PCPD-02

MEMORANDUM

Date: January 19, 1999

To:  The Honorable Chair and Members From: C.H. Huckelberry
Pima County Board of Supervisors County Administra
Re: Correspondence Received in Response to the Draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

The attached correspondence was received by my office in response to the draft Sonoran
Desert Conservation concept document during the comment period which lasted nearly twelve
weeks (October 27, 1998 to January 15, 1999).

A total of 170 letters or documents were received. An estimated 59 non-governmental
organizations or individuals have expressed an interest in participating in developing the plan.
The 59 parties reflect constituencies as diverse as the conservation community, neighborhood
groups, ranchers, miners, landowners, private property advocates, developers, home builders,
the real estate industry, and water interests.

Legislative action and other communication indicates that the Tohono O'Odham Legislative
Council supports the County’s effort. Likewise, eight federal entities,’ four state
departments,? and a number of local incorporated areas have expressed willingness (either
informally or in writing) to work with Pima County. With the exception of letters from the
McGee Ranch community, there is only one letter that wholly rejects the Sonoran Desert
Conservation concept. Initial concerns from certain neighborhoods and some members of the
ranch community have been addressed in meetings and will continue to be addressed through

the planning process itself.

| am currently drafting a report for the Board’s January 26, 1999 meeting which provides a
summary and analysis of the detailed responses from the community, recommends the
formation of a Steering Committee, and makes recommendations about measures that the
Board might consider to protect the pygmy-owl while the long term conservation plan is being
developed. The attached documents are presented in the order they were received.

' (1) United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Coronado National Forest; (2)
Department of Defense, United States Air Force, Ranges and Airspace Division; {3) United States
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management; {4) United States Department of the
Interior, Bureau of Reclamation; (5) United States Department of the Interior, Office of the
Secretary; (6) United States Department of the Interior, National Parks Service; {7) United States
Department of the Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; and [8) United States Geological Survey.

2 (1) Arizona Department of Environmental Quality; (2) Arizona Department of Water
Resources; (3) Arizona Game and Fish Department; and (4) Arizona State Land Department.
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Chronology of All Correspondence

October 29, 1998
1. Alan Lurie, Executive Vice President, Southern Arizona Home Builders Association

November 2, 1998
2. Mary Darling, Darling Environmental & Surveying

November 9, 1998
3. Jonathan DuHamel, President, Tucson Chapter of People for the USA!

November 10, 1998
4, Joe Parsons, President, Parsons Ranches

November 12, 1998
5. Town Council of Sahuarita
6. Ellen Barnes

November 14, 1998
7. Kenn Schultz

November 16, 1998
8. Michael Zimet, Founder, Pima County Private Property Rights Association

November 17, 1998
9. Luther Propst, Executive Director, Sonoran Institute

10. Ed and Margaret Bieber, Green Valley residents
11. Mark Miller

November 18, 1998
12. Chuck Sweet, Town Manager, Town of Oro Valley

November 19, 1998
13. Michael Winn, President, Ecological Restoration and Management Associates

November 20, 1998

14. David Nix, University Attorney, University of Arizona
15. Aurelia Acton :

16. Jeanie Marion

November 22, 1998
17. Graham Barton
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November 23, 1998

18. John Bordenave, Enchanted Hills Neighborhood Association
19. Brian and Karen Metcalf

20. Lan Lester, Town of Tortolita

November 24, 1998

21.  John McGee, Forest Supervisor, Coronado National Forest

22. Patricia Richardson, Vice President, Tucson Association of Realtors
23. David Hogan, Southwest Center for Biological Diversity

24, Lawrence Aldrich, President, Southern Arizona Leadership Council

Ngverﬁber 25,1998
25.  Jud Richardson, President, Green Valley Coordinating Council

November 27, 1998
26. John Menke, President, Saguaro Forest Associates

November 29, 1998

27. Jan Gingold, President, Pima Trails Association
28. Andra Ewton, Defenders of Wildlife
29. Rob Kulakofsky, Center for Wildlife Connections

November 30, 1998
30. Ren Lohoefner, Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service

31. David Walker, Habitat Branch Chief, Arizona Game and Fish Department

32. Christina McVie, Desert Watch

33. Doug McVie, Desert Watch

34. Barbara Rose, Northern Tucson Mountains Resource Conservation/Education Project
35. Glenda and Robert Zahner

36. John Pimental

December 1, 1998
37. David Mehl, President, Cottonwood Properties

38. Robert Smith

December 3, 1998
39. William Hallihan, Vice President, Cottonwood Properties

40. Tim Blowers

December 4, 1998
41. Neale Allen, Mountainview Homeowners Association

December 6, 1998
42. Jeanne Rosengren, Tucson Mountain Park area
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December 7, 1998
43. Jim Shiner
44, Bill Arnold

December 8, 1998
45, City of Tucson Staff Review

46. Bob Deming, Mary Kidwell

December 9, 1998

47. Lora Awtrey, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
48. Janette Awtrey, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
49. Bruce Gungle, Tucson Mountains Association

December 10, 1998
50. Tim Terrill, Metropolitan Pima Alliance
51. Cassandra Martinez, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

December 12, 1998
§2. Donald and Carolyn Honnas, Honnas Land and Cattle

December 14, 1998 ,

3. Patricia Awtrey, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

54. Frances Werner

55. Robyn and Lois Benson, Lou Benson Construction Company
b6. Laurence Marc Berlin

December 15, 1998
57. Rodger Schlickeisen, Defenders of Wildlife

December 16, 1998
58. Lynn Harris, Gary Fox, David Harris, Sierrita Mining and Ranching Company

59. Fred Depper, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

December 17, 1998
60. David Hogan, Southwest Center for Biological Diversity
61. Tim Terrill, Metropolitan Pima Alliance

December 18, 1998
62. Luther Propst, Sonoran Institute

December 21, 1998
63. Richard Rosen
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December 22, 1998
64. Mike Hein, Town of Marana

