to anyone who asked, including a number of elderly and disabled hunters and sightseers who might otherwise not have access. The neighbors in the area, as well as law enforcement, rely on the higher elevation of #83 to obtain cell phone and radio reception, as cellphone service is very limited in this area. Road #83 has been in use since before 1976 and possibly prior to 1958. It will need to be kept open anyway for the regular use of the Forest Service, the Border Patrol, and for ranchers to maintain the 2 waterline tanks and 2 dirt tanks on the road. No good reason exists to restrict its use now.
· I am writing in opposition to the proposal to make 83 Parker Canyon restricted access. This road has been in existence for over fifty years with no significant erosion problems. It is used extensively by the border patrol, hunters and local residents. I know of numerous hunters that have mobility issues who use the road not only for hunting but also for wildlife watching. The road is also used by area residents for emergency cell phone signal especially when the land lines are cut or otherwise out of service.
· Disagree strongly! Provides access to large area of hunting and recreation country, Cell phone access; predates 1976 probably goes back 50-80 years; provides access for Forest Service, Border Patrol through private property- access has never been denied. Provides access for ranch permitee as there are 4 water tanks on road. Has been used for every deer hunt since 1993; Road has not changed in last 19 years. This road should remain an open and unrestricted road
	Adds and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	529
	83‐Spur
	· Almost all of the “spurs” off of the main are marked for closure. These roads and ones like them are short and simply provide for camping and pullouts for vehicles away from the main roads. There impact is limited by their small size and compared to their utility argues against their being closed.
· ---Agree
	Decommission

	526
	83-17.94R-1
	· Road used to access private well and pipeline as well as trough on the forest lease- location is not accessible using 83-17.94R-1
	Decommission

	525
	83-17.31L-1
	· We request a NFSR ML1 Restricted (private) Use designation for this reason: This road provides access to the East side of out Private Cienega Pastue and there is no other access to that private property, because of the Cienaga riparian zone.

· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
	Decommission

	527
	83-24.61L-1
	· Disagree Heavily used camping areas, access to water tank.
	Decommission

	528
	83‐24.61L-2
	· Almost all of the “spurs” off of the main are marked for closure. These roads and ones like them are short and simply provide for camping and pullouts for vehicles away from the main roads. There impact is limited by their small size and compared to their utility argues against their being closed.
· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· ---Agree
	Decommission

	N/A
	92
	· Access South of 367 to GF water development Need admin.
	Not in Proposed Action

	13
	134
	· Junction of FS 49 and FS 134. Keep open to all motorized vehicles as road provides for large group dispersed camping and has been used by our group for over 20 years. If concern is for the rancher, restrict the last ¼ mile
· Junction of FS 49 and FS 134. Keep the first 1000’ of FS 134 and open to all motorized vehicles as road provides access to large group dispersed camping and has been used by my family for many years, and members of the Good Sam RV and SKP RV clubs, and the Boy Scouts. Every year my sons and their family who all live out of state camp with me here for out annual family reunion around the 4th of July. If concerns is for the rancher restrict the last ¼ mile (as road crosses the ravine
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	4
	138


	· Keep open for camping and hunting access

· ATA supports closure to vehicle use, but wishes to ensure the ANST portion remains open for trail purposes.
· If the private landowner will provide permitted access through their property, recommend the route be designated as “restricted to administrative or permitted use only”. Rationale is that this route provides important access to a remote portion of the Arizona Trail. It would be very helpful to stage work events from this road (east of the private parcel) as it is very difficult to maintain the trail in this remote area without motorized access. Maintenance of the Arizona Trail in this area is typically very challenging due to heavy growth of catclaw, whitethorn, and other dense vegetation that encroaches on the trail. Recommend the Forest Service provide permitted use on this road for volunteers performing trail maintenance on the Arizona Trail. X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Change Designation to NFSR ML1

	532
	158-0.28R-1
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access
	Decommission

	489
	194-reroute
	· The proposed 194-reroute looks like it could be simplified with less work to me. The proposed reroute has a path across the large wash which regularly floods and washes away, then would go up a fairly steep enbankment/near cliff, across a couple washes around the private property to "194-spur to pvt". Why not consider a reroute from the intersection of 4771-194 to the south of the private property along the flat terrain to tie into 194 or the "194-spur to pvt". If the original 194 was used it would save building about a mile of new roadway on a steep and erodible hillside.
·  We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER) 
· How was the location of this new road determined, and how will forest resource be affected?
	Add and Designate as NFSR

	376
	194-spur to pvt,
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Why is this unauthorized road needed?
	Add as NFSR

	68
	201B
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
· NFSR decommission----Agree
· This is a road used often by our dual sport rides. It provides loop between 201and 83. This road was in use as recent as 2010
	Decommission NFSR

	435
	201‐3.24L‐1
	· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.
· Korn Canyon Ridge, (water tank, guzzler, and ramps)To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould?s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
· Keep Open. This ridge road to Korn Cyn. is an important road for hunter, recreational user, Border Patrol, and leasee. The ridge has an extensive water system, along with a wildlife water developed by Huachuca Gould’s Chapter that requires routine maintenance and inspection. Also links 202 to 201.
· Keep open ass Hunter access and general recreational/Korn Canyon to Brushy Canyon w/ Camping opportunity. Permittee needs and established wildlife water maintenance. Important east-west road through Forest, not private. Camping and hunting
·  Brushy Canyon road change to restricted----Disagree, provides access from 201 to 202.
· This is a road used also as a loop to Brushy Canyon. If the Forest Service can use it then so can the taxpaying PUBLIC

· Provides access to Brushy Canyon Road (FR 202) about 1.5 miles from its end where the Lyle Canyon and Korn Canyon Trails begin.  Route 201-3.24L-1 thus provides an important access route to these hiking trails and has high recreational value.  The four wheel drive Brushy Canyon Road is typically too difficult to drive to these trails and hikers frequently must park and begin their hike at least 3 miles away from the start of these trails.  If route 201-3.24L-1 is suitable for use by a permittee, then it should be open to the public as well.  It should be noted that this route is entirely on the national forest and does not traverse any private lands.  We strongly recommend this road be designated as “open to all vehicles”.
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	377
	201-4.32R-1
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Why is this unauthorized road important?  If needed for range support, it should be designated as “ restricted to administration or permitted use only” and not be open to all vehicles
	Add as NFSR

	N/A
	202 to 4801
	· Currently, a road exists that ties 202 to 4801 but is not on TAP map. Suggest open road for hunter and leasee use (check pipeline and troughs along rd.). Either allow public access or OHV use only. Gives detour around private property to gain access to F.S. road.
· Road not shown on FS map exists. By passes Private property to access forest 
	Not in Proposed Action

	535
	214-0.17L-2
	· Keep the area around the Mowry mines as 4WD recreation and training area X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	379
	214-0.17L-3
	· Keep the area around the Mowry mines as 4WD recreation and training area X4 (Form Letter)
	Add as NFSR

	536
	214-0.17L-5
	· Keep the area around the Mowry mines as 4WD recreation and training area X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	381
	214-0.23L-1
	· More information is needed about why this illegal road is important
	Add as NFSR

	70
	215
	· Border Patrol; Used daily for access Flux Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used daily for access Flux Canyon
	Decommission

	384
	215-2.31L-1
	· Why is this unauthorized road being proposed as “open to all vehicles” rather than “restricted to administrative or permitted use only”?
	Add as NFSR

	385
	227-1.70R-1
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER) 
	Add as NFSR

	545
	227‐3.22R1
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
	Decommission

	546
	228-Disp CG
	Small off shoot road for camping
	Decommission

	547
	228 spur rd.
	·  (4761 on ground) currently is accessible through the Sunnyside townsite and ties into the 4761. This access route is much easier for the leasee to access his water line and developments, along with the public gaining access to Sunnyside Cemetery. The 228 spur road should remain open, with a new road constructed around the south end of the private property which ties into the 4761 road.
· Or 4761 on ground- also rocky but NO erosion. Another entry to Sunnyside
	Decommission

	72
	236
	· Ok with proposal
	Decommission

	549
	636-1.03L-1
	· Ok with proposal
	Decommission

	550
	636-1.03L-2
	· Ok with proposal
	Decommission

	N/A
	765 (spurs)
	· The portion of this route from Red Bank Well running north-northwesterly toward Gate Spring is part of the ANST. We wish to ensure it remains open to trail use. 
· Access rd. from 765 to Bog Hole Tank does not show up on TAP map. This road should remain open to allow public and agency access to Bog Hole Tank.
	Not in Proposed Action

	554
	765-2.00L-1
	· Access needed to Private Property for feeding and well maintenance.( Kennedy Pasture)
	Decommission

	74
	796
	· NFSR decommission---agree unless private landowners allow access to Forest Land , if so would disagree and want it kept open. (to Stump Canyon and wilderness boundary)
· You can reach the ‘road’ via private roads, and should be left open for the public. No more ‘unauthorized’ wilderness
	Decommission

	388
	796-0.45R-1
	· The rational for including this unauthorized road is that it provides access to information trailhead that has potential for future trail access. If trail access does not currently exist, shy is this road proposed to be open to public use?
·  add as NFSR---Agree (Stump Canyon area)
	Add as NFSR

	N/A
	799
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	389
	799-3.00R-1
	· Obviously, the ATA supports this addition.
	Add as NFSR

	562
	827-0.50L-1
	· This action has my support
	Decommission

	563
	827-1.23L-1
	· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· This action has my support
	Decommission

	564
	827-3.62R-1
	· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· Needed for camping dispersed camping. Little camping along 827, none on pvt
	Decommission

	565
	827-3.62R-2
	· Needed for camping dispersed camping. Little camping along 827, none on pvt
	Decommission

	566
	827-3.92R-1
	· The other road, 827-3.92R1, basically goes up into a box canyon area. We like to put salt and supplement up there so that area gets even use along with the rest of the pasture during its period of use.
· Goes up into a box canyon area which is a good location to put salt and supplement up there so it gets use along with the rest of the pasture.

· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· Needed for camping dispersed camping. Very little camping opportunity along 827, none on pvt prop near area
	Decommission

	569
	4012-0.34L-1
	· Should remain open. 4012-0.34L-1 and 4013-0.32L-1. Roads provides the only access o my mining claim that I have worled for over 20 years
	Believe this is misprint meant to be 4013.34L-1

	568
	4013-0.32L-1
	· In Ash Canyon, the closures of a number of small roads to the creek bottom will prevent access for the prospecting users and holders of Placer claims. Ash Canyon has been a well known Gold mining area for 100 years. With the massive burn in the canyon this past Summer, the next few years are likely to have extensive runoff and erosion regardless of the presence of these minor roads. Gold movement from these runoffs will be a boon the recreational miners. Why not leave these roads open to allow access for maximum use of this area? The roads involved here are: 5728; 5728-0.08L-1; 4013-0.34L-1; 4013-0.32L-1; 59 and 4784. I would recommend leaving these open for maximum use by the recreational miners.
· Ash Canyon claims)---Disagree. provides access to mining claims and creek bottom of Ash Canyon. will cause no damage compared to additional expected runoff to come after the fires of 2011. 
· Should remain open. 4012-0.34L-1 and 4013-0.32L-1. Roads provides the only access o my mining claim that I have worled for over 20 years

· We use for shooting/camping weekly. We also maintain the area, picking up, raking as needed. Meets the definition of 300ft off the road
	Decommission

	569
	4013-0.34L-1
	· (Ash Canyon claims)---Disagree- see above. ---Disagree. provides access to mining claims and creek bottom of Ash Canyon. will cause no damage compared to additional expected runoff to come after the fires of 2011.
· We use for shooting/camping weekly. We also maintain the area, picking up, raking as needed. Meets the definition of 300ft off the road
	Decommission

	570
	4013-0.44R-1
	· (Ash Canyon claims)---Disagree- see above. ---Disagree. provides access to mining claims and creek bottom of Ash Canyon. will cause no damage compared to additional expected runoff to come after the fires of 2011.
	Decommission

	Believe to be misprint meant to 4015-1.12L-1

Line 571
	4015.1
	· Used to get to a corral
	Decommission

	75
	4019
	· Ramp at Grubstake; To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould?s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
· Keep access open to Cave Canyon from either direction, important hunting and rec values

· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	N/A
	4072
	· A short length of this road where it connects with Highway 83 should remain open and be converted to an equestrian-use trailhead. The Arizona Trail passes 0.75 mile to the west.
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	4338-1.88L-1
	· Keep: This road is vital to transporting salt and blocks up into the northern eastern part of this pasture. The hills to the north are rough with sever verticals. I haul supplements up as far as I am able in the truck and then, using a horse, I pack them in away from the road the prescribed distance. There is a salt shack that is un-useable but shows the length of time that this road has made access possible in this part of the pasture for range management. This road was once a loop that tied into 4745 and is still visible and passable up until Cornelia Damn. It hasn’t been used since I became the permitee in 1997, but you can see logistically how it would facilitate a loop so one didn’t have to backtrack. As long as 4338 is left in place that is sufficient.  I would also note that this road leads to Bear Tank, another vital asset to range management of this pasture. Bear Tank currently doesn’t hold water for any length of time and is on my request list to be repaired. The only other dirt tank tin this area is North Tank to the north-west of Bear. It is a good tank but is very small. It is a very long distance between Middle and Bishop Tanks so North Tank isn’t utilized because there isn’t a current “stepping stone” water hole.….cattle just don’t travel up that way, in rugged country, without water at Bear.
	Not on Sierra Vista Ranger District

	77
	4601
	· Keep open; limited access and loop road
· If there is public access along route 4601 from the private lands, we recommend this road be retained as “open to all vehicles”. However, if public access is available along route 4600 from the private lands, then we would not object to closing route 4601.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Decommission

	431
	4601-1.41L-1
	· Should be open to all motorized vehicles important hunting 4x4 rec open with L-2 and 5744
	Decommission

	5
	4602
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· See comment above pertaining to route 138. Route 4602 could also provide important access to the Arizona Trail. If route 138 cannot be designated for permitted use, then recommend route 4602 be designated as “restricted to administrative or permitted use only”. This would allow the Forest Service to provide permitted use on this road for volunteers performing trail maintenance on the Arizona Trail.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Change Designation to NFSR ML1