65. Kate Hiller
66. Lynn Harris and Lucille Depper, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

December 23, 1998
67. Pima County Open Space Acquisition Review Committee

December 26, 1998
68. Buffers

December 27, 1998

69. Linda Griggs, Tucson Mountains Association

70.  Marcy Tigerman, Tucson Mountains Association

71. Patricia DeWitt, Tucson Mountains Association

72. Gary Forbes, Tucson Mountains Association

73. Marce! and Olga Nuets, Tucson Mountains Association

December 28, 1998
74. Gary Fox, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

75. Dale Turner, Sky Island Alliance

December 29, 1998

76. L.G. and Barbara Wilson, Tucson Mountains Association
77. Village of Casas Adobes

December 30, 1998
78. Rincon Institute

January 3, 1999
79.  Janette Awtrey, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

January 4, 199

80. Tucson-Pima County Historical Commission

81.  Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

82. Richard Daley, Executive Director, Desert Museum
83. John Martin, Tucson Mountains Association

84. Jill Rich, Tucson Mountains Association

85. Don Arkin and Sharon Emley, Tucson Mountains Association
86. Susan Zakin, Tucson Mountains Association

87. Thomas Wiewandt, Tucson Mountains Assaociation
88. Mildred Kiteser, Tucson Mountains Association

89. Beverly Manfredonia, Tucson Mountains Association
90. Jill Littrell, Tucson Mountains Association
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91. Jean Moore, Tucson Mountains Association

92. Ann Dursch, Tucson Mountains Association

93. Catherine Penny, Tucson Mountains Association

January 5, 1999
94, Erleen Martin, Tucson Mountains Association

95. Richard Genser

96. Richard D. Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountain Coalition
97.  Lynn Harris or Heather Fox, Sierrita Mining & Ranching

98. Lynn Harris, Sierrita Mining & Ranching

99. James Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

100. Mary Ann Riley, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

101. Betty Oryall, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

102. " Todd and Suzy Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

January 6, 1999

103. Katharine Jacobs, Arizona Department of Water Resources
104. Dudley Fox, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

105. John Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

January 7, 1999

- 106. Bruce Ellis, Diane Laush, United States Department of Interior, Bureau of Reclamation
107. Center for Wildlife Connections
108. Carl Davis, President, Silverbell Mountain Alliance

January 8, 1999

109. Tohono O’Odham Legislative Council, Resolution 99-011, Section 3.
110. Nancy Wall

111. Gay Lynn Goetzke

anuary 9, 1999
112. Neal and Karen Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
113. Barbara McDewitt, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
114. Patricia McGee Coughanour, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
115. Augusta Davis, Tucson Mountains Association

January 10, 1999
116. William Crosby, Director, Environmental & Cultural Conservation Organization

117. Bill Schnaufer, Navarro Ranch
118. Dan Beckel, President, Andrada Property Owners

January 11, 1999

119. City of Tucson, Mayor and City Council
120. Lois Kulakowski, Kathy Jacobs and Mark Myers, Tucson Regional Water Council
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121. Natalie McGee, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

122. Mona Allen Wolters, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
123. Michael, Wolters, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

124. Larry Wolters, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

125. Carol Klamerus, President, Tucson Mountains Association
126. Holly Finstrom, Tucson Mountains Association

127. Jayne Kahle, Tucson Mountains Association

nuary 12, 1999
128. Jesse Juen, United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management
129. Dennis Wells, State Land Commissioner, Arizona State Land Department
130. Lisa Stage, Women for Sustainable Technologies
131. . Lucy Vitale, Line by Line Editorial Services
132. Penelope Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
133. Norman Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
134. Donna McGee, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
135. Judy Ann Fox, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
136. Sheldon Fox, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
137. Les Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
138. Jeremy Harris, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
139. Stephen Bacchus, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
140. Melissa Bacchus, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
141. Kathy McGee, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
142. Charles Bristow, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
143. Elizabeth Espinoza, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
144. Sarah Baker, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
145. Wendell Baker, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
146. B. Vermeerech, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
147. Judith Murphy, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
148. Carlene Peck, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
149. Anne Davidson, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
150. Eileen Bradford, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
151. W.D. Matthews, c/o McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
152. Southern Lago del Oro Community

January 13, 1999

153. Carolyn Campbell, Coalition for the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan

154. Carol Duffner and Joe Murray, Northwest Coalition for Responsibie Development
155. Gene and Marvyl Wendt, Wrong Mountain Wildiife Preserve

156. Dee Kinsey and Carol Ehrlich
157. Sharon Conine (Medema-McGee), McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains

158. Ernest Burnham, McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountains
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January 14, 1999
159. Les Corey, The Nature Conservancy,

160. Vicki Cox Golder, Golder Ranch
161. Zephaniah Guy Kirkpatrick, Silverbell Mountain Alliance
162. Quinn Simpson, Center for Environmental Ethics

January 15, 1999
163. Franklin Walker, United States Department of the Interior, National Park Service

164. Alter Valley Conservation Alliance: P.King, M.Miller, M. King, A.McGibbon, S. Chilton
165. George Bender, Cyprus Sierita Mining Company

166. Gerald Juliani, Pure Water Coalition

167. Arizona Game & Fish Department

168. Charles Award, Southern Lago del Oro Community

169. Southwest Network for Environmental and Economic Justice (Nogales)

170. Defenders of Wildlife

Chronology of Non-Governmental Applicants for the Steering Committee

Enchanted Hills Neighborhood Association
Tucson Association of Realtors

Southwest Center for Biological Diversity
Southern Arizona Leadership Council

John Bordenave
Patricia Richardson
10. David Hogan

11. [To be determined]

1. Alan Lurie Southern Arizona Home Builders Association

2. Mary Darling Darling Environmental & Surveying

3. Jonathan DuHamel Tucson Chapter of People for the USA!

4, Joe Parsons Parsons Ranches

b. Ellen Barnes Landowner

6. Michael Zimet Pima County Private Property Rights Association
7. Michael Winn Ecological Restoration and Management Associates
8.

g.

12. Jud Richardson Green Valley Coordinating Council

13. John Menke Saguaro Forest Associates

14. Jan Johnson Pima Trails Association

15. Andra Ewton Defenders of Wildlife

16.  Rob Kulakofsky Center for Wildlife Connections

17. Christina McVie Desert Watch

18. Doug McVie Landowner

19. Barbara Rose N.Tucson Mnts Resource Conservation Project
20. William Hallihan Cottonwood Properties

21. Tim Blowers Developer / Landowner

22. Neale Alien Mountainview Homeowners Association
23. Jim Shiner Developer / Landowner

24, Bill Arnold Real Estate

25.  Bruce Gungle Tucson Mountains Association

26. Tim Terrill Metropolitan Pima Alliance
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27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
38.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.

Donald/Carolyn Honnas
Frances Werner
Robyn/Louis Benson
Laurence Marc Berlin
Luther Propst

Kate Hiller

G. Hartmann/N.Young Wright
Dale Turner

Richard Daley

John Martin

Richard Genser

Richard D. Harris

Lynn Harris or Heather Fox
Carl Davis/ ZG Kirkpatrick
Gay Lynn Goetzke
William Crosby

Dan Beckel

Mark Myers

Lisa Stage

Lucy Vitale

Carolyn Campbell

Carol Duffner/Joe Murray
Les Corey

Vicki Cox Golder

Quinn Simpson

Pat/ Macaela King

Mary Miller

Andrew McGibbon

Sue Chilton

George Bender

Gerald Juliani

Charles Award

Teresa Leal

Attachments

Honnas Land and Cattle

Landowner

Lou Benson Construction Company

Attorney / Private Property

Sonoran Institute

Citizen’s Alliance for Responsible Growth
Buffers

Sky Island Alliance

Desert Museum

Landowner

Real Estate

McGee Ranch, Sierrita Mountain Coalition
Sierrita Mining & Ranching

Silverbell Mountain Alliance

Property Rights

Environmental & Cultural Conservation Organization
Andrada Property Owners Association

Tucson Regional Water Council

Women for Sustainable Technologies

Line by Line Editorial Services

Coalition for the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan
Northwest Coalition for Responsible Development
The Nature Conservancy

Real Estate / Golder Ranch

Center for Environmental Ethics

Anvil Ranch

Elkhorn Ranch

Alter Valley Alliance

Chilton Ranch

Cyprus Sierita Mining Company

Pure Water Coalition

Southern Lago del Oro Community

SW Network Environ / Economic Justice (Nogales)



S@h}b@ Southern Arizona Home Builders Association

Sauzem dazana mame Buers "Building Tucson With Purpose And Price”

Qctocer 29, 1628

Chuck Huckelterry

County Administrator

130 W. Congress, 10 Floor
Tucsen AZ 85701- 1317

‘Dear Chuc%
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Darling Environmental & Surveying, LTI
i 3431 N. Camino de Piedzas N
Tuceon, Arzona 85750
(520) 298-2725
Fax: (320) 208-2767
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November 2, 1998

Pima County Administrative Office
Pima County Governmental Center
Mr. Chuck Huckleberry

150 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

Please appoint me as a Steering Committee member of the Pima County Multi Species Habitat
Conservation Plan. Attached is a resume and list of some pertinent projects that demonstrate my
expertise on the subject.

I'am an active member of the Tucson community and want to assist the County in development
and implementation of a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) thaf resolves as many of our
endangered species management issues as possible. My scientific a:nd legal packgound as w.ell as
my experience working on two very successful County HCPs provide me with unique expertise
that I can bring to the steering committee.

A summary of my experience with endangered species includes, but is not limited to:

L. Development of a County HCP for a project potentia!'ly afectmg a threatened species.
This activity included all work necessary to obtain an incidental take permit under the
ESA.

2.

Member of a County-wide Multi Species HCP Team in Clark County, Nevada (Las
Vegas).

G

Member of the Cacrus Ferruginous Pygmy-Owl Recovery Team subcommittee.

a. Performance of surveys of proposed projects to assure compliance with the requirements
of the ESA.

[



in

Identification and mapping of potential habtat for pygmy-owls and other species listed
nder the ESA.

6. Expertise in the survey and analysis of fauna and flerz in the Sonoran Desert Region.

Knowledge and L.nderstandlno of federal and state laws relating to the protection and
conservation of natural habitats in the Sonoran Desert Region.

~1

8. Knowledge and experience with the provisions and precesses set forth in the ESA.
9. State and federal permits necessary to conduct population and habitat surveys under the
ESA

I look forward to hearing from you about my request. I am available to begin immediately.

Sincerely,
Darling Environmental & Surveying, LTD.

%Z,&Q@

Mary Darlmo MS., 1D
Vice President/Senior Wildlife Biologist

Enclosure

Dading Environmental & Surveying, LTD.
3131 N. Camino de Piearos
Tucsen, Adzena 38750
(520) 298-2725/Fax: (520) 263-2Z01



MARY E. DARLING, M.S., J.D.

Environmental Permitting

Legal Research and Analysis
Threatened and Encdangered Species
GPS/GIS Habitat Mapping

SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE

Ms. Derling has 18 years of experience in natural resource management. She is a professional
wildlife biologist, specializing in environmental planning and permitting. Ms, Darling has
significant expertise in threetened and endangered species management.

UNIVERSITY DEGREES

University of the Pacific, Juris Doctorate Environmental Law, 1984
McGeorge School of Law

California State University, Sacramento M.S. in Biclogical Sciences, 1950

California State University, Sacramento B.S. in Biological Sciences, 1977

RELEVANT PROFESSIONAL CONTINUING EDUCATION AND TRAINING

Utah State University Raptor ldentification and Biology, 1682
University of Northern Arizona Wildlife Habitat Relationship Course, 1920

RELEVANT PROFESSIONAL MEMBERSHIP

The Wildlife Society
Desert Fishes Council
American Fisheries Society

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY

Darling Environmental & Surveying, LTD, Vice President, 1996 to date

Environmental Consultant, 1992 to 1996

U.S.D.A,, Forest Service, Wildlife and Fisheries Program Menager,
1986-1292

U.S.D.A., Forest Service, Assistant Forest Planner, Appeels and
Litigation Coordinator and NEPA Coordinator, 1984-1286

U.S.D.A,, Forest Service, Fisheries and Wildlife Biologist, 1879-1984

California Department of Fish and Game, Fisheries Technician, 1976-1979

U.S. Navy, San Clemente Island, Ecological Technicien, 1975

Darling Environmental & Surveying, L70.
3431 N. Camino de Piecras
Tucscn, Arizona §5720
Tel (520) 2S8-2725/FAX 298-2767



Mary E. Darling, M.S., J.D.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES EXPERIENCE

Habitar Conservation Plan, Clark County (Las Vegas), Nevada: Ms. Darling is zreseatly a member
of a long-term HCP team, determining management of more than 210 species and their habitsts in Clark County,
Nevada. Native birds. mammals. fishes, reptiles, amphibians, insects and piants are included in this major planning
project.