	79
	4604
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Alamo Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Alamo Canyon
· Leave south half of the road open, close north half approaching riparian area. Camping and hunting
	Decommission

	574/575
	4604-0.10
	· Keep open; limited access to that range
	Decommission

	439
	4604-1.41L-2
	· We concur with designation of ML2 “open to all vehicles” if the map is in error. We do not concur with the designation of “restricted use”

· Open along with 5744 and 4601-1.41L-1 Important 4x4 and camping opportunities while hunting

· If these routes are need for range improvement and pipeline access, they should be designated as “ restricted to administrative or permitted use only’” not as open to all vehicles
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	N/A
	4609
	· A portion of this road is blocked by locked gate preventing public access into Corral Cyn., due to USFW closure request. Consider consulting with FW and opening for public access.
· Road build, then closed by consult with USFS; consider new consultation for reopening to public
	Not in Proposed Action

	578
	4610-1.63L-1
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access
	Decommission

	15
	4611
	· Rd.4611 NFSR should be so
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	81
	4612


	· Keep open for loop road

· Propose for restricted-use for range access 
· Keep open since allows hunter and recreational loop rd. access around private property. It also allows fire crew access and fire break due to private property concerns in canyon. Option- From 236 to 461 could restrict to OHV travel only. 
· The proposed change would decommission .94 miles of this road. Comment: The proposed change would remove an important connector road. Currently, route 158 is blocked by a private landowner on both sides of the private parcel, i.e., one cannot travel from route 236 through the private parcel to route 158. It is important to retain route 4612 as “open to all vehicles” as it provides connectivity between routes 236, 4610, and 158. Without route 4612, one cannot travel from the Vaughn Canyon road area over to route 158 northwest of the private land. This area has high recreational value and the Forest Service should restore the historical connection between routes 158 and 236 by keeping route 4612 open to all vehicles. In our view, the Huachuca TAP erred by not considering the public access and recreational value provided by this route.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Border Patrol; Used daily. Connects FSR4610-236
· Border Patrol; Used daily. Connects FSR4610-236
· Need this connection to circumvent any road closure on private; allow fire fighter access
	Decommission

	82
	4613
	· Keep small spur open since allows access around private property for recreational public and hunters

· Keep spur open to bypass Private important Recreation/hunting access
	Decommission

	579
	4615-2.23R-1
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access 
· Allow access for leasee to waterline and troughs along with hunter access.
· Allow Hunter and lessee access to water improvement
	Decommission

	83
	4618
	· Ok with proposal
	Decommission

	87
	4620
	· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion.
	Decommission

	88
	4620A
	· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. Sign on the road, goes to a power line for maintenance
	Decommission

	N/A
	4626
	· The portion of this road that starts at 4626-25.3R-1 and ends at new tank could be change to NFSR. I use this road too check the gates when I have cattle in the area but the road is not necessary for any other use. I use a quad to access this road 3 month of the year.
	Not in Proposed Action

	579
	4626-2.34R-1
	· Access to GF water development. Need admin. Access.
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	Not in handout believe a misprint meant to be 4626-2.34R-1 Line 579
	4626-2.23R-1
	· Need Access for GF water facility, at least leave as admin
	No recommendation/ not analyzed- if assumed to be 4626 2.34R-1- Decommission

	92
	4629
	· This short segment runs NW/SE near Down Under Tank. We are unaware that this route is used by vehicles. This route is the ANST, and we wish to ensure that it remains open for trail use. 
	Decommission

	N/A
	4630
	· 4630 to 5757 Bypass private by using unnamed road around private, very important to BP and hunters
	Not in Proposed Action

	585
	4630-361R-1
	· Access proposed water project and salt placement. (North Red Rock Pastures)
	Decommission

	94
	4633
	· This road is very important for supplement distribution since it is high and away from water. The forest service also has a well that was drilled several years ago and has plans to have fracturing work done to this well. This road is the only access to this well. Without this the cattle will not go in these high mountain and will stay in the bottom on the canyon s close to water. This road is needed to manage the unitization levels.

· The southerly end of this segment is the ANST, ATA does not want this route closed to non-motorized trail use.
· Keep access open to Middle Cyn. for hunters, leasee. Water tank and well access if decides to develop for grazing use. Also, used by Border patrol. Part of Arizona Trail system. 
· Border Patrol; Used daily as sole access to Middle Canyon

· Border Patrol; Used daily as sole access to Middle Canyon
· Access for Hunting, water facilities, BP, to Middle Canyon
	Decommission

	N/A
	4633 A
	· This road appears on the map but not on the table of proposed changes. It too is part of the ANST.
	Not in Proposed Action

	95
	4634
	· This road goes up Middle Canyon. This is a very high drug trafficking are coming off the Arizona Trail. This road is washed out and only a quad can get to the water and the fence. This is a Rough County and this road is needed to distribute cattle supplement and check fence

· Border Patrol; Used daily as sole access to Middle Canyon 

· Border Patrol; Used daily as sole access to Middle Canyon 
· Keep open, spur roads provide camping opportunity right of HWY 83
	Decommission

	96
	4635
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access
· Keep spur roads open for camping. These short roads offer popular dispersed camping sites for hunters and other recreational users. Gets camps off of Highway 83.
	Decommission

	587
	4635-Disp CG 3
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access
	Decommission

	19
	4636
	· Keep open. Allows access to Dove tank, which provides access to hunters, leasee, and dept. agencies conducting T&E species surveys. Close beyond Dove Tank at intersection w/ 4735-2027R-1. Potential location of water development renovation.
· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them. 
· The proposed change would decommission 2.01 miles of route 4636 and .95 miles of route 5768. It would designate route 4636-0.25R-1 as restricted to “administrative or permitted use only”. Comment: Route 4636 offers public access from Hwy 83 to hiking and camping destinations in the very scenic Turkey Creek area. Route 5768 provides access from route 4636 to route 4749 where hikers can access the Arizona Trail. These routes have high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”. However, if the Forest Service is strongly opposed to this, then route 4636-0.25R-1 should be designated as “open to all vehicles”. This route provides an alternative access route from Hwy 83 to route 4749 and has high recreational value for the access it providesX3 (FORM LETTER) 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Hidden Tank

· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Hidden Tank
· Road should be on maps along 4x4 jeep trail alignment
· We would like to re-iterate that route 4636 offers public access from Hwy 83 to desirable hiking and camping destinations in the very scenic Turkey Creek area.   In addition, route 4636-0.25R-1 provides access from route 4636 to route 4749 where hikers can access the Arizona Trail in the Canelo Hills.  These routes have high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”.  However, we are not opposed to closure of a short portion of route 4636 where it is in the Turkey Creek drainage (as indicated by the black dashed line on the map below).   
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	446
	4636-0.25R-1
	· I would ask consideration that at a minimum, the restricted roads be unrestricted for public use. To close these roads to the public and allow travel by Forest Service, Border Patrol and Permitees only is not reasonable and gains nothing environmentally.
· Keep open. Access from Hwy. 83 to 4892 important as loop road for hunter access, border patrol, fire access around private property throughout Turkey Ck.
· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them. 
· The proposed change would decommission 2.01 miles of route 4636 and .95 miles of route 5768. It would designate route 4636-0.25R-1 as restricted to “administrative or permitted use only”. Comment: Route 4636 offers public access from Hwy 83 to hiking and camping destinations in the very scenic Turkey Creek area. Route 5768 provides access from route 4636 to route 4749 where hikers can access the Arizona Trail. These routes have high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”. However, if the Forest Service is strongly opposed to this, then route 4636-0.25R-1 should be designated as “open to all vehicles”. This route provides an alternative access route from Hwy 83 to route 4749 and has high recreational value for the access it provides.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Leave open to connect loop between 83, Law enforcement uses this area frequently and if under admin use only, the public will lose a significant road. Nesting concerns for Goshawks, are important, but there are other areas that they are targeted for theft too. The person(s) responsible, if still in the area, will continue to go into that roadway whether open or closed to the public. Don’t let the criminals stop public along with historic route. 4639 Historic 4x4 road marked on Forest Maps, traveled for decades, remote camping, and hunting

· Provides a connection between state highway 83 and 4636 and 4892. If this road is available to the USFS, then as taxpayers it should be available to the PUBLIC. These provide loops for jeep and dual sport riders.  

· We would like to re-iterate that route 4636 offers public access from Hwy 83 to desirable hiking and camping destinations in the very scenic Turkey Creek area.   In addition, route 4636-0.25R-1 provides access from route 4636 to route 4749 where hikers can access the Arizona Trail in the Canelo Hills.  These routes have high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”.  However, we are not opposed to closure of a short portion of route 4636 where it is in the Turkey Creek drainage (as indicated by the black dashed line on the map below).   
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	99
	4639
	· Access for maintenance of above ground pipeline, storage tank, 2 troughs, and salting. (North Red Rock Pastures)
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access S. Red Rock Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access S. Red Rock Canyon
	Decommission

	100
	4641
	· The proposed change would re-designate 1.55 miles from “open to all vehicles” to “restricted to administrative or permitted use only”. Comment: This road provides access to North Saddle Mountain and has recreational value for a wide variety of forest users. Recommend it be retained as “open to all vehicles”. It should be noted that the last .71 miles of route 4641 is proposed to be decommissioned to protect a roost site for the lesser long-nosed bat. We are not objecting to that closure.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Border Patrol Used weekly for access N. Saddle Mountain
· Border Patrol Used weekly for access N. Saddle Mountain
· Important access should remain open from 139 to end of road, east of North Saddle Mt.
· We appreciate that this road is proposed fro decommissioning in order to protect habitat for the lesser long-nosed bat.
	Decommission

	101
	4642
	· Border Patrol: Used weekly for access to Kunde Mountains
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Kunde Mountain,

· Keep important access open for recreation. Road could be deadened for public before going up Kunde Mt. This road should remain open in conjunction with 4641 and 139
	Decommission

	104
	4646
	· We road to haul water and put out salt and meal and to locate cattle in different areas of grazing. High drug foot trafficking in the area is real bad. Also, this road would be a big help to fire crews when needed
	Decommission

	109
	4657
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· FSR 4657 leave open as it creates another loop to ride, if erosion is a problem a few water bars could fix that.
· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access north of Cumero Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access north of Cumero Canyon
	Decommission

	452
	4662-2.33R-1
	· Route 4662-2.33R-1 connects forest roads 4662 and 4675.  It is shown on the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Access Guide as an approved OHV route (it’s shown on the access guide map as route 4677).  This route has been part of an OHV loop system in the South Patagonia’s and has important public access and recreational value.  Please see also our comment letter of February 26, 2012 that discussed the importance of the South Patagonia’s OHV Area.  If this route is suitable for use by a permittee, then it should be open to the public as well.  It should be noted that this route is entirely on the national forest and does not traverse any private lands.  We strongly recommend this road be designated as “open to all vehicles”.   
	Adds and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	111
	4666
	· Border Patrol; is patrolled daily and it leads to border fence infrastructure 
· Border Patrol; is patrolled daily and it leads to border fence infrastructure
· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	112
	4668
	· Border Patrol; Leads to the line shack. Fastest routes into the line shack area in case of an emergency 
· Border Patrol; Leads to the line shack. Fastest routes into the line shack area in case of an emergency

· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	113
	4669
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	

	114
	4670
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Decommission

	469-473
	4673-0.07L-2

4674-0.31R-1

4674-0.31R-2

4674-0.045R-1

4674-0.56R-1
	· For what purpose are these unauthorized roads proposed for additional motorized trails? What benefit do they provide and what are potential impacts to the forest resources?
	Add as NFST OHV (Motorized Trail)

	454
	4675-1.02R-1
	· This route connects forest road 4675 and routes 4677 and 4677-1.09R-1 (which is a proposed addition to the forest road system with a designation as “open to all vehicles”).   Route 4675-1.02R-1 provides an OHV backcountry loop opportunity in the South Patagonia’s and has important public access and recreational value.  If this route is suitable   for use by a permittee, then it should be open to the public as well.  It should be noted that this route is entirely on the national forest and does not traverse any private lands.  We strongly recommend this road be designated as “open to all    vehicles”.   
	Adds and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	24
	4676
	·  Why is restricted access needed? No explanation is provided in the rational. Is located on highly erodible soils
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	393
	4677-1.09R-1
	· we concur and support this designation.
	Adds as NFSR

	N/A
	4678
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access European Mine 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access European Mine
	Not in Proposed Action

	123
	4680
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access south end of Cumero Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access south end of Cumero Canyon
	Decommission

	124
	4681
	· Keep open; connects 4659 to 4897
· The proposed change would decommission 2.43 miles of this road. Comment: This route offers 4WD enthusiasts a scenic backcountry ride and is an important connector between the Soldier Basin area and route 4659. It has high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER) 
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Soldier Basin and Guajalote Flats
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Soldier Basin and Guajalote Flats
· Why is restricted access needed?
· FS 4681 Cutoff to FS 4695- Soldier Basin to Guadajote Flats- Excellent 4WD road to provide training for intermediate drivers and 4WD recreation. Has been used by many groups for over 100 years with very little degradation X4 (Form Letter)

	Decommission

	126
	4684
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Alum Gulch
· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Alum Gulch
· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. Gated but not impassable
	Decommission

	128
	4689
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Saddle Mt.

· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Saddle Mt.

· Provides remote Saddle Mountain Access off main road
	Decommission

	129
	4691
	· Access for supplement feeding and salting. (Dunham Pasture)
· Used to check and fix a drinker and place salt
	Decommission

	29
	4694
	· I believe this route is washed out in a few places but “restricted” use is ok

· Excellent area for deer, javelin and bird hunting. If FS is concerned with access to tric tank, restrict the last 100 feet X4 (Form Letter)
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	N/A
	4695
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Red Hill

· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Red Hill
· FS 4681 Cutoff to FS 4695- Soldier Basin to Guadajote Flats- Excellent 4WD road to provide training for intermediate drivers and 4WD recreation. Has been used by many groups for over 100 years with very little degradation X4 (Form Letter)
	Not in the Proposed Action 
Bullet 3 is recommendation from public



	130
	4695 A
	· Use for salt and mineral feeding

· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· The proposed change would decommission the entire 2.13 miles of this road. Comment: This route provides access to Guajalote Flat which is a popular hiking and camping destination. It also offers 4WD enthusiasts a popular semi-loop ride by combining this route with route 4695. Route 4695A has high recreational value and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· I feel that FSR 4695A should be left open as it ends in scenic area that I enjoy going to, it really gets very little use so why close it.