Habitat Conservation Plan, Nye County, Nevada: Ms. Darling wote a Habitat Corservation Plan (HCP)
and the accompanying Environmental Assessment, Biological Assessment. and Implementaticn Agresment
decurneats for Nye County Department of Public Woris. The documents and coordination meszings resulted in US
Fish and Wildlife Service issuing the County an inciceatal take permit for the threatened Mojave desert tortoise in
Pahrump, Nevada. She was also able to obtain a temporary, €mergeacy “takings” permit for the County, as an
interim measure, until ail aspects of the incidental take permit requirements were met. Ms. Darling removed and
relocated desert tortoises, cacti, yucca, and Joshua trees during the Pahrump project. She also authored a
revegetation plan that will be incrementally implemented over the life of the project

Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-Owl, Arizona: Ms. Darling is currently permitted by US Fish and Wildlife
Service to survey Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-Owls and their habitat in Arizona. This owl is listed as an endangered
species in Arizona. She has performed more than sixty surveys for clients including Pima County, school districts.
home owners, realtors, and developers in southeastern Arizona to determine presence or absezce of Cactus
Ferruginous Pygmy-Owls and to assess potential habitat capability of the lands. Ms. Darling prepared a literature
review and detailed analvsis of more than 100 relevant articles on the Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-Owl. She aiso
prepared detailed comments on the USFWS proposed listing of the owl

Sonoran Native Plants: Ms. Darling performs native plant inveatories and produces native plant preservation
plans in accordance with the Pima County Native Plant Preservation Ordinance for a variety of clients, including
Pima County Department of Parks and Recreation.

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, Arizona: Ms. Darling is carrently permitted by US Fish and Wildlife to
survey the endangered southwestern willow flycatcher in Arizona. She has surveyed willow flycarchers in Nevada
and California for the past three years.-

Cienega Species, Arizona: Ms Darling is curreatly permitted by US Fish and Wildlife to survey the
endangered Sonoran salamander in Arizona. She has worked with salamanders on several aquatic projects and is
current on locations and biological issues in Arizona.

Jaguars and Ocelots, Arizona: Ms. Darling is actively working on updating currently US Fish and Wildlife
Service and Arizona Game and Fish information on the location and breeding records of jaguars and ocelots in
Arizona. She is obtaining the unwritten history of these cats from tragpers and hunters.

San Pedro River, Arizona: Ms. Darling performed threz field assessments on portions of the San Pedro River
watershed as part of a threatened and endangered species habitat overvies. She is familiar with the various habitat

Darling Eavirenmantal & Surveyng, LTD.
3431 N. Camino ée Piedras: Tusson. Arizena 85730
Tel. ($20) 298-T725FAN(320) 280-2767



Mary E. Darling, M.S., J.D.

. N - - .
tvpes and animals present. She is currently involved in extensive endangered Species management issues along the
river.

Linle Colorado Spinedace, Spikedace, Loach Minnow, Arizona: Ms. Darling performed field survevs,
then prepared reports and aficavits regarding thes threatened species of fish.

Spotted Owis and Goshawks, California and Nevada: Ms. Darling performed field surveys to determine
presence or absence of the California and Mexican spotted owls and Northern goshawks.

Bald Eagles and Ospreys, Shasta Lake, California: Ms. Darling monitored 12 nesting pairs of bald
eagles and 52 osprey nests over a two-year period. She prepared habitat management plans for both birds.

Peregrine Falcons, Pit River, California: Ms. Darling monitored an active peregrine falcon nest on the Pit
River in northemn California.

Moapa Dace, Nevada: Ms. Darling performed field surveys. then prepared a report regarding the Moapa dace
and nine other native desert fisaes in southern Nevada. She is the only non-agency member of a Nevada native
fisheries management team. Eer role is to assure that private water rights are considered and preserved as fisheries
recovery plans are finalized and implemented

Mojave Desert Tortoise, Nevada: Ms. Darling performed 32 cattle allotment field surveys, prepared a report
and an affidavit regarding the tortoise, and participated in a 10-day IBLA hearing on livestock grazing and tortoise
issues. She assisted attorneys in preparing the case and testified as an expert witness,

Lahontan Cutthroat Trout, Nevada: Ms. Darling performed field surveys and prepared a report and an
affidavit regarding this federally listed trout. She participated in three IBLA hearings on livestock grazing and
trout. She also assisted attorneys in preparing the case and testified as an expert witness,

Redband Trout, Northern California: Ms. Darling performed population and habitat surveys for redband
trout in twelve northern Califormia streams in the McCloud River drainage. She then Pprepared an extensive habitat
and population management plan for this threatened trout.

Bull Trout, Grizzly Bears, Wolves, and Lynx, Montana: Ms. Darling is presently the Senior Peer
Reviewer for a series of studies and documents that will be incorporated into a Biological Assessment as part of
Section 7 Endangered Species Act consultation.

Darling Envircnmental & Surveying, LTD.
3431 N. Camino de ?ieczas: Tusen, Anzona 85-7:70
Tel. (520) 298-2725FAN(320) 289-2767



3150 W. Czmino de! Saguaro

Jonathan DuHzamel Tucson, AZ 857451504

Consufting Geologist

AZ Reg. 19124 Phone: 520 743-8415

jedtaz@azstamet.com

November 9, 1998

C.H. Huckelberry
County Administrator
150 W. Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Re: Steering Committee, Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan
Dear Mr. Huckelbery,

After speaking with Ms. Maeveen Behan of your staff, I have come to better appreciate the
importance of community participation County plans. I vo_Iunteer to participate as part of a
steering committes related to development of 2 multi-species habitat conservation plan.

I am a geologist by profession and have besn a Pima County }'esident s_ince 1983. Iam currently
president of the Tucson chapter of People for the USA, a national environmental organization
which sesks a balance between environmental protection and economic development. We are
also concerned with preservation of private property rights. I think my presence on a steering
committes would balance the demands of developers versus the more radical environmental
groups.

In order to further our understanding of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, I have invited
Ms. Behan to address our chapter in December.

Please consider my inclusion in a stesring committes.

NP
A / Y\ et
/ vl ) /




7 The Parsons Co., Inc.
U dba PARSONS RANCHES 4580 NORTH HIGHWAY DRivE TUCSON, ARiZONA 85705
. TEL: (520) 887-6207 + Fax: (520) 292-24636
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Novemzer 10,

Pima County Administration
130 W. Congreass
Tucson, 2z 8s701

Attn: Chuck Euckleberr

RE: Property Taxss - Ranchss

in the paper zbout the izck

fter rszdin g your comments 2
of nvooe*‘ty taxas paid on ranches, I would like to bri ing to
your attention the over zll net CO:leC effect by having

N,

ranchers continue to graze lan

For example, the places we grazs e
Cevelopers, the Federal government, and the State of
Arizona. The grass provides z renewabls resourcs that

[}

mz

raises approximately 400 czlves z y 2r at a gross income
of zpproximately $ 160,000.00. F*‘cr} t{le_gross inccme we
pProvide employment for 2 full time zamll}es and emoloy
approximately znother 10 people during shirg Ping season.
All of our supplies are purchased loc*lly.in Pima
County and our emnloyeas do their perso 1:15:1 business here.
When the year ends and =211 b111§_are gam. we can hope to
have 10 to 20% left over as profit, of which we pay taxes

on the profit.

If you use a conservative multiplier factor on our
income of 6 times then the direct economic 1mpac; to Pima
County is $ $60,000.00 By buying ranches and eleminating
private enterprise you will have no way to replacs this
€conomic impact to the county, but you will also loss the
caretakers and the stewards of the land and have to replace
them with county employees. The rezl nst loser is then the
Ctaxpayer to have to raise sales and prcperty tax to fund
these new resconsibilities.

I would ke happy to sit down with vou or your staff
&nd go over scme of the properties and economic value of
Kesping as many ranchers in businsss zs rossible.




Dlezse cive us & seat &t the tzable keczuse
= - e =l o
ccen space and less development &:50:
Sincerely,
PARSONS RANCEES

JMP; cj
cc: Board of Supervisors:
Mike Boyd

Dzn Eckstrom

Sharon Eronson

Ray Carroll

Since cattle, cotton, &and
teone of Arizcna's grewth in th
saé to let our elected officiz
ceing an important part of our
chance to evaluate the facts.

Grzss is =z renewzble naturzl resource and
turn that arzss in to beef and by prccucts that
teneficizl to the peoole. Ecw can that ke turn
the mediz and special intersst c¢Ioups to ke so

attle can
are
ed zround by
bad

we support




TOWN OF SAHUARITA
NOVEMBER 12, 1998

Pursuant to ARS. Section 38431.02. notice is hereby given to the public that the Shuarita Town Council wiil be holding a
Regular Meeting on Thursday, November 12. 1998 The mesting will begin at o7’ aster 7:00 pm, at the Sahuarita Schooi
Auditorium. 350 W. Sahuarita Road. Sahuarita. AZ

REGULAR MEETING AGEND4
At or After 7.00 pm

1. CALL TO ORDER
Pledge of Allegiance

o

ROLL CALL

__Coundil Member Marco Aguilar
—Coundil Member Louis Butler
—_Vice-Mayor Zachery Freeland
—Council Member Charles Oldham
— Coundl Member Lee Parrish
—Mayor Gordon VanCamp

3. JUDGE HOWARD NORDECK WILL ADMINISTER THE OATH OF OFFICE TO NEW COUNCIL
MEMBER JIM BATEMAN

4. CALL TO THE PUBLIC P -
At this time, any member of the public is allowed to address the Towi Coundi on any 1s\$t:e}n:;
already on tonight's agenda Pursuant fo the Arizona Meeting 14w, the speaker's commen ts ay not
be considered, discussed or even answered by the Council at.?ﬁis meeting but may, at the discre\xion
of the Town, be placed on a firture agenda for discussion/action.

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
2. Ociober 8, 1998

6. COMMITTEE REPORTS/OTHER REPORTS '
2 Rural Metro/Corey Reed, Assistant Public Information \Ofncer

7. CONSENT AGENDA-ITEM A THROUGH D - .
Matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine-and will he enracted by one
motion and one vote. There will be no separate discussion of these iterns. If discussion is desired
by members of the governing body, that item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and \:vill be

considered separately.

A. CANCELLATION OF NOVEMBER 26 AND DECEMBER 24, _1998 MEETINGS .
Cancellation of tlhe November 26 and December 24. 1998 meetings due to the Thanksgiving
and Christmas holidays.

B. ORDIN:XLNCE 1998-15, AMENDMENT TO THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA TOWN CODE,
CHAPTER 9, “FEES".

Ap:rgira] of Ordinance 1998-15 amending the code of the Town of Sahuarita by
amending Chapter 9, “Fees” to indude fees for spedial permits under the Noise and

Nuisance Chapter (14) of the Town Code.
C. REISOLU’I'IOP? 1998-34, DESIGNATING A PORTION OF ABREGO DRIVE AS A

COUNTY ROAD o
Appr:)val of the designalion of the portion of Abrego Drive that is within the Town 1imits as

a County Road for approval of funding for certain roadway improvemnents.

111288 Agenca




D. RESOLUTION 1998-35, APPROVAL OF AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEM™>™
" WITH PIMA COUNTY FOR ACCESS TO BOND FUNDS FOR ROADWAY

IMPROVEMENTS ON ABREGO DRIVE )
Approval of Resolution 1998-34, entering into an IGA with Pima Couniy fo access W

funds for roadway and drainage improvements on the extension of Abrego Drive.