· Border Patrol; Used daily  from Flying R Ranch to Guajalote

· Border Patrol; Used daily  from Flying R Ranch to Guajalote
· Road should remain open for important hunter access
· Quick, easy to return to FS 49 and provides a very scenic loop road X3 (Form Letter)
· Quick, easy to return to FS 49 and provides a very scenic loop road. Good access for hunting, hiking, etc 
	Decommission

	621
	4695-0.50L-1
	· Important recreation access open with 4695A
	Decommission

	N/A
	4696
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	132
	4699
	· FSR 4699 should be left open to create a loop, going back on the same road is okay but it also creates more wear on that road. If access to riparian area is a problem a little fencing could solve that problem.
· Border Patrol; Used daily. Connects FSR49-FSR4695 Through Guajalote Flats 
· Border Patrol; Used daily. Connects FSR49-FSR4695 Through Guajalote Flats
	Decommission

	133
	4700
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Provides necessary access to west slope of range
	Decommission

	134
	4701
	· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Remain open for hunting recreational access
	Decommission

	135
	4702
	· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
	Decommission

	136
	4703
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Gold Baum Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Gold Baum Canyon
· Along fence lines of Farrell Allotment pasturages, part of 5523 is coincident with the UniSource 13.8KV powerline ROW. Much of 5523 was originally a ridge by-pass of 4686 which became impassible from thick native clays during heavy rains. Parts often used by the Hale Ranch to put out Salt/supplements and access to cattle hiding in backcountry. It provides access to AZ minerals inc. unpatented claims. Change to “restricted” use preferable to abandonment
	Decommission

	137
	4704
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Decommission

	N/A
	4707
	· Used to get to a well, corral and to place salt
	Not in Proposed Action

	624
	4707-0.48R-1
	· Develop x-over road from 5500 to 4707 to bypass private property. Will allow access around private property.
· Open together with 49-9.78L-1; 5500, and 4707. Access necessary to bypass private property between 61 and 5500. 5500 shows open on private, no guarantee. Build small connection between 5500 keep public access for hunting and recreation. Close segments of these at intersection where portions of roads not needed
	Decommission

	139
	4708
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	140
	4709
	· FSR 4709 leave open for another loop to cut down on back and forth traffic.
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	394
	4709-old trail
	· Why is this unauthorized road proposed for inclusion as “ open to all vehicles”? If it is need for range permit access it should be listed as “restricted to administrative or permitted use only”.
	Add as NFSR

	395
	4713-1.16L-1
	· Why is this unauthorized road needed?
	Add as NFSR

	143
	4716A
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	145
	4718 A
	· Used to get to well
	Decommission

	146
	4719
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER) 
· Border Patrol; Access to Benton Mine. Used Daily 
· Border Patrol; Access to Benton Mine. Used Daily
	Decommission

	148
	4720
	· Do not decommission as they are used by all; 4WD, hunting, Rock hounding, quads, hiking etc. X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	N/A
	4720-4721
	· Add connection road from 4720 to 4721 (allow to remain open), to bypass private land and gain access into otherwise inaccessible area – make into OHV only. 

· Should remain open for important hunter access. Also bypasses private property otherwise could be landlocked Forest lands
	Not in Proposed Action/ recommendation from public

	149
	4721


	· The proposed change would decommission 1.41 miles of this road. Comment: This route should be re-designated as a non-motorized trail. Rationale is that it offers a hiking route to a ridgeline in the Patagonia Mountains where a hike can be made to Mt Washington.X3 (FORM LETTER) 
· Border Patrol; Used daily  for access to Border through Sycamore Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used daily  for access to Border through Sycamore Canyon
· For what  permitted or administrative uses are these roads needed, as the rational states they are important for wildlife habitat connectivity and should be protected from human use

· Do not decommission as they are used by all; 4WD, hunting, Rock hounding, quads, hiking etc. X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	151
	4723
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	628-632
	4726 spurs 1,2,3,4,5
	· We regularly use these forest roads and request they not be closed
· I use these roads

· 4726 spurs 1 thru 5---agree if ok with Border Patrol
	Decommission

	155
	4727
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Arlene Tank 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Arlene Tank
	Decommission

	398
	4727-1.13L-5
	·  We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER) 

· For what recreational uses is this road needed?

· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Add as NFSR

	156
	4729
	· Retain 4729 off Road 61 (Lochiel Rd) to Huachuca Tank

· Hunting at tank and permittee interest, leave open

· I use this road
	Decommission

	400
	4730-0.60R-2
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER) 
	Add as NFSR

	458
	4732‐2.14R
	· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	401
	4732-4734
	· I fully support opening the route as illustrated on the plan map. This would provide better access from Parker Lake side to the Jones Mesa Area. This is also a high use area by the Border Patrol

· Parking. We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER) 
	Add as NFSR

	640
	4733 Dan Tank
	· Keep open. Allows access to Dan Tank, which provides access to hunters, leasee, and dept. agencies conducting T&E species surveys. Close beyond Dan Tank.
· Border Patrol; Daily access to Dan Tank
· Border Patrol; Daily access to Dan Tank
· Keep access open to Dan Tank, close road after tank
	Decommission

	402
	4734-4762
	· I fully support opening the route as illustrated on the plan map. This would provide better access from Parker Lake side to the Jones Mesa Area. This is also a high use area by the Border Patrol
· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Add as NFSR

	N/A
	4735
	· make a “feed loop” and should be a KEEP. The Santa Gretudis windmill is not noted on the map but it is serviced by 4736 and allows one supplement distribution route for the entire pasture.
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Dove Tank 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Dove Tank
	Not in Proposed Action

	641
	4735-1.22L
	· Keep: Like the majority of the roads I would like to keep, this road has been in existence since my Grandmother owned the ranch and ran the same allotment. You will note that this short road is an efficient link to 4748 and more importantly to the convergence of 4735 and 4737 from which all of the main arteries roads of the ranch initiate. Supplements, fencing materials and other integral material for ranch management are stored on the 160 acres of Picnic Deeded. If this road is removed then I will have to go an extra 3 miles to get to the meeting point of 4735 & 4737. The Lazy J2 Ranch is on the market. It can be purchased intact, and with USFS approval, with the allotment… or it can be split into 2 large parcels that are contiguous to the USFS and the new owner can therefore file for the permit. I will be retaining the 160 acres of Picnic Deeded for my permanent home after retirement. #4735 will be my only access out of my property to the Forest, for which I hold a recorded equestrian easement.
	Decommission

	642
	4735-2.27R-1
	· REMOVE EW running spur ONLY: This road was created by the Border Patrol when they were in pursuit, they actually when through the fence, bending T posts and ripping out barbed wire. Unfortunately because of the tracks hunters and border patrol continue to use it. 5 times I have hauled or dragged dead tree limps to barricade the road. It is now worse because someone has arrived at the fence line and driven north, down hill along the fence to make a mini-loop. The EW portion of 4735-2.27R-1 should be obliterated; however that portion of the spur that completes the 4736 route that connects to 4735 and 4737 should be KEPT
	Decommission

	159
	4736
	· make a “feed loop” and should be a KEEP. The Santa Gretudis windmill is not noted on the map but it is serviced by 4736 and allows one supplement distribution route for the entire pasture.
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Dove Tank

· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Dove Tank
· Open, then close at 4735-2.27R-1 Need for Dove Tank Access. A popular hunting location and potential for re-development of existing water source
	Decommission

	643
	4738-1.88L-1
	· Road is access to Bear Tank, which allows hunter, leasee, and agency personnel to conduct T&E and sensitive species survey. Close road beyond tank, not at proposed site off 4738. 
· Access needed to Bear Tank. Close road beyond tank. Important to maintain access, do not close at 4738
	Decommission

	N/A
	4740
	· Access for maintenance dirt tank and salting

· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Cherry Creek 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Cherry Creek
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	4741
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	4742
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Cherry Creek
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Cherry Creek
	Not in Proposed Action

	646
	4742-4740
	· Allow for connection for loop 4x4 camping, quail hunting in bottom
	Decommission

	161
	4745
	· The red at the north end of 4745 REMOVE
	Decommission

	403
	4745-1.24R-1
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Why is public access neede on this unauthorized road? If it is needed for use by Border Patrol, fire management, and wildlife agencies, it should be designated as “restricted to administrative or permitted use only”.
	Add as NFSR

	647
	4746-0.28R-1
	· Keep: When this ranch was intact as the original Lazy J2 Ranch and subsequently the KiHeKah Sections 11 & 12 were part of the ranch. With the subdivision of the KiHeKah in the late 1980s, it eliminated USFS access to what is now only a 40 ac parcel with a windmill that is vital to this pasture. At one time the owner of that 40 was the holder of the allotment. This little section of road is the only access to 4746 which turns into 4745 if that parcel stands alone.
	Decommission

	162
	4748
	· Keep: 4748 is a road leading from the NE most corner of Picnic to the only gate along the entire E-W fence line between Picnic Deeded and the APACHE Pasture. Not having that gate and motorized ranch access into Apache will cause enormous inconvenience in additional miles travelled. One would have to go all the way around from 4735 to 4748 to 4745 or 4735 to 4737 to 4745.1 to 4745, this is miles. You can see that that little, less than ¼ mile of road saves enormously when driving cattle or moving supplements out of Picnic Deeded.
· Border Patrol; Daily access to A-Bar Draw 
· Border Patrol; Daily access to A-Bar Draw
	Decommission

	163
	4749
	· We do not find these segments on the map. We assume the .24 mile segment connects with 5768 and 4636 and is to be decommissioned. But we do not find the .7 mile segment. As these lie in the area of the ASNT, we request clarification.
· The proposed change would decommission 2.01 miles of route 4636 and .95 miles of route 5768. It would designate route 4636-0.25R-1 as restricted to “administrative or permitted use only”. Comment: Route 4636 offers public access from Hwy 83 to hiking and camping destinations in the very scenic Turkey Creek area. Route 5768 provides access from route 4636 to route 4749 where hikers can access the Arizona Trail. These routes have high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”. However, if the Forest Service is strongly opposed to this, then route 4636-0.25R-1 should be designated as “open to all vehicles”. This route provides an alternative access route from Hwy 83 to route 4749 and has high recreational value for the access it provides.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Why is restricted access needed on this route?
	Decommission

	404
	4749-4740
	· The NE’ly end of this unauthorized route connects to the ANST. We believe that opening it to motorized use will increase conflicts between motorized and non-motorized trail use and increase the potential for unauthorized motorized use of the ANST to the south.
· This road does not currently connect. Option is to open for OHV use beyond dam, or modify road for public travel 
· Parking. We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Why is access needed to the area provided by this unauthorized road?
	Add as NFSR

	164
	4753
	· A large number of the roads being proposed for closure are “connectors”, or roads that link two remaining roads together. Closure of these roads not only causes an inconvenience for users (of the roads they connect), but doubles the mileage that must be driven by hunters and other users wishing to survey the area as they now would have to drive in several miles on one road, drive back out, and repeat the process on the other road.
	Decommission

	165
	4754
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	405
	4755-1.26R-1
	· The road 4761 to 4755 to the proposed 4755-1.26R1 has been present to my personal knowledge since at least 1975. It has not changed, eroded or been altered in any significant manner since I first travelled on it in the 1970's.
· Agree. This road has been there and travelled also since the early 70's???
	Add as NFSR

	648
	4756-1.56R-1
	· A large number of the roads being proposed for closure are “connectors”, or roads that link two remaining roads together. Closure of these roads not only causes an inconvenience for users (of the roads they connect), but doubles the mileage that must be driven by hunters and other users wishing to survey the area as they now would have to drive in several miles on one road, drive back out, and repeat the process on the other road.
· The closure of 4756-1.56R-1 makes no sense at all. This is a highly used loop road for hunters, 4-wheelers and make a great scenic drive. There are numerous fine camping sites and ample down firewood. This provides access to a dirt water tank and some corrals at the bottom. This has been open for at least 25 years and has seen no significant change over that time. There is a 20-30 yard spot of erosion/runoff on uphill side coming out of the wash which is about a foot deep. This could easily be fixed with a few men and a couple hours. Why not involve user groups to help fix some of these roads and keep them open. I would recommend keeping this loop road and camping area open for the above stated reasons.
· I would also suggest that 4756-1.56R-1 remain open to complete the loop road to 194. This has been present at least since 1983, has seen little or No change or erosion, has a number of excellent campsites in the bottom of the canyon and sees high usage by Deer, Quail , Javalina and Turkey hunters.
· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them. 
	Decommission

	35
	4757
	· Closures of make the already challenging access the Peterson Peak, upper Merritt Canyon and upper Lyle Canyon nearly impossible for all but the youngest and most vigorous. Access from the North-east through Fort Huachuca is not possible. The blockage of the road to Gate number 7 (4759) combined with the Fort make access from the south-east excessively difficult for my kids. Road 4759 also gives access to the Crest trail. I expect the Law R.S 2477 to be applied to these roads which are grandfathered as they existed prior to the law being rescinded in 1976

· The NE/SSW trending portion of this route is part of the ANST and we wish to ensure it remains open, that is, trail use is a “permitted use.”

· A large number of the roads being proposed for closure are “connectors”, or roads that link two remaining roads together. Closure of these roads not only causes an inconvenience for users (of the roads they connect), but doubles the mileage that must be driven by hunters and other users wishing to survey the area as they now would have to drive in several miles on one road, drive back out, and repeat the process on the other road.
· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.