E. TRANSFER OF FUNDS
The Police Department has gone over their allotted budget in Travel and Training THié
allow us to transfer funds from within the Police Depariment Budget to cover the overasa *

& FUELIC HEARING, ORDINANCE 1998-14, THE HENNESY GROUP LL.C. REZONING Of,
tXHOPERTY LOCATED AT I-19 AND DUVAL MINE ROAD FROM GR-1 TO CB-2.
Lol hearing, discussion and possible action on Ordinance 1998-14, which is a request from the
Hennesy Group LLC. to rezone approximately 147 acres from zone GR-1 (Rural Residential) to
Zone CB-2 (General Business), located at the southwest comer of I-19 and Duval Mine Road. The
proposed use is for commerdal development in conformance with the Sahuarita General Plane .

RESOLUTION 1998-33, AUTHORIZING THE TOWN TO ENTER INTO A DEVELOPMI‘.NTE
AGREEMENT WITH THE HENNESY GROUP L1.C. FOR THE DEDICATION AND
CONSTRUCTION OF RICHT OF WAY IN THE AREA OF DUVA.. MINE ROAL AND F¥¢
Discussion and possible action on Resolution 1998-33, authorzing the Town 1o enter into $
development agreement with the Hennesy Group LLC for e dedication and construction ct
approximately 57 acres of right of way in the area of F19 and Duyal Mine Road. )

%0. DISCUSSION RELATING TO FRANCHISE AGREEMENTS e
Information item on how the Town can franchise various senicefindustriess Riis micy$ahg is in

response to questions from the Coundi relating to this issae. No action is anféféxe:i bt could be.
placed on a future agenda for further discussion or action. :

11. RECOMMENDATION BY WASTE WATER COMMITTEE ON TREATMENT PROCEéS. :
Discussion and action resarding the proggss i’ 2 used in the design of the Waste Water Trediinést.
" Plant - S

12. §OULCIL ACTION ON THE U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE'S PROPOSED LANDOWNER
-CUIDANCE AND SURVEY PROTOCOL FOR THE CACTUS FERRUGINOUS PYGMY OWL.
Discussion and pessizie.action on commenting on the US. Fish & Wildlife Service’s {roposed
J andowneyGuidance anc Surwey Protocpl for the Cactus Feguginoss Pyorgy D=l

13. CRUNCIE AGHON-OR THE PROPOSED COMMITTEE TO CREATE A REGIONAL DESERT

FABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN . .
Discussion and possible action on whether the Town should participate in the proposed Comm}!g:?
- to create a Section 10 (of the Endangered Species Act) Regional Desert Habitat Consenation Flari

. for the protection of endangered spedes as proposed by Pima County.

14. COUNCIL APPROVAL OF THE CFD APPRAISER )
Discussion and possible action to approve the appraiser chosen by staff to perform the appraisal gu

the Rancho Sahuarita Development

15. ORDINANCE 1998-16, AMENDING THE SAHUARITA TOWN CODE, CHAPTER 2,

ARTICLE -4 *COUNCIL PROCEDURE" _
Discussion =nd possible action on Ordinance 1998-16, amending Chapter 2, Artide 2-4 of the

Sahuarita Town Code, Section 2-4-1, B, to change the regular meeting location from the Sahuarita
School Auditarium located at 350 West Sahuarita Road to the 1.2 Joya Verde Recreation Center,

23549 North Lamino Reloj, unless otherwise announced

111258 Agenda,



3501 S. Saguaro Shadows Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85730
November 12, 19¢8

Ms. Maeveen Behan

Pima County Acministrative Office
130 W. Congress

Tucson, Az. 85701-1317

Re: Apolication for appointment to Steering Committes relating to development of
multi species habitat conservation plan

Dear Maeveen,

Your presentation at the Tuncheon organized by Mike Zimet was most
impressive. It obviously will be an honor to be a member of your team to develop,
and hopefully gain support for, a plan that wili protect present and future
endangered wildlife, habitat and humans in our region. Optimistically, the final
plan will become a model that promotes,in-so-far as possible, a design for the
protection and promotion of the co—existence of humans and wildlife nationwide.

While I was a child living in a very small town, surrounded by farms, in
North Carolina, my home was never without animals. Some were/had been the sick
Yarm animals brought to town for special care; others were/had been wildlife
babies found by loggers or persons who knew our place was a haven for animals in
need.

My formal education includes a degree in journalism, with a minor in
recreation from the University of North Carolina; a master’s degree jn Human
Development with a minor in elementary education from the University of Maryland;
and advanced studies at the University of Arizona and NAU. My classes at the U.
of Md. and here in Arizona included many environmental education classes.

As & member of the Arizona Classroom Teachers Association, I organized
classes for teachers in many facets of environmental education, including
conservation of natural resources, use of the national forest, and environmental
problems and solutions. These classes were coordinated with instructions being
given by the members of the Agricultural College, Desert Museum, U.S. Forest
Service, Arizona Game and Fish Department, and the Departments of Elementary and
Secondary Education at the U. of Az. .

The Tucson area has experienced a lot of growing pains since our arrival
from Iran in 1969. In 1985, having retired from the Tanque Verde School District,
I moved close to the Saguaro National Park (east) so that I could enjoy observing
wildlife on our property.