· I would ask consideration that at a minimum, the restricted roads be unrestricted for public use. To close these roads to the public and allow travel by Forest Service, Border Patrol and Permitees only is not reasonable and gains nothing environmentally.
· Given that 83PC along with 4757 and 4759 (spurs to 83PC) are used on a regular basis already, I simply do not see any advantage of closing them to the public and the property owners in the area. One might also wish to factor in the considerable amount of revenue generated by hunters in the area what would be taken elsewhere if access is removed
· This road, along with adjoining roads 4757 and 4759, has allowed access for hunters of not only deer, but also wild turkey, bear, mountain lion, quail and javelina. It is an important access road to many people who love the outdoors and respectfully use the land as intended, for horseback riding, hiking and quietly "getting away from it all." I personally have hiked up the road many a time by myself to enjoy the beautiful views into the far valleys.
· Why is restricted access needed to this area? As the rational states, the area provides important habitat for a rich diversity of aquatic species, including rare species

· Disagree. (Scotia Loop) Surveys have not shown Sonoran Salamanders in the scotia Canyon water. Spring snails and Huachuca Umbrel populations are focused around the Peterson spring ponds. These critters can't tell the difference from BP or FS vehicles vs. public vehicles.
· This is a public road that is forest service determined should be ‘for their use only’. It goes to stock tanks and is great exploration. This is the PUBLIC’S FOREST; it does not belong to the Forest Service. If they can use this road, then so can the public. This is passable forest road and being the public’s domain, the public should be allowed to access. Who are you ‘saving the fish for”?
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	649
	4757-0.22L-1
	· ---Agree
	Decommission

	36
	4759
	· Do not concur with the redesignation of the 1.76 miles of FR-4759 as “restricted access: as indicated in Table 2 and EMA map 3. This road provides the only reasonable vehicle route for hikers to access to the Crest Trail and the upper region of the Huachuca Mountain from the northwest side of the mountain range. Although it would be desirable to keep FR-4759 “open to all vehicles” to point where it intersect the Crest Trail (0.2 miles from Gat 7), we can live with the situation if it is kept “ open to all vehicles, ML2 “ to the point where FR-4759 intersects road 4759-1.25L-1

· closures of make the already challenging access the Peterson Peak, upper Merritt Canyon and upper Lyle Canyon nearly impossible for all but the youngest and most vigorous. Access from the North-east through Fort Huachuca is not possible. The blockage of the road to Gate number 7 (4759) combined with the Fort make access from the south-east excessively difficult for my kids. Road 4759 also gives access to the Crest trail. I expect the Law R.S 2477 to be applied to these roads which are grandfathered as they existed prior to the law being rescinded in 1976

· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.
· I would ask consideration that at a minimum, the restricted roads be unrestricted for public use. To close these roads to the public and allow travel by Forest Service, Border Patrol and Permitees only is not reasonable and gains nothing environmentally.
· This road has important public access and recreational uses. It provides access to the Huachuca’s Crest Trail which crosses the road west of the Fort Huachuca boundary. During multiple trash cleanup events along the Crest Trail, this road was used to stage hikes to the cleanup areas and to haul out numerous bags of trash. The road also offers 4WD enthusiasts a scenic backcountry ride into the Huachuca’s. Restricting this road would close off a large area of the forest to the public. Recommend it be retained as “open to all vehicles” due to its high value for recreation and public access X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Given that 83PC along with 4757 and 4759 (spurs to 83PC) are used on a regular basis already, I simply do not see any advantage of closing them to the public and the property owners in the area. One might also wish to factor in the considerable amount of revenue generated by hunters in the area what would be taken elsewhere if access is removed
· This road, along with adjoining roads 4757 and 4759, has allowed access for hunters of not only deer, but also wild turkey, bear, mountain lion, quail and javelina. It is an important access road to many people who love the outdoors and respectfully use the land as intended, for horseback riding, hiking and quietly "getting away from it all." I personally have hiked up the road many a time by myself to enjoy the beautiful views into the far valleys.
· This is a public road that is forest service determined should be ‘for their use only’. It goes to stock tanks and is great exploration. This is the PUBLIC’S FOREST; it does not belong to the Forest Service. If they can use this road, then so can the public
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	167
	4760
	· Cannot be found from 228 or Sunnyside, so correct determination to remove from the map
	Decommission

	168
	4761
	· Keep open. Road travels only short distance in sensitive soils and important access for hunters and leasee to check dirt tanks and conduct routine maintenance. 
· The listed left hand (northerly branch) of 4761 was graded about 20 years ago and went up the creek bottom. Due to severe erosive effects, it lasted about 2 years before it became non-passable. This is a classic example of a road in the wrong place. To my knowledge it has not been passable for at least 15+ years.
· Border Patrol; Used daily for access to Sunnyside Canyon

· Border Patrol; Used daily for access to Sunnyside Canyon
· Important Access to remain open for hunter access and permittee. Soil instability only over short segment, worth maintaining
·  Disagree---- (Road to rocky point/pond point) Would agree if keep south branch 4755 open. Excellent and long used campsites all along this road to 4755. first part of 4755 has been used for gravel/rock for road repair in past. North branch of 4761 should be closed as it has been impassable for years.
· This is a rocky 4x4 road, but passable. Great exploration for the public with the proper vehicle. It is ROCK, it is not used extensively, it is NOT erodible due to the occasional 4x4 passing over it

	Decommission

	169
	4765 A
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them.
· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create saftey hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· 4765A has been used for many years and pre-dates 1976. It is heavily used by Quail, deer and Javalina hunters to access several Canyons in the area. This road is unchanged over the last 30 years and is heavily used by the Border Patrol.
· Border Patrol; Connects School Canyon to FSR48. Used daily
· Border Patrol; Connects School Canyon to FSR48. Used daily
· Leave open to bypass potential private property closures between FS 48- FS- 61.
· Disagree, (road on flat above sunnyside ranch house) this provides hunting access for deer, Javalina and quail hunters. 5606 is blocked by private property and blocks access to much of this area.
· Goes south- is in use along the fence line. Established road. Exactly where is the ‘riparian’ area
	Decommission

	170
	4770
	· Disagree (Mud Springs loop) Would keep open to Mud Springs. provides access to hunting areas. could close creek bottom loop if keep 4914A open for hunting access.
	Decommission

	652
	4770-0.05L-1
	· Keep open to loop with segment of 4770

· ---Disagree (Mud Springs loop) Has been present for 30 years or more, provides good hunting access.
· This is a 4X4 road, but passable. It connects to 4770 and makes a loop; which the forest service ‘says’ they try to do. It should be marked 4x4. Goes to a stock pond. This is an exploration road, does no damage
	Decommission

	171
	4772
	· road to Wakefield Mine-----Disagree. Provides access to wilderness boundary. 1985 Wilderness blocked 4-5 miles of long existing road access from the north and south into this particular area.
· Close for more wilderness. Explore/camp on these roads
	Decommission

	172
	4775
	· Keep open. These roads lead to wilderness boundary, trail heads, cave access, and spring which used by leasee to supply water to livestock via pipeline.
· There are existing dispersed campsites in the area of the junction of route 4775 and route 4776. We do not object to the proposed decommissioning of these roads as long as the Forest Service maintains motorized access to the traditional dispersed campsites in this area. This area offers dispersed camping for folks who hike the Ida Canyon and Oversite Canyon trails.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Leave open for access to Wilderness, quiet recreation opportunities same as 4776

· These two roads have good camping

· Agree

· These two road are used to get to Miller canyon trails. Is on of the few roads that goes up into the pine from the south side of the mountain

· Closing to add wilderness, camping. They do NO damage…closing. These are BOTH USFS authorized roads. They do NO damage…closing them simply shows the true intent of the forest service- to expand the wilderness without legislation.
	Decommission

	653
	4775-0.17R-1
	· ---Agree
· Small spur- camping 300 ft. rule
	Decommission

	173
	4776
	· Keep open. These roads lead to wilderness boundary, trail heads, cave access, and spring which used by leasee to supply water to livestock via pipeline.

· There are existing dispersed campsites in the area of the junction of route 4775 and route 4776. We do not object to the proposed decommissioning of these roads as long as the Forest Service maintains motorized access to the traditional dispersed campsites in this area. This area offers dispersed camping for folks who hike the Ida Canyon and Oversite Canyon trails.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Leave open for access to Wilderness, quiet recreation opportunities same as 4776

· These two roads have good camping

· These two road are used to get to Miller canyon trails. Is on of the few roads that goes up into the pine from the south side of the mountain

· Closing to add wilderness, camping. They do NO damage…closing. These are BOTH USFS authorized roads. They do NO damage…closing them simply shows the true intent of the forest service- to expand the wilderness without legislation.
	Decommission

	174
	4777
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	654
	4780-1.29R-1
	· ---Disagree goes to water tank on flats, probably used by BP also.
	Decommission

	176
	4781
	· Border Patrol; Used daily for access to Yaqui Spring and the International Boundary
· Border Patrol; Used daily for access to Yaqui Spring and the International Boundary
· ---(road to Yaqui Springs)---Disagree, provides hunting access.
	Decommission

	177
	4782
	· Border Patrol; Copper Canyon. Currently slated for decommission. This would be used almost daily to get close to the Crest Trail/Miller Peak Wilderness just west of the Montezuma Pass. Suggest a NSFT restricted classification

· We regularly use these forest roads and request they not be closed
· ---(road to Copper Canyon mine)--- not sure, Is it passable? Has had locked gate for many years. Heavy runoff from last year may have blitzed this road.

· This road is very short and rugged only a few 4x4 can get into the mine and camp area- but almost all four wheelers can enjoy this camping spot. Like so many of these roads it should be set aside for 4 wheelers only
· Should remain open. This is the only access to Copper Canyon which is a gold bearing area
	Decommission

	37
	4784
	· In Ash Canyon, the closures of a number of small roads to the creek bottom will prevent access for the prospecting users and holders of Placer claims. Ash Canyon has been a well known Gold mining area for 100 years. With the massive burn in the canyon this past Summer, the next few years are likely to have extensive runoff and erosion regardless of the presence of these minor roads. Gold movement from these runoffs will be a boon the recreational miners. Why not leave these roads open to allow access for maximum use of this area? The roads involved here are: 5728; 5728-0.08L-1; 4013-0.34L-1; 4013-0.32L-1; 59 and 4784. I would recommend leaving these open for maximum use by the recreational miners.
· Disagree, (Ash Canyon road) If open to BP, FS should be open to public.

· Disagree; restricted roads should be open to all.
· This is the new ‘border patrol’ road. This is public land and a proven fact that when there is civilian traffic, the illegals do not use. If it is gated (as it is now) it simply invites the illegals to use it to reach Ash Canyon . If USFS can use, so can the public
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	178
	4786
	· The table and map indicate that FR-4786 will be kept “open to all vehicles” only as far as the trailhead for the Hunter Canyon Trail. Current trailhead parking is extremely limited and hiking groups frequently have to use portions of FR_4786 beyond the proposed closure point in order to park their vehicles. There are two alternative solutions to this problem. The optimum solution is to construct and adequate trailhead parking area. The alternate solution would be to keep FR-4786 “open to all vehicles” to the point where FR-4786 intersects road 4789-0.30R-1 to provide additional parking spaces

· Remain open, but due to proximity to S.V., high rec. area and close to housing area.
· This is a camping/shooting  area used weekly by us. Connects to 4786-0.30R-1
	Decommission

	656
	4786-0.30R-1
	· This is a loop and provides several camping spots. Closing this spur road disallows the ‘loop’; limits the camping spot
	Decommission

	N/A
	4789
	· A GF water development off 4789 needs admin. access for maint. 
· Need minimum of Admin Access for GF water development off of 4789
	Not in Proposed Action

	179
	4792
	· Access to dirt tank, salting and supplement feeding grounds. (Upper Williamson
	Decommission

	661
	4797-0.19R-1
	· Goes to a pasture that only has water on one side of it. Therefore, the cattle want to over use that side and the opposite side get very little use. When supplements are placed on the side with no water, it attracts the cattle to that side and then the pasture is more evenly used. The road 4797-0.19R-1 is the only way into that area because of the terrain

· We need to have these roads for administrative or restricted use. We use these roads to transport supplement and salt to the cattle when they are rotated into the Sycamore Allotment pasture. By being able to do this it provides better usage management for the pastures. The road, 4797-0.19R1, goes to a pasture that only has water on one side of it. Therefore, the cattle want to over use that side and the opposite side gets very little use. When we can put supplement on the side with no water, it attracts the cattle to that side and then the pasture is more evenly used. That road is the only way into that area because of terrain. This pasture is shared with a neighboring ranch, so it is important for them to be able to supplement their cattle as well.
	Decommission

	180
	4795
	· I find that the rationales listed for the decommissioning the roads designated in TAP 4795, 4893, 4894, and 4895. All of which are within the research ranch are accurate and valid
	Decommission

	406
	4799-0.54R-1
	· Agree with proposed change- road needed for well access in Harkey pasture

· Why is this unauthorized road proposed to be added to the NFSR but closed to all vehicles? Why is it not slated for obliteration?
	Adds as NFSR

	N/A
	4800
	· Necessary for access to pipeline and water troughs

· Border Patrol; Used daily to access N. Brushy Canyon and Anderson Mine 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access N. Brushy Canyon and Anderson Mine
	Not in Proposed Action

	663
	4800-4801
	· Road should be open provided camping and rec. opportunities at least ½ way to private in-holding
	Decommission

	38
	4801
	· Necessary for access to pipeline and water troughs
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access N. Brushy Canyon and Anderson Mine 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access N. Brushy Canyon and Anderson Mine
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	34
	4832
	· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.
· 4832 is on one of the ancient maps but is nearly vanished. Nature has taken this one back. Why open it as a "restricted "road? I walked this one last year and it is already obliterated and grown over and has shows no evidence of recent travel, offers no improved access for recreation and would be a great candidate to close.
	Decommission

	183
	4885
	· Road 4885 forest boundary to West Tank rd. from decommission to NFSR. We use this road to haul water and put out meal and salt

· BorderPatrol: used weekly for access NW of Red Mountains
· Used weekly for access NW of Red Mountain, designated decommission 
	Decommission

	N/A
	4889
	· Ramp at Canelo Trap; To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould’s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
	Not in Proposed Action

	664
	4889-1.55R-1
	· This short road is the only access to a drinker that is the end of the 1.75 mile long water line. The well is located on deeded property and provides water to 3 pastures. The drinker that is on the road provides water to 2 pastures (Well and Bull). This water source is checked every day when the cattle are present in either pasture due to the illegal aliens and the breaking off of the float. The illegals break the float so they can have fresh water from the storage tank and it takes only a few hours for the tank to be drained cutting off all drinkers served from this tank. If this road is closed I will be forced to cap the water line going to this drinker so my cattle will have access to water at other drinkers served by this storage tanks. This will cause my cattle to not utilize this section of the pastures causing heaver uses at the other water sources. This road is very important in managing good grazing practices
	Decommission

	184
	4893
	· I find that the rationales listed for the decommissioning the roads designated in TAP 4795, 4893, 4894, and 4895. All of which are within the research ranch are accurate and valid
	Decommission

	185
	4894
	· I find that the rationales listed for the decommissioning the roads designated in TAP 4795, 4893, 4894, and 4895. All of which are within the research ranch are accurate and valid
	Decommission

	186
	4895
	· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create saftey hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road
· I find that the rationales listed for the decommissioning the roads designated in TAP 4795, 4893, 4894, and 4895. All of which are within the research ranch are accurate and valid
	Decommission

	188
	4898


	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Remain open for hunting recreational access
	Decommission

	N/A
	4899 to 61
	· Add rd. from 4899 to 61. Forms loop along FS bdry. allowing for unobstructed access to FS lands. Private property has potential of being locked.
· Create bypass at between roads to circumvent potential closure at private property
	Recommendation from public scoping comment

	407
	4899-2.19L-1
	· Why is public access important?
	Adds as NFSR

	198
	4912A
	· Necessary for access to pipeline and water toughs

· Border Patrol; Used daily for access to Korn Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily for access to Korn Canyon
	Decommission

	199
	4913
	· Closures of make the already challenging access the Peterson Peak, upper Merritt Canyon and upper Lyle Canyon nearly impossible for all but the youngest and most vigorous. Access from the North-east through Fort Huachuca is not possible. The blockage of the road to Gate number 7 (4759) combined with the Fort make access from the south-east excessively difficult for my kids. Road 4759 also gives access to the Crest trail. I expect the Law R.S 2477 to be applied to these roads which are grandfathered as they existed prior to the law being rescinded in 1976
	Decommission

	N/A
	4914
	· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them.
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Mud Spring 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Mud Spring
	Not in Proposed Action

	673
	4914 A
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
· Provides camping and dispersed recreation

· We regularly use these forest roads and request they not be closed
· ---Disagree, this road provides access to large area and has been present for 30 or more years. Has high use by Border Patrol and is a heavily travelled corridor for Illegals/Drug runners.
· This road gives four wheelers good back country experience without much steep country for erosion from wheel tracks. Also there are a few camp spots and its off the beaten path

· This is a 4x4 road also. Goes to a great high camp. There is no reason to close this road; it is not heavily traveled, but should be marked 4x4 or high clearance, and LEFT open. This road has been here for a 100 yrs.
	Decommission

	N/A
	4915
	· Does not need to be closed, it is already restricted to non-motorized traffic
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	4916
	· Is gated and locked, it was probably gated to close of the shooting range, however shooting has not stopped and is now hard to enforce the shooting restrictions. It should be reopened for camping, the borrow pit should be bulldozed and flat and signage indicating that it is closed for target practice due to the perimeter trail that is behind the range.
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	5500
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access 
· We do not concur with any closure of FR-5500
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Not in Proposed Action

	200
	5501
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	201
	5502
	· Border Patrol; Used daily  for access to Border through Sycamore Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily  for access to Border through Sycamore Canyon
	Decommission

	202
	5503
	· FS 5599 and 5503 are shown as FS roads but are, in fact, blocked by the private land owners. FS should require the private land owner to allow access or should decommission them. These FS roads are paid for by the public for access to the national forest. The FS is failing by allowing the private land owners to block access to public lands. X2 (Form Letter) 
· The FS could provide access to the mines at 5503 off of FS 61. FS 5503 from the private line to FS 4015 could then be decommissioned X2 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	N/A
	5504
	· Access to proposed and approved water line, storage and troughs, salting and supplement feeding. (Dunham Pasture)
	Not on Sierra Vista Ranger District

	213
	5514
	· Border Patrol; Leads to the line shack. Fastest routes into the line shack area in case of an emergency 
· Border Patrol; Leads to the line shack. Fastest routes into the line shack area in case of an emergency
	Decommission

	216
	5518
	· Border Patrol; Used daily for access Flux Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used daily for access Flux Canyon
· Were originally Asarco mine/ exploration access road.  Parts are used by hunters and smugglers and access by other mining companies to their unpatented claims. Might be changed to “restricted” rather than “abandon”

· Should remain open. These roads are the only access to a active mining claim
	Decommission

	217
	5519
	· Border Patrol; Used daily for access Flux Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used daily for access Flux Canyon
· Keep open for camping and hunting access
	Decommission

	41
	5521
	· Access to this road from FR 49 is thru a usually locked-gated at nw end (FS,CBP&AMI/Hale Ranch locks in a chain). The gate was installed with concurrence of the District Ranger, Doug Hardy in 2007 to reduce equipment vandalism. The southern third of the route SW of saddle NE of American Peak is overgrown and not passable by jeep over some portions. Redesignate as “restricted” is ok.
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	219
	5522
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access Gold Baum Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access Gold Baum Canyon
· Along fence lines of Farrell Allotment pasturages, part of 5523 is coincident with the UniSource 13.8KV powerline ROW. Much of 5523 was originally a ridge by-pass of 4686 which became impassible from thick native clays during heavy rains. Parts often used by the Hale Ranch to put out Salt/supplements and access to cattle hiding in backcountry. It provides access to AZ minerals inc. unpatented claims. Change to “restricted” use preferable to abandonment
	Decommission

	220
	5523
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access Gold Baum Canyon

· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access Gold Baum Canyon

· Along fence lines of Farrell Allotment pasturages, part of 5523 is coincident with the UniSource 13.8KV powerline ROW. Much of 5523 was originally a ridge by-pass of 4686 which became impassible from thick native clays during heavy rains. Parts often used by the Hale Ranch to put out Salt/supplements and access to cattle hiding in backcountry. It provides access to AZ minerals inc. unpatented claims. Change to “restricted” use preferable to abandonment
	Decommission

	221
	5524
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Hermosa Canyon

· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Hermosa Canyon
· This route along Hermosa Canyon is a collection of 1870s wagon & mine roads, jeep trails and are locally over grown, obscure and washed out. The route provides access to the springs used by Hale Ranch, at the Missouri Mine and other water sources in the upper part of the Canyon It provides access to the eastern end of AZ minerals inc. Bluff Patent private land and interior unpatented claims and to back country Hale Ranch where cattle often hide. This route should be changed to “restricted” use rather than “abandoned”
	Decommission

	222
	5527
	· Ridge routes that are overgrown and mostly used by ATVs and smugglers. Some of these were access to old drilling sites. Abandonment probably OK
	Decommission

	223
	5528
	· Ridge routes that are overgrown and mostly used by ATVs and smugglers. Some of these were access to old drilling sites. Abandonment probably OK
	Decommission

	227
	5532
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Bog Hole Wildlife Area, access beyond to Meadow Valley (uses FS 765)
	Decommission

	684
	5532-0.57R-1
	· Bog Hole Wildlife Area, access beyond to Meadow Valley (uses FS 765)
	Decommission

	232
	5541
	· Used to place salt and mineral
	Decommission

	233
	5542
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Border Patrol; Used daily. Connects Flying R, Finlay Adams Canyon and FSR61
· Border Patrol; Used daily. Connects Flying R, Finlay Adams Canyon and FSR61
· Road should remain open for hunting recreational access. Provides 4x4 opportunity, remote camping while hunting 
	Decommission

	234
	5543
	· South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Area. The Forest Service received a grant from the Arizona State Parks Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Fund to designate a system of roads for motorized recreation. The grant also funded a brochure and map which has been widely disseminated by the Sierra Vista Ranger District. The District’s travel management proposal however would decommission all or a portion of the following roads that were designated for the South Patagonia’s OHV Area (see also the South Patagonia’s Off-Highway Vehicle Access Guide): routes 4680, 4681, 4695A, 5542, 4704, 4670, 4669, 4718, and 4719. The proposal would substantially reduce OHV recreational opportunities in this area. The South Patagonia’s OHV Area is the only area in the entire District that has been designated for OHV recreation, and a dramatic reduction in available routes could push OHV users to other areas which may create user conflicts or resource issues. Recommend the Forest Service take a very serious look at each of the routes involved and retain them as “open to all vehicles” or re-designate them as motorized trails. If these routes are closed, it should be noted that the Forest Service may be required to reimburse the Arizona State Parks OHV Fund due to failure to maintain control and tenure of the project. Bottom line is that the Forest Service needs to recognize the recreational values of these routes. Many of these routes also offer hikers, hunters, and other forest users motorized access to recreational destinations in the forest.X3 (FORM LETTER)

· Border Patrol; Used daily  for access to Border through Sycamore Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily  for access to Border through Sycamore Canyon
	Decommission

	235
	5544
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	236
	5546
	· FSR 5546 is another road that is part of a loop and should be left open.
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	45
	5549
	· Used to check on and fix water lines

· Why is restricted access to this road needed?
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	686
	5549 Spur
	· An excellent area to train novice 4WD drivers in off camber situations. Provide limited access from the spur on X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	237
	5550
	· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
	Decommission

	238
	5551
	· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
	Decommission

	239
	5552
	· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine

· Border Patrol; Used daily  to access Thunder Mine
	Decommission

	243
	5555A
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access Blue Nose Mine
	Decommission

	N/A
	5556
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly  to access Augustine Mine
	Not on Sierra Vista Ranger District

	244
	5557
	· Access to NEW water system and salt placement. (West Kennedy Pasture)

· Border Patrol; Weekly use for access to Kenedy Springs
· Border Patrol; Weekly use for access to Kenedy Springs
	Decommission

	248
	5563
	· Border Patrol; Connects FSR214-5535. Used daily to access Willow Spring 
· Border Patrol; Connects FSR214-5535. Used daily to access Willow Spring
	Decommission

	250
	5565
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Hermosa Canyon
· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Hermosa Canyon
	Decommission

	252
	5569
	· Used to get to a corral to haul cattle out
	Decommission

	253
	5570
	· Survey route; To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould?s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
	Decommission

	255
	5574
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	260
	5580
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	261
	5582
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	264
	5588
	· We concur with the proposal to decommission

· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access San Antonio Canyon
	Decommission

	265
	5589
	· Used to get to water storage tanks place by the Forest Service
	Decommission

	N/A
	5592
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Used to get to water storage tanks and salting
	Not in Proposed Action

	268
	5593
	· Used to get to water storage tanks and salting
	Decommission

	270
	5595
	·  Again are blocked by the private land owners. These FS roads are paid for by the public for access to the national forest. The FS is failing the public by not requiring these roads to remain open. These roads lead to old mine tailing which are of particular delight for rock hounds. However, only the private land owner has access to them.X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	271
	5596
	· Again are blocked by the private land owners. These FS roads are paid for by the public for access to the national forest. The FS is failing the public by not requiring these roads to remain open. These roads lead to old mine tailing which are of particular delight for rock hounds. However, only the private land owner has access to them. X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	272
	5597
	· Again are blocked by the private land owners. These FS roads are paid for by the public for access to the national forest. The FS is failing the public by not requiring these roads to remain open. These roads lead to old mine tailing which are of particular delight for rock hounds. However, only the private land owner has access to them. X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	273
	5598
	· Again are blocked by the private land owners. These FS roads are paid for by the public for access to the national forest. The FS is failing the public by not requiring these roads to remain open. These roads lead to old mine tailing which are of particular delight for rock hounds. However, only the private land owner has access to them. X4 (Form Letter)
	Decommission

	N/A
	5599
	· FS 5599 and 5503 are shown as FS roads but are, in fact, blocked by the private land owners. FS should require the private land owner to allow access or should decommission them. These FS roads are paid for by the public for access to the national forest. The FS is failing by allowing the private land owners to block access to public lands X4 (Form Letter)
	Not in Proposed Action

	274
	5601
	· As handicapped citizen, the roads that I use most for hunting are targeted for this needless and unreasoned action. I am limited to the times when one of my sons can drive for me and with further restriction this project would put in place, I would not be able to hunt at all. The land belongs to the American people, not to the Forest Service.
	Decommission

	275
	5602
	· As handicapped citizen, the roads that I use most for hunting are targeted for this needless and unreasoned action. I am limited to the times when one of my sons can drive for me and with further restriction this project would put in place, I would not be able to hunt at all. The land belongs to the American people, not to the Forest Service.
	Decommission

	276
	5603
	· EROSION, ERODIBLE soils, HIGHLY ERODIBLE soils seem to be buzz words for closing nearly all of the roads. Erosion is a natural process in the south west. If it is steep and it rains, erosion occurs. Plain and simple. It will erode regardless of the presence of a road or not. For every spot of erosion on a road in this unit I can show a number of similar or more severe examples of erosion within a few hundred yards. I do not feel most of the erosion arguments are not valid. Many of the roads they list have not shown any significant change over the last 35 Years I have been travelling them.
· Small loop off 61/48. Short cut to 4765A, established road. This a ¼ mile loop!
	Decommission

	281
	5608 A
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
· Retain road 5608A off Road 4016 to stock tank
	Decommission

	281
	5608A‐0.54R‐1
	· The stated reason for closing many of the roads is that they “located on soils that are generally steep and erodible”. A cursory examination of the map shows that most of these are roads that provide access to canyons and low washes. In other words, exactly the places that are difficult to reach without vehicles (and impossible for people with impaired/limited mobility). Again, many of these roads have been in existence for many years. Unless evidence exists of unmanageable erosion actually taking place, they should not be peremptorily closed.
	Decommission