My community involvement has included: ‘
(1) participation in getting legislation passad .that permitted property owners
in 130 square miles to withdraw frem fire dis?nct annexations,
(2) changing annexation laws to reguire 51% of property owners’ approval,
(3) participation in the process to pass a law to ban leg hold traps in Arizona,
(4) docent for scheol groups at Saguaro National Park (east),
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(%) organizing and implementing a covenant project in which 623 of the property
owners participated, protecting the one mile west of the Park, between Broadway
and Escalante. This was under the auspices of the Saguaro Forast Associates.
(6) organizing, as a board member of SFA, programs with experts, and trips that
informed and promoted knowledge and understanding of vegetation and wildlife
1iving in and arounc the park, as well as the expansion area in the Rincon Valley
(7) obtaining postal service and "legalization” for Pistol Hill Rd. residents
(8) participation in the Catalina Area plan of the 1980’s
(S) membership on the Catalina Arez Comprehensive Plan commitize
(10) attending Rincon Area Comprehensive Plan meetings, as well as numerous
meetings and hearing for plans involving public or private lands in the Rincon
Valley

Research on the history of Pistol Hill Road (in the Rincen Valley) during
the "road legalization attempt” led to the discovery of the organization and
purposes of the Forest Service; the private ownerships on the Rincons (the
shortlived Mannings Camp & Spud Rock, for example, which were "obtained” from the
owners by the governments after a few years), and the way of life of ranchers and
farmers in the Tanque Verde and Rincon Valley area; stories of Indian raids,
pursuit by soldiers, letters from stage coach travelers, cattle drivers, miners
etc... These letters mention places 1ike the marsh near Davidson Canyon (Cienega
Creek) that show us the evolution of change of habitat since the late 1800’s.
The past is invaluzble in helping predict possible evolutionary events of the
future. The writings were of observations and events that occurred as a resuit
of earthquakes, droughts, floods and fires. A rancher wrote of the almost
complete destruction of mesquite trees in the Vail Valley which had been cut to
supply the needs of Tucson; another sited the fact that certain cacti were not
prevalent until after the drought of the 1880s....To plan for the future
protection of any species, knowledge must be gained of its requirements for
survival and its place in the food chain. We must have as much knowledge as
possibie about its past....

As mentioned before, wildlife and its habitat have been a life long
interest and love. It is for that reason that most of the property we own is
located in areas rich with wildlife. It is my understanding that a forest
service "owl expert” has identified a pygmy owl near Papago Springs. We have
property in the vicinity. I therefore, am interested in becoming a member of the
stesering committee not only as a property owner, but as a wildliife
conservationist.

Thank you for taking the time to read this lengthy letter. I wrote,
perhaps too extensively, of personal experiences that might be of value in
assisting the county and steering committee in reaching a very difficult goal;
a working and "testable through observations” plan for profitable coexistence for
humans and wildlife. I hope you wiil consider my application.

Sincerely yours,

e

Ellen D. Barnes
Phone 296-4561




My atiachment to the
Santa Cruz River Restoration Conference
Pariicipant’'s Comment Form

Submitted by: Kenn Schuitz, 6161 E. 4th St,, Tucson, AZ 85711-1613
Phone: 745-1820; Email: mkassocs@azstarnet.com

1. How would | like the Santa Cruz River to look in the future?

a. Where possible, | would like to see a river with water running in i, traversing a
broad flood plain, Supporting native plant and animal life. However, since | am rather familiar
with the river (the U.S. portion) from its partial hezdwaters st Bog Hole Springs in the San
Rafael, past the Little Red School House near Nogales, past Guevavi, Calabasas,
Tumacacori, Tubac, Canoa, San Xavier, to Tucson, | can’t envision much of my primary
vision becoming a reality because of competing “human interests and requirements.”

b. As a more realistic aiternative, | would like to see a river that flows, frequently
enough, to support native plant life in its river bed and native plants along its former
floodplain (obviously supported by “imported water”). The constructed “acéquia” that flows
(or at least did) from Congress to Mission Lzane (the Convento Site) along with its “imported
water” for its adjacent plant community has demonstrated the feasibility of restoring native
plant life with some water and TLC, when done correctly. In other words _ ' would like to

see a ribbon of GREEN wheraver it is possible.

¢. Thirdly, | would like to see a Santa Cruz River that has sufiicient interpretive signs
and displays that provide both residents and tourists alike with a “sense of history - a sense
of place - a sense of awe, or even reverence, for where thev are.”

2. How can this be done?
a. By Political Will {vision, cooperation and $).
b. By Citizen Will (vision, cooperation and $).
By Private Interests (interest, and $ from “what's in it for me?”),

d. By Nonprofit Interests (interest, and $ from “what's in it for me AND us?”).

o

3. Specific projects along the Santa Cruz River | would like to see implemented:
3. 1am in complete support of the “Paseo de las Inglesias” Plan,

b. Ireally like and support Pima County’s (Chuck Huckelberry and siati) Sonoran
Desert Conservaﬁon Plan. Obvious]y, prioriﬁes will have to be established (in a nonpoliticzal
way) to begin implementation. Unfortunately, this prioritizztion was never rezlly done with
the Pima County Open Space Committee’s Repori and Chuck Huckelberry's Supplemental
Reportin the late 1980’s, and so the selection of which open space parcels o obtain, and
when, became VERY political.

C. My number one priority Santa Cruz River Project is replication (can't restore what
ot there any more) of the San Agustin de Tucson Mission Complex, to include
chaeological interpretation facilities of the Archaic, Hohokam an O’odhzam Cultures that
cccupied the area, and the Spanish and Mexican Periods too.




Michael Zimet
2122 N. Craycroft Road, #116
Tucson AZ 85712
t 520/886-3982 Phone
520/386-9868 Fax

November 16, 1998

Chuck Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 N. Congress

Tucson AZ 85701 ~

re: Pima County’s proposed “Steering Commities” as calied for m The Endangered Species Habitat

Conservation Handbook
Dear Chuck:

I am one of the original founders of the Pima County Private Property Rights Association, and am
currently serving as the Treasurer of that orgamzation.

As part of my responsibilities with that organization, I have been working with the Pima County
administrative staff, the board of supervisors, certain state legislators, the environmentalist commumity,
various property owners and certain members of the real estate community, all in an attempt to get the
concerned stakeholders to jointly address firture land-use planning needs.

I am well qualified to be a member of subject Steering Committee because of my considerable
experience in real estate investment, development and fmance, as well as my deep concern for doing
what’s right socially, economically and politically for our precious real estate here im Pima County.

Chuck, I hereby formally request that I be appointed to serve on subject Steering Committee, which, I
hope, will be most helpful in pinpointing the revisions that are needed to Pima County’s
“Comprehensive Plan.”

Thank you for your courtesy and consideration.

Very truly yours,




7630 E. Broadwey Blivd.
Suite 203

Tucson. AZ 85710
Telephcne (520) 290-0828
FAX (520) 290-0569
soncran@sonoran.org
WWW.50n0ran.org

Sonorzan Institute

November 17, 1998

C.H. Euckelberry

County Administrator

Pima County Governmentz! Ceater

130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

RE: Pima County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:
We appreciate the copy of the Pima County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

We are delighted with the plan as a whole and would like to commend those who were
tnvolved in its preparation. This plan provides a visionary step forward for Pima County and an
excellent framework for open space protection efforts.

We are currently giving a careful review to the specific recommendations for conservation
in the Rincon Valley. The Sonoran Institute and Rincon Institute are working with a team of
biologists, cartographers and residents; we may suggest some revisions to the proposed expansion
of Colossal Cave Mountain Park based on this fine-toothed analysis of the Rincon Valley. We

will submit these comments by the end of December, 1998.

Again, we commend you and Pima County for your excellent work, and look forward to
working with you to implement this plan.

Sincerely,

,/,443;‘{-.///&‘—72/

Luther Propst
Executive Director
Sonoran Institute

cc: Maeveen Behan

nated on recysiad pager



11/17/98

C. K. Buckelkerry, County Administrator
130 W. Congress
Tucson, AZ 857Ci-1317

Dear Mr. Buckelrerry:

We have read ycur ccrprehensive proposal "Scroran Desert Conserv-
ation Plan". The plan is a shert and long range view cof what
we nesd to do in Pima County. We need to save beautiful

desert aress ané irreplacable plants and streams. We wish to
preserve this precious desert for our childrsn, grandchiléren and

future generaticns.

This will give the developers in the future an cpportunity to
sell their housing areas under conditions that give cwners z
woncéerful opporrunity to enjoy 2 little oven space, a little
brezthing rocm and recrsation for gocd he2lth in an area with

sunshine and 2 small amount of rzinfall.

You and your stzif are to ke complimented for the vision and

most of all a blueprint--a path that we should travel cn to creats
a continued good life style for those who chcose to ccme hers

in the future. We hope the final blueprint remains as writtan

in your plan.

Sincerely,
&) 72 "
A 4 7 Z - 4

Ed and Margaret Biebe
1342 Paseo Del Carvato

Green Valley. 2Z 85614




Mark E. Miller
3814 E. P\ima
Tucsen, AZ 83716

November 17, 1598

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry
County Administrator
Tucson, AZ 85721

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

I'am writing to commend you on your efforts and pians under the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan:, Like many others, I came to Tucson partly because of the stunning
mountains and deserts. It is nice someone is doing something to help preserve narural
areas before they fall to high-density developments. Ionly have to lqok at my early
home near Tangerine and Thornydale to ses the benefits of low-density development
versus the current trend toward suburbia tract homes that has made that area a virtual
traffic nightmare. Open space is vital to quality of life. Thanks for helping to preserve
this before it is gone.

Sincerely, /V‘/
Wi & ]

Mark E. Miller




TOWN CF ORO VALLEY
11CG0 N. LA CANADA DRIVE
ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA 85757

Acmirssiratve Ctiices (320) 297-2591 Fax (520) 2870423

November 18, 1928

C.H. Huckelberry, County Administrator
County Administrator's Ofiice

Pima County Governmental Center
130 West Congress

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Sonoran Desert
Consarvation Plan. The Town of Oro Valley has evaluated the draft Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan acainst the General Plan Land Use Plan and Policies and finds that
the Plan conforms to the goals and policy directions as described in several elements
throughout the General Plan.

The first goal identified in the land use element is to “Preserve Oro Valley’s natural
Sonoran Desert environment and scenic resources, which are an imporiant part of the
community's quality of life.” The proposed Plan clearly incorporates this goal within the
six elements described.

The Plan in combining shortterm actions to protect and enhance the natural
environment with long-range planning to ensure that the natural and urban
environments not only coexist but develop an interdependent relationship, where one
enhances the other mirrors the Town's Core Community Goal “to accommodate growth
in an orderly, environmentally sound manner while providing for the integration the
manmade with the Sonoran Desert environment.”

Future projects indicated under Riparian Restoration such as the Cafiada Del Oro
(CDO) Recharge project supports the goels and pohges identified in the natural
Resource Conservation element. Specifically, by proteciing the Planning Area's natural
attrioutes, which have been designated &s a key community velue (Goal 8.1), and
mzintaining and enhancing indigenous (native deseri) vegetation and riparian habitais
where possible (Policy 8.1G).




The Mountain Park element, specificaily with regards to the Tortolita Mountain Park
(both past and present projects) encourages a naturzl open space cennection to and
the expansion of Tortolita Mountain Park (Policy6.2C). Additionally, the Town's General
Plan recommends that “strategies that would enable preservation of lands extending
north and west from Honey Bee Canyon/Szusalitc Creek and connecting to the
Tortolita Mountain Parks through independent methods and through ccordination with
Pima County, Arizona State Land Depariment, and/or any nationzlly recognized
conservation organization.”

Both the Riparian Restoration and the Mountzin Park elements suppert many of the
gosals and policies indicated in the Park, Open Space, and Recreafcion Element. Both
support in developing an integrated parks, open space, and trails system that will
promote a sense of community identity and high quzlity of life for the residents as well
2s wildlife habitat and movement corridors. Each provides for an interconnected multi-
use trail system that provides for hiking, biking, and equestrian users along with
protecting existing and establishing new trail access points to major washes and
regionzl preserves.

In conclusion, staff finds the Plan to be in conformancg with the Town's General Plan
and supports adoption of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the draft Plan. If
you have any questions or require further clarification, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Chuck Sweet
Town Manager

C: MAYOR & TOWN COUNCIL
DON CHATFIELD, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR




ECOLOGICAL

RESTORATION AND 89387 E. Tanque Verde, #309-317
MANAGEMENT Tucson, AZ 85749-9399
ASSOCIATES, division of (520) 749'5403

Copper Cactus Landscape

Company, Inc. N

November 19, 1998

To: Chuck Huckelberry, Pima Co. Administrator
130 West Congress 10th Floor - SDCP
Tucson, AZ 85701

From: Michael H, Winn, M.S. -
Re:  Regional multi-species conservation planning