	49
	5609
	· Most of the roads that are being reserved for official use only are the only access roads in the area they serve. The same factors that make it necessary to keep these roads open for “Official Users” make them necessary for all users. It effectively closes off access to large areas of the forest, including Petersen Peak, Parker Canyon, and Scotia Canyon.
· Upper Turkey Creek apron and tank: To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould?s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
· Huachuca Gould’s Chapter developed water development at end of road. Need admin. Use to check and maintain.
· Assign as Admin for Turkey Water Facility
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	283
	5615
	· Keep open; limited access to that area
· Ok with proposal
	Decommission

	690
	5615 spur
	· Ok with proposal
	Decommission

	285
	5618
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access
· Ok with proposal
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Pest Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Pest Canyon
	Decommission

	285
	5621
	· Use current road as opportunity to park disperse hunters/hikers into front range, away from other common hiking trails. Stop access before road turns south toward Private Property
	Decommission

	287
	5621A
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Research Ranch from the west 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Research Ranch from the west
· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. Camping and hunting
	Decommission

	293
	5627
	· I have no problem closing this road. Closing this road will not affect being able to manage good grazing practices
	Decommission

	295
	5629B
	· Propose for restricted-use for range access
· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. 5629 is open to travel up to a rancher’s gate, which can be opened to continue through. 5929B is proposed for closing. At hwy 83 and 5929B there is a barbed wire gate, which can be opened to access the loop. Looks like a grazing area
	Decommission

	296
	5630
	· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. Camping, flat, NO erosion, active area; can accommodate small travel trailers.
	Decommission

	298
	5632
	· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. This is a 2 wheel drive road, NO erosion, rock &hard pack soil, Heavy usage for camping
	Decommission

	301
	5635
	· I have no problem closing this road
	Decommission

	304
	5638
	· Survey Route: To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould?s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
	Decommission

	305
	5639
	· Survey Route: To insure the viability of these efforts the Huachuca Gould?s has been at the forefront of improving habitat for wild turkeys and other wildlife through a number of water projects. These range from building aprons and storage facilities for collecting and storing rainwater, to building and installing ramps so wild turkey poults and other wildlife could safely access water tanks that ranchers use for their cattle, to enclosing natural springs so that cattle could not destroy these water sources. These projects need to be checked and maintained on a regular basis. Some of the proposed road closures would severely hinder if not totally deny us the ability to check and maintain these necessary sources of water for wildlife.
· The closures of multiple access roads off the busy Highways 83,827, 48 will cause congestion of the numerous hunters in Unit 35A and create safety hazards of hunter vehicles parked directly off the main road.
	Decommission

	307
	5641 A
	· This road is a dead end road but is the high point between two waters. This road is great location for cattle supplement distribution. This road with the supplemental keeps the cattle out of the bottomland and away from the water. Without this road I will have to place supplement in the bottomland closes to water. This road is very important in the managing other cattle and utilization levels

· Most of these road appear to be 50-100 years old. The Forest Service has not maintained any of these roads, yet they are all in good condition, passable and used by campers and hunters frequently. The areas were ALL clean, no destruction. There is no erosion. Flat, 2 wheel drive, NO erosion, rocks and smooth driving surface. Used now for camping , and ranching.
	Decommission

	N/A
	5684
	· I have no problem closing this road
	Not in Proposed Action

	409
	5701-0.60R-1
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER) 
	Adds as NFSR

	462
	5701-0.60R-2
	· Open to Inez Tank

· Why is this unauthorized road important? What recreational access is provided
	Adds and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	308
	5702
	· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Arlene Tank 
· Border Patrol; Used weekly for access to Arlene Tank
	Decommission

	410
	5703-spur
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3  (FORM LETTER)
· Why is this illegal road needed for hunting access? As hunters cannot shoot from their vehicles, they do not need this 0.25 miles of road to access this area.
	Adds as NFSR

	411
	5705-0.08R-1
	· We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Adds as NFSR

	311
	5708
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	315
	5712
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	319
	5723A
	· Use Closure of road to designate non-motorized. Provide walking/Mt. biking access along existing road way for nearby community and other recreationalist
· ‘Soil’ issues. Camping spot; several on USFS property. Virtually FLAT
	Decommission

	320
	5724
	· Soil. Another Camping spot, meets-off the road 300ft. This is FLAT
	Decommission

	321
	5725
	· Why is this road proposed to be closed to all vehicles rather than decommissioned?
	Decommission

	323
	5728
	· In Ash Canyon, the closures of a number of small roads to the creek bottom will prevent access for the prospecting users and holders of Placer claims. Ash Canyon has been a well known Gold mining area for 100 years. With the massive burn in the canyon this past Summer, the next few years are likely to have extensive runoff and erosion regardless of the presence of these minor roads. Gold movement from these runoffs will be a boon the recreational miners. Why not leave these roads open to allow access for maximum use of this area? The roads involved here are: 5728; 5728-0.08L-1; 4013-0.34L-1; 4013-0.32L-1; 59 and 4784. I would recommend leaving these open for maximum use by the recreational miners.
· These roads are access to mining claims

· Should remain open. These roads go to a claim that is GPAA claim and is worked by a mix of people a number of which are disabled and closing these roads would be denying them access to this claim. These roads are the B.P’s only vehicle access to this area
· Access to camping 300 ft. definition & mining claim
	Decommission

	695
	5728-0.08L-1
	· In Ash Canyon, the closures of a number of small roads to the creek bottom will prevent access for the prospecting users and holders of Placer claims. Ash Canyon has been a well known Gold mining area for 100 years. With the massive burn in the canyon this past Summer, the next few years are likely to have extensive runoff and erosion regardless of the presence of these minor roads. Gold movement from these runoffs will be a boon the recreational miners. Why not leave these roads open to allow access for maximum use of this area? The roads involved here are: 5728; 5728-0.08L-1; 4013-0.34L-1; 4013-0.32L-1; 59 and 4784. I would recommend leaving these open for maximum use by the recreational miners.
· These roads are access to mining claims
· ---Disagree--provides access to mining claims in Ash Canyon.

· Access for camping
· Should remain open. These roads go to a claim that is GPAA claim and is worked by a mix of people a number of which are disabled and closing these roads would be denying them access to this claim. These roads are the B.P’s only vehicle access to this area
	Decommission

	N/A
	5729
	· Marked to be left open
	Not in Proposed Action

	697
	5729-0.06R-1
	· Should remain open. This is the only vehicle access to the east area of this mining claim

· Access to camping
	Decommission

	696
	5729-0.06L-2
	· This is not a road that is camping/picnic area

· Adding a NEW road for camping, when there are already several roads in existence for campers. These shore 300 ft. off the road access are valuable. Why add one road at taxpayer expense when there are already multiple roads w/camp site
	Decommission

	325
	5733
	· To expand wilderness- there are camping areas along this road. This road is rocky, not erodible
	Decommission

	326
	5734
	· To expand wilderness- there are camping areas along this road. This road is rocky, not erodible
	Decommission

	414
	5736-0.33R-1
	· What is the rational for maintaining two parallel roads?  5736 is proposed for restricted access and an unauthorized road 5736-0.33R-1 is proposed to be added to HFSR and designated as open to all vehicles. Why not obliterate the unauthorized road and maintain only 5736 as open to all vehicles?
	Adds as NFSR

	328
	5737
	· Does not exist (77 Fire break)
	Decommission

	N/A
	5739
	· Access to a residence in Carr Canyon
	Not in Proposed Action

	329
	5741
	· access to dispersed camping
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Alamo Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Alamo Canyon
	Decommission

	331
	5743
	· Keep open; limited access to that range


· Road is important to hunters and leasee to routinely check water line and troughs. Rd. gives access to otherwise inaccessible area. Due to road condition, limit to OHV travel. 
	Decommission

	56
	5744
	· Keep open; limited access to that range
· Road is important to hunters and leasee to routinely check water line and troughs. Rd. gives access to otherwise inaccessible area. Due to road condition, limit to OHV travel
· Road would serve more people if left as 4x4 access to the intersection with 5743
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	465
	5744-0.69R-1
	· Road is important to hunters and leasee to routinely check water line and troughs. Rd. gives access to otherwise inaccessible area. Due to road condition, limit to OHV travel
	Adds and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	333
	5747
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access to Lampshire Canyon and Vaca MSS site 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access to Lampshire Canyon and Vaca MSS site
	Decommission

	334
	5748
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access to Lampshire Canyon and Vaca MSS site 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access to Lampshire Canyon and Vaca MSS site
	Decommission

	335
	5750
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Access needed for salt locations and water improvements, maintenance of horizontal well, and range monitoring site. (North Red Rock Pastures)
· Border Patrol; Used daily as only access to Mt. Ashburn 
· Border Patrol; Used daily as only access to Mt. Ashburn
	Decommission

	337
	5751
	· FSR 5751 creates a loop road that would be good for recreation as I have ridden this many times and would hate to never be able to go there again.
	Decommission

	698
	5751-037R-1
	· Access to new water development and salting A-frame storage.(North and South Red Rock Pastures)
	Decommission

	338
	5752
	· Keep open for camping and hunting access
· Open to hunter/rec. access. This road allows access to larger, otherwise inaccessible public land. Designate as OHV only. 
· The proposed change would decommission the entire 2.09 miles of this road. Comment: Route 5752 provides the only motorized access to a large area of the forest southwest of Red Bank Well. It has high recreational value for hikers, hunters, and a variety of forest users. The road offers opportunities for dispersed camping in a scenic and remote portion of the forest. It appears the Forest Service has not considered the recreational values of this road. Strongly recommend it be retained as “open to all vehicles”.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· FSR 5752 while it does dead end should be open as I enjoy riding with family back to this very scenic and special place.
· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Indian Head Mt

· Border Patrol; Used weekly to access Indian Head Mt
· Open to OHV hunter and recreational access, provides access to a large area of otherwise inaccessible public access
	Decommission

	343
	5757
	· Keep 5757 rd. open and allow existing road (not shown on map) to tie into 5761. Grants public access around private property. Important hunter access, along with Border Patrol use.

· 4630 to 5757 Bypass private by using unnamed road around private, very important to hunters and BP
	Decommission

	58
	5758
	· Why is restricted access needed

· Bog Tank access
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	345
	5760
	· Map is incomplete- need access to all water improvement, supplement feeding and salting grounds, YEAR LONG, for Headquarters, Meadow Valley and Red Rock Pastures
	Decommission

	346
	5761
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.) Since the road is proposed to be decommissioned on the forest, the Department  requests that the Forest coordinate with the Department about installing a gate where it departs from 4696 to prevent damage to Trust lands in T23S, R17E, Sect 02
	Decommission

	347
	5762
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Decommission

	350
	5765A
	· Each of the roads listed below are associated with the border, and serves as an examples only. They have been identified in general, as the corridor used by the Drug Cartels to access Cochise Count. The USFS has stated in public meeting that the roads ‘can be used by the Border Patrol in Emergency situations’ – who declares the ‘emergency’: what is the definition of an emergency; do local law enforcement or local firefighting organizations have any input?
	Decommission

	352
	5768
	· The proposed change would decommission 2.01 miles of route 4636 and .95 miles of route 5768. It would designate route 4636-0.25R-1 as restricted to “administrative or permitted use only”. Comment: Route 4636 offers public access from Hwy 83 to hiking and camping destinations in the very scenic Turkey Creek area. Route 5768 provides access from route 4636 to route 4749 where hikers can access the Arizona Trail. These routes have high recreational values and should be retained as “open to all vehicles”. However, if the Forest Service is strongly opposed to this, then route 4636-0.25R-1 should be designated as “open to all vehicles”. This route provides an alternative access route from Hwy 83 to route 4749 and has high recreational value for the access it provides.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Border Patrol; Daily/sole access to Collins Canyon 
· Border Patrol; Daily/sole access to Collins Canyon
	Decommission

	59
	5769
	· This road is should be used as a loop road for public access or designate entire loop to OHV travel. Currently proposed portion as OHV and Admin. Use.
· This route provides access to a traditional staging area for hikes to Lookout Knoll. It also offers good access for hunting, dispersed camping, and other recreational uses. We believe it also is an approved road to access firewood within a forest thinning project. Recommend it be retained as “open to all vehicles”.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Either use as open public loop road, or designate whole road as OHV trail

· Why is restricted access needed?
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	10
	5773
	· This is the ONLY road that connects the A-Bar Draw allotment to the PO Ranch and Lone Mountain’s grazing allotment. It is a point of access to the A-Bar Draw allotments complete south boundary for fence repair. This road will be vital in the repair and potential of replacement of the EW southern line in Lower Forest Pasture that will have to be done within the next few years. 5773 is a hunter and off-road users connection through the USFS and vital to their enjoyment of the forest….The other entry is 4737 at the north boundary of the allotment, and is miles and miles away, 5773 is the only other access to the A-Bar Draw allotment for multiple use enjoyment. This small passage allows access to both 4733 or 4735 that runs through the Collins Allotment and connects to Jones Mesa
· Why is this road proposed for redesignation as closed rather that decommissioning?
	Change Designation to NFSR ML1

	N/A
	5774
	· To my knowledge there is no road from Leslie Tank west that converges with 4736.
	Not in Proposed Action

	355
	5776
	· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Jones Mesa 
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Jones Mesa
	Decommission

	356
	5777
	· Keep open to Mare Tank. Access to tank is important to leasee, hunters, and agency personnel conducting T&E or sensitive species surveys.
· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Jones Mesa

· Border Patrol; Used daily to access Jones Mesa
· Access to Mare Tank should remain open
	Decommission

	415
	5777-0.42R-1
	· Parking. We strongly support all of the District’s proposed additions to the forest road system. Many of these routes have very high recreational and public access values and improve the connectivity of the forest road system for all forest users X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Adds as NFSR

	359
	5783
	· Remove: 5783 in both RED and BLACK are unrecognizable to me. They appear to run down an existing fence line on the north side of what is called Picnic Trap and Picnic Deeded. There is no road that fits that description and if I have the location correctly noted this entire road should be removed.
	Decommission

	364
	5797
	· Does not need to be closed, it is already restricted to non-motorized traffic
	Decommission

	365
	5799
	· Off of road 56 is non-existent, it probably at one time used to be fire break, and should be re-established as one
	Decommission

	416
	Border Rd 5
	· Why is this unauthorized road proposed to be designated as open to all vehicles? If it is needed for law enforcement activities, it should be designated as “restricted to administrative or permitted use only.”
	Adds as NFSR

	N/A
	Hwy. 92 access
	· A GF water development is located off Hwy. 92 and south of 367. Admin. Access needs to be allowed for maint.
	Recommendation from public

	N/A
	Intersection of road 194 and road 4762.
	· There is also a road not listed on the map at the cattle guard going north at the intersection of road 194 and road 4762. This goes to the end of the ridge and has been a popular camping and look-out spot for deer and javalina hunters for many years. This 2-track goes back at least to the 1970's that I am aware, is not on any erodible terrain, has no Goshawks or Spotted owls and causes no damage. I would consider keeping this one open OR allowing travel on the Arizona trail road south of the Lake to provide hunter access to this large area.
	Recommendation from the public

	N/A
	Other Motorized trails recommendation
	· Other routes that should be considered for designation as motorized trails include the following: routes 4700, 4703, 4898, 4899, 5518, 5519, 5520, 5522, 5524, 5542, 5543, 5550, 5552, and 5750. All of these routes are proposed for decommissioning yet could provide good opportunities to establish motorized trails to off-set other closures or to help disperse OHV recreational use.
	Recommendation from the public

	Whetstone EMA

	29
	208-4018
	· The proposed change would provide a newly constructed route within the forest boundary to connect French Joe Canyon road with the Middle Canyon road. We strongly support this proposal. It would restore access to the Middle Canyon road that is currently blocked by Kartchner Caverns State Park. This would enable hikers, hunters, and a variety of forest users to experience a very scenic portion of the forest in the Middle Canyon area. It would also enable hikers to set up shuttles to hike between French Joe and Middle Canyons and would help disperse the generally heavy use that occurs in French Joe Canyon.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	New construction/ Proposed New NFSR

	4
	209
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	5
	209A
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?

· This road should be designated as “open to all vehicles”. It was a public access route for many years until it was closed by Kartchner Caverns State Park. We strongly recommend the Forest Service negotiate with the Park a re-opening of this road to the public. It provides good access to the east side of the Whetstones for hunters, hikers, and a variety of forest users.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	N/A
	209A and 4017
	· Allow FS access off of 209 for parking. Options- allow portion of 209A for FS access and rest as non-motorized trail or open for public access to forest
	Recommendations from public

	N/A
	369
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	30
	369-reroute.
	· The proposed change would provide a newly constructed route within the forest boundary to connect Dry Canyon road with French Joe Canyon road. We strongly support this proposal as it provides important connectivity between Dry Canyon and French Joe Canyon and opens up better hiking and dispersed camping opportunities.X3 (FORM LETTER)
	New Construction/ Proposed New NFSR (ML2)

	N/A
	778
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	778-1.38R-1
	· Historic 4x4 road provides camping and  other rec. opportunities
	Not a route. Believe to be a misprint, possibly 778-1.38L1

	52
	778-1.38L-1.
	· This road is an important connection to an existing road that goes to Mescal Spring just south of the Forest boundary. Recommend it be retained as “open to all vehicles” because it provides important access and connectivity for forest visitors.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· Needed for dispersed camping, access Mescal Spring
	Decommission

	54
	778-1.92L-1
	· Provides camping and other Rec. opportunities, close hiking access to State Lands off forest
	Decommission

	55
	778-2.50L-1
	· Needed for dispersed camping
	Decommission

	56
	778-2.50L-2
	· Needed for dispersed camping
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	42
	778-3.70R-1
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Decommission

	20
	778A
	· Excellent training site for intermediate 4WD drivers. Super view of San Pedro and Sierra Vista. Provides access to deer. Javelin and bird hunting.  Is needed to meet forest service objective X3 (Form Letter)
· Excellent training site for intermediate 4WD drivers. Super view of San Pedro and Sierra Vista. Provides access for hunters. Has value as a historic overlook. The old Tucson ran between the mountains just below the overlook. FS778A is needed to meet the Forest Service management objectives
	Decommission

	57
	778A-0.18L-1
	· Provides Camping and other Rec. opportunities
	Decommission

	58
	778A-0.40L-1
	· Provides Camping and other Rec. opportunities
	Decommission

	59
	778A-0.49R-1
	· Needed for dispersed camping 
	Decommission

	N/A
	779
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	4011
	· The Department has issued a perpetual recreational access road ROW (16-107759) to the USDA Forest Service for Dry Canyon Road
	Not in Proposed Action

	N/A
	4012
	· The Department has not issued a public ROW for Whetstone Road across T17S, R19E, Section 24 and 25. The roadway is not legal across Trust land
	Not in Proposed Action

	43
	4012A 1.92R-1
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	44
	4012A-2.08R-1
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	63
	4012-4.44L-1
	· Provides dispersed camping, recreation near trailhead
	Decommission

	6
	4014
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	45
	4014-1.57R-1
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	35
	4014-1.70L-1
	· Please provide detailed information about why these roads are needed
	Add as NFSR

	N/A
	4018A
	· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	Not in Proposed Action

	46
	4588-0.63L-1
	· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?
	Add and Designate as NFSR-Restricted

	21
	4592
	· Leave open as Potential to connect route from McGrew to Middle Canyon, Some access occurs there. Close only after re-route to Middle Canyon is established
	Decommission

	N/A
	4594 & 4595
	· Consider tying 4594 to 4595 around private property allowing unrestricted access to FS land and road system.
	Recommendations from public

	14
	4596
	· If the private landowner (Easter Mountain Ranch LLC) grants motorized access through their property to the Forest boundary, then route 4596 should be designated as “open to all vehicles” as it would provide a valuable connector to the existing road system. In the meantime, it would be wise to designate the road as ML 1 (closed) to retain flexibility to re-open in the future X3 (Form Letter)
· Keep open potential for access through new subdivision
	Decommission

	64
	4596-0.28R-1
	· Leave open until north access route into northern Whetstones is established
	Decommission

	31
	Route 4598-Empirita.
	· The proposed change would provide a newly constructed route to connect the existing Pima County Empirita Ranch property with an existing Forest Road in the northwest portion of the Whetstone Mountains. Comment: We strongly support this proposal as it helps to restore public access to the Whetstones EMA (which is the most landlocked and inaccessible unit in the Coronado National Forest). With a permit from Pima County, forest visitors would be able to enter the national forest to hunt, hike, camp, ride horses, etc.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· No public Use Right of Way (ROW)(AZ State Lands Dept.)
	New construction/ Proposed New NFSR (ML2)

	36
	4841-1.30L-1
	· Please provide detailed information about why these roads are needed
	Add as NFSR

	67
	4843-1.05R-1
	· Needed for camping dispersing public for hunting opportunity
	Decommission

	4
	4844
	· This road provides good access to the base of the Whetstone Mountains for hunters, hikers, and a variety of forest users. The Whetstones TAP report indicated that this road would be retained and not restricted. Recommend it remain “open to all vehicles” as it supports a recreational purpose.X3 (FORM LETTER)
· For what is this restricted access are these roads needed?

	Change Designation to NFSR-Restricted

	26
	4848
	· We concur and support this proposal. The existing route is badly overgrown and no longer suitable for motorized travel. However, we strongly recommend the proposed non-motorized trail be extended to the Forest boundary at Nogales Spring. We have hiked this area and there is an existing primitive trail on the ground to make this connection. This would help establish an important component of a potential trail connection between Pima County’s Empirita Ranch Trailhead and ultimately Kartchner Caverns State Park. X3 (FORM LETTER)
	Change Designation to non-motorized trail

	37
	7792-1.87R-1
	· Please provide detailed information about why these roads are needed

	Add as NFSR

	N/A
	Link from 4012 to 4841
	·  During review of the Whetstone EMA map, we discussed various access concerns and locked gates. One of the sites we discussed is an 80 acre in-holding called the Trask Parcel. The private landowners have blocked public access along Forest Road 4012 (Cottonwood Canyon Road) by locking gates on the north and wide sides of the parcel. Our members have been able to acquire permission from another landowner to access Forest Road 4012 from the east, but have not been successful getting permission to travel through the 80 acre in-holding. There is a great need to resolve this lack of access, as it places desirable locations such as Wakefield Canyon and upper Cottonwood Canyon too far out of reach for forest visitors. During our discussion, the Forest Service specialist mentioned that during the travel management process, the District could consider adding a new (bypass) road around the in-holding to resolve this lack of public access. We strongly recommend the District include a bypass road in the travel management proposal to resolve this critical access issue. A conceptual location for the bypass road is shown in red on the enclosed topo map (see enclosure 2). It would be about one-half mile long and would link Forest Road 4012 with Forest Road 4841. The elevation profile for this connector road is shown at enclosure 3. Of course, the best location would require an on-site review of the terrain; however, we believe the bypass route is very feasible in concept. This proposed bypass road would benefit a wide variety of forest visitors who enjoy hunting, hiking, riding horses, camping, etc. X3 (Form Letter)
	Recommendations from Hiking Clubs,


GENERAL COMMENTS ADDRESSING ALL EMA’S:

· Huachuca Mountains Road Closures - Bad idea. Purpose of this letter is to object to the proposed Huachuca Mountains Road Closures. Our family frequently visits the Coronado National Forest (Sierra Vista), and these roads have not damaged the surrounding terrain over the past decades we've been using the area. This sudden request to close the roads to "prevent damage", doesn't appear reasonable after so much time. The Forest Service is likely pushing this closure for an unstated conviction; perhaps for political reasons. Please do not close the Huachuca Mountains roads as they are enjoyed by the public and this Family in particular.
· These proposed closures are completely uneeded and represent busy work for a mass of NFS employees. most of these small roads to be closed have been there for decades and do not cause any harm. As a land owner in the area (near Parker Canyon), I have hunted, hiked and travelled on most of these roads over the past 35 years. Hunters and Border Patrol agents and Forest Service personel comprise the vast majority of use of these roads. I am strongly opposed to the planned closures.

· I am opposed to the following proposals as published in a recent article in the Sierra Vista Herald headlined: Ranger District seeks reduced roadways in national forest Wed, 01/04/2012 - 00:01. Proposal Number Two: Decommission a total of 196.30 miles currently designated as?open to all vehicles,? Which includes 193.05 miles in the Huachucas and 3.25 miles in the Whetstones., and Proposal Number Four: Change the designation of 31.37 miles that are open to all vehicles to restricted to administrative or permitted use only. This includes 29.09 miles in the Huachucas and 2.28 miles in the Whetstones. I endorse proposals to expand access as listed in Proposals One , Five, and Six and here is why; Our National Forests are lands which are held in trust by the U.S. Government for the citizens of the United States, and to decommission or restrict the roads that allow those citizens access is to deny those citizens the enjoyment of that land. Bird watchers, hikers, equestrians, spelunkers, hunters, rock-hounds, as well as off road enthusiasts and anyone who just wants to explore a little will all be refused ready access to areas served by these roads. Those roads are there because people want to go where they lead. One of the great attractions of our corner of Arizona is the wondrous natural beauty that is the Coronado National Forest. It is also one of our greatest resources, bringing relaxation and recreation for residents and visitors alike, and it would be a shame to lose access to that resource without good cause. Personally I am a hiker, amateur naturalist, rock-hound, and an amateur photographer and I expect to enjoy exploring the many wonders of our national forest.

· I am opposed to any road closers; this is public land and should be open to all.

· The closure of this area, at this time, is nothing more than Obama pandering to his left wing, tree hugging, wacko base. Those roads have been there for years with no detrimental impact. Please reconsider this decision. There comes a time when common sense must prevail and politics left out of the conversation. Of course, common sense and the Obama administration are oxymorons.

· I have thoroughly read your proposal and the evidence provided to show how you came to the conclusion that these roads need to be closed. I am quite frankly stumped by your conclusions. I am a frequent user of National Parks and Forests all across the country and I have found that the people who frequent these lands are very protective of them as habitats, natural resources and recreational facilities. They teach their children to respect the land, use it properly and prevent damage to flora and fauna. They have gained an understanding of the land and how we as humans can have a positive impact rather than a negative. They do not wish to lose the pleasure and peace that they gain by visiting these places of natural wonder. How can restricting these people be of any use? They do a better job of educating the public by word of mouth than the Forest Service does by holding seminars. I ask that you thoughtfully reconsider this proposal and see if there is not possibly a better way to attain your goals than through the closing of these roads.

· Once again the well funded enviormentalists are trying to bully the majority around by closing public lands for "their" personal intrests. Closing roads and trails that have been used and are currently being used for enviormental reasons does not make any sense. I am one of the majority hat believes access to the beautiful areas in Arizona should be "allowed" on all existing roads and trails. Most of these roads and trails have been used for many-many years with little impact to the enviorment. I know closing access to these areas by motorized vehicles would be a detriment to the State Of Arizona. The income created by the 'snow birds' that love the Arizona climate, would take a beg hit if your closures go through. Getting to the "back country" is part of the lure to retire here, and if you have physical issues you need to ride to see these areas. In closing--PLEASE reconsider closing or limiting access to the public land.

· At the age of 79, I consider any closing of existing roads in wilderness areas to be an attempt to reduce my personal access to such areas. I'm fairly sure that many other outdoors oriented persons of advanced age will feel the same. Once I reach such wilderness areas I certainly follow the often seen pledge, "Take only photos and leave only footprints", but first I must get there.

· As a person with a severe mobility impairment I find the proposed road closures to he unacceptable....A progressive disease has resulted in my having to rely on a motor vehicle for access to these scenic areas...I do not understand why the US Forest Service as a whole appears to ignore the needs of mobility impaired individuals when making decisions concerning Forest access...The proposed road closures will deny me access to places I have been visiting for over 40 years,,,The roads in question are rarely traveled and their closure will have no positive impact on the health of the Forest...The road closures as a whole do not appear necessary...Please leave the existing roadways alone...

· I too, have spent most of my life hiking, backpacking, camping, and hunting in the Huachucas. That area is my home, no matter where we might be. The destruction of my home by stint of selective access to some groups is very sad. But the real point is that the Forest Service does not OWN the land, We The People own it. To remove access for some, but not others, is the pinnacle of elitist government and a show of utter disrespect for The People of this country. Closure of these roads, many that have been there for half a century or more, won't accomplish anything productive, but will continue the trend of removing the citizens freedom.

· Don't cave in to the huggers and other clueless preservation typs. Leave the roads open in the Huachucha area. This is suppoesed to be our land not the government. Things are all out of wack now. We the people should be in control of the land. Not some select few and certianly not government agancies.

· This is a waste of time and effort. We the people supposedly own this and now this is telling us we can't use a large section of it?? Leave the roads open.

· Preventing lawful use of these roads and paths will do nothing to protect or preserve the area and it's species. Many if not all, these roads have been in use for years and no harm has been demonstrated by their presence and use. Further restriction of legal use will likely do nothing other than encourage additional unwanted off road access to the areas, actually causing more of the type damage this program purports to avert. This program will also cut off or limit access to private property, causing a legal taking without any justification sufficient to the requirements of eminent domain. I urge you to reconsider this plan.

· This is a waste of time and effort. We the people supposedly own this and now this is telling us we can't use a large section of it?? Leave the roads open.

· I cannot understand the reasons for curtailing an economically vital, ecologically responsible, and vastly popular use for a multi-use area of America. The roads in question have been in year-around use for decades. Irresponsible use is discouraged by the vast majority of users who leave the area better and cleaner than when they arrive. Any damage by such use has long ago reached it's maximum affect. Claims that closure will prevent major damage to the area is totally unfounded and no amount of unrealistic rhetoric serves as proof of such. I, my family, and my fellow recreationists cannot and will not support these planned actions, which constitute an affront against our responsible use of public lands. Nothing we have or would do pose a threat warranting a closure of any part, parcel, or portion of the Sierra Vista Ranger District Motorized Travel System.

· This land is owned by the citizens. Denying entry will deny the citizens their right to enjoy this land. Please reconsider. Enforce the laws on the books, we don't need more restrictive laws.

· I have seen this type of "Public Land" piracy here in Oregon. You already have land use laws on the books, enforce them! Why deny all users because of a few who refuse to comply with the law?

· These roads belong to the public, and are enjoyed by taxpayers year round. It is important to keep these roads accessible to the off-roading public. As a reminder, these lands are OURS, the public as a whole, not just a select group.

· It would be a shame to restrict access to these areas for purely political reasons. I am unconvinced that they are endangering the forest in any way. Restricting this access would eliminate any future vacations to your state as the Huachucas are the primary draw for me. I urge you to reconsider.

· As an avid outdoorsman i am against any type of closure of PUBLIC land. Please reconsider.

· Closing 150+ miles of roads and decreasing available roads by 21% is irresponsible and foolish. These roads have been open for decades any damage, at this point, has been adapted to. All that a road closure will do is reduce the enjoyment potential that the people of both Arizona and the United States have. Keep reducing the enjoyment enough and no one will care if the place burns to bed rock or is paved and turned into a parking lot.

· I would like to take this opportunity to express my opposition to your proposed plan to close motorized access to areas within the Huachuca Mountains. Your argument that this is needed in order to protect the environment from damage caused by vehicular traffic is not valid. I have traveled in these mountains both by vehicle and foot for aver 30 years. There is no reason to limit access to these areas by law abiding citizens. The vast majority of damage being done to this area of the state of Arizona is being brought about by illegal activity including, but not limited to, drug and human smuggling. Your very own department posts signs warning US citizens of the danger brought about by these criminals. I posit increased legal activity would make this area undesirable by the criminal elements that seek to hide their activities from public view. By limiting vehicular traffic, you will be increasing damage to this beautiful part of the country.

· Preventing lawful use of these roads and paths will do nothing to protect or preserve the area and it's species. Many if not all, these roads have been in use for years and no harm has been demonstrated by their presence and use. Further restriction of legal use will likely do nothing other than encourage additional unwanted off road access to the areas, actually causing more of the type damage this program purports to avert. This program will also cut off or limit access to private property, causing a legal taking without any justification sufficient to the requirements of eminent domain.I urge you to reconsider this plan. --- This was posted by another concerned citizen and I whole-heartedly agree with it. Closing public lands is not the answer. Public lands are for the use of the PEOPLE of this country, not for the elitist goals of a few.

· I'm writing to comment on the proposed road closures in the Huachuca Mountains in Southern Arizona. These are some of my favorite roads to explore for 4x4 driving and camping. I don't know what precisely is motivating the closure, but please keep these fantastically scenic roads open to responsible campers, hikers, and explorers!

· I fail to see how eliminating access to the roads you have identified will provide increased protection and/or reduce damage. The greatest source of environmental damage is the uncontrolled flow of illegal aliens and drug smugglers. Closing these roads will further hamper the efforts of the Border Patrol. 
· As a lifelong hiker and an avid birdwatcher, the closure of roads in the Huachucas represents a loss of freedom o enjoy the beauty and wilderness of this area. Outdoor people such as myself tread the land lightly and use as our motto, Leave No Trace; whereas the illegals, whose foot trails can be found everywhere in this area, leave huge amounts of trash and waste, and THEY are the people who will have most access to this area if the roads are closed.

· I have been visiting the Huachucas with my family as long as I've been alive. It is a quiet area with few people, and I can't imagine anything good will come of closing roads. In addition, it is public land and we, the public, should have access to it. The few roads in the area aren't causing any harm and should be left open for citizens to enjoy

· My family has been visiting the Huachuca Mountains for the last 40+ years and has seen the detrimental effects of closing wilderness roads during that time. This is public land and, as such, it should be made available to the public. The limited amount of roads now in existence are doing no harm and provide the opportunity to responsible citizens to enjoy this beautiful part of the country.

· I strongly oppose this proposal as I am not convinced that recreational use of this area threatens any wildlife. I would, however, reduce the enjoyment of the land by tourists and natives alike.

· It would be a shame to close access to such a wonderful mountain. I loved camping in that area when I lived in southern Arizona.

· As a frequent visitor the the Sierra Vista area, and a user of Coronado National Forest, I strongly protest the proposed action. These roads have been here for the 30 plus years that I have been visiting, with very slight damage to the area, to claim they need to be closed to prevent damage is disingenuous or politically motivated. Since we do not know the real motivation for closing roads that are useful to the general public, the need for their closure is not necessary.

· The closures of the roads are not necessary. The closures will hinder the access and efficiency of border patrol officers and their duties. By the roads being inaccessible, activity will decrease throughout the land which can give illegals 'passing' through the advantage. As well as make it nearly impossible for people with physical limitations to access the land. This part of Arizona is amazingly beautiful and standing on the right mountain top, is breathless. For someone like me, whose entire family loves the outdoors, it is a shame to take that beauty and make it harder to appreciate and share. I disagree with the decisions to close the roads, it is unnecessary and will do more harm than good.

· Decommissioning these roads will have the affect of greatly restricting access to long existing ranches without any concurrent improvement in environmental quality. The rare footborne hiker who will no longer see the occasional vehicle will be the sole recipient of any benefit, while those who have lived, hunted and ranched in the area for generations will see great increases in restrictions on their travel to and from the area. I recommend AGAINST closing or restricting any of these roads.

· The proposed closures are outrageous and unnecessary. I am opposed to the proposed plan. The roads marked for closure have been in place for decades and are not causing any environmental damage. I have been frequenting that area for the last 14 years and these roads are used by many people who live, visit and work in the area. The purpose of the Forest Service is to protect and preserve our public lands so that we and future generations can enjoy it. How can anybody enjoy these lands when they can't even access them? These roads allow access to many areas that the average person could not hike to, or afford the gear needed to hike through the area. When the land is not accessible it defeats the purpose of protecting the land for future generations. If you really want to protect that land you should protect it from the illegal traffic crossing the border. This activity creates new trails and leaves a flurry of trash in their wake, including various articles of clothing and large amounts of non biodegradable plastic trash that is potentially harmful to the wildlife. That kind of activity has created far more environmental degradation than any of the roads that already exist. I have recently graduated for the University of Arizona with a degree in Environmental Science and my courses have taught me that unpaved roads that have been around for years or decades have very little impact on the environment. In fact, forest fires followed by rain cause more erosion than anything else in an area like this. A road does not remove enough flora to cause a lot of erosion but a forest fire that burns through acres of forest will allow rains to wash away massive amounts of soil. Erosion is a natural process in the environment, how else could we have the Grand Canyon? These roads are not speeding up the erosion process. Please do not close these roads and keep the public from enjoying this beautiful forest.

· I am writing to object to the road closures being considered in D3TMScopingNotice. Please do not close them. Having spent many decades traveling these roads I am well aware of the location and use of these roads. They have been present for decades and have done little to no damage to the environment in that region. They do allow me to take my small children and elder father on rides to see the numerous fauna and flora evident from these roads. By the nature of the roads they are not available for vehicles to stray onto the adjacent land so any potential damage to the environment is negligible if at all. The litter and trails left by the aliens illegally entering the area are more detrimental by far. Closing these roads will only make the Law enforcement pursuit of these criminals more difficult. It is sad that a vocal few want to return all of the forest land to limited use by foot only. Their influence seems to permeate the forest service and eliminate the idea that not everyone can hike to see the areas these roads traverse.

· It concerns me that over the past decade or so, the Forest Service's standard plan for public areas seems to have become "close more roads." These areas are not "owned by government," they are held in trust for the public, for the public to USE. Public access to these areas should be encouraged, not discouraged. Furthermore, experience has shown that when roads are closed, the public simply makes new trails, which damages the land and ecosystem far more than if the roads had been left open. This area has been used by Arizonans for years, and should continue to be so used. I strongly oppose this proposed plan.

· Monte Crooks said it quite well: I cannot understand the reasons for curtailing an economically vital, ecologically responsible, and vastly popular use for a multi-use area of America. The roads in question have been in year-around use for decades. Irresponsible use is discouraged by the vast majority of users who leave the area better and cleaner than when they arrive. Any damage by such use has long ago reached it's maximum affect. Claims that closure will prevent major damage to the area is totally unfounded and no amount of unrealistic rhetoric serves as proof of such. I, my family, and my fellow recreationists cannot and will not support these planned actions, which constitute an affront against our responsible use of public lands. Nothing we have or would do pose a threat warranting a closure of any part, parcel, or portion of the Sierra Vista Ranger District Motorized Travel System.

· It concerns me that over the past decade or so, the Forest Service's standard plan for public areas seems to have become "close more roads." These areas are not "owned by government," they are held in trust for the public, for the public to USE. Public access to these areas should be encouraged, not discouraged. Furthermore, experience has shown that when roads are closed, the public simply makes new trails, which damages the land and ecosystem far more than if the roads had been left open. This area has been used by Arizonans for years, and should continue to be so used. I strongly oppose this proposed plan.

· All Road access should remain open if that road provides access to cell tower connection. Many Road should stay open to the point of giving safe parking to hunters ( away from the congestive traffic ). Highway 83 after all is only one and a half lanes wide and pothole infested for the last ten miles. Most wilderness explorers like to be able to see and protect their vehicle and you can not do that if you park where you can not hunt or enjoy nature. As a land owner on HWY 83 and tax payer in Cochise county for 20 years, my personal experience of living within a days walk from Mexico, gives me reason to vote: No : to the proposed list of extreme road closures. Untraveled areas around here tend to draw in a bad element of crime and toxic dumps get created. We have the least amount of UDA trespassing and other related troubles when the National Forest is full of vacationing American's and hunters. I do not personally hunt but thankful when a good hunter is near. They are the only people I ever see carting out large amounts of trash each year. Thankful that they notify authorities when fires and other problems are detected. Having recently experienced the long road closure of many roads after the Monument and other UDA wild fires. Where we were forbidden to access the ridge near our home for the much needed information gained by sticking our heads above the Canyon wall. The same ridge needed to use our cell phone. Highway 83 Parker Canyon has no radio or television connection. Information is seldom available on the backside of a burn. Living in a Canyon the draw off of Oxygen and settling of nightly smoke is better predicted by personal observation and knowledge of the land. Keeping my neighbors better informed and reducing calls and demands to the FS station is part of our fire watch goal. The current Fiasco of tax dollars arming the Cartel increases my concern that they do not gain anymore wilderness lands in the United States. The Illegal activity creates trash piles, pouch game, contamination water holes, damage fences and threaten the well being of both people and environment . This will not decrease because you make it more illegal for the unpunished illegal's. During the last restrictions it was a $500 fine to American residents but no fines were ever given to a single UDA captured during that time . My second concern is: Where is everyone going to park if they can not get off the highway to hunt or play? We are going to need the emergency pull offs for vehicle brake downs and to obtain a cell phone connection and they are few and far between. American's protect our country when they make that first call reporting troubles, crimes and wildfires from cell phones in remote areas. Their are no public land lines or emergency HWY phones in this area. No gas station or store phones. Cell phone connections can only exist when you are no longer on HWY 83 and can reach a point of clear view with a tower. Keep the hunters in the woods where they belong , they will be fine if you continue to not maintain the roads.
· In reviewing the accompanying maps, ADEQ would like to make you aware of the status of some surface waters in the project area, which is in the Santa Cruz Watershed. In “Huachuca_TM_PA_Map1_12012011”, the following surface waters are listed as “not attaining” under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act, due to exceedances of surface water quality standards for cadmium, copper, zinc, and pH: Humboldt Canyon, Alum Gulch, Three R Canyon and Cox Gulch; Harshaw Creek is listed as impaired for copper and pH. As a result of the listing, ADEQ completed the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) report in 2003.  EPA has approved the report which calls for reductions from both point and nonpoint sources. In “Huachuca_TM_PA_Map2_12012011”, Parker Canyon Lake is listed as impaired under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act for mercury in fish tissue.
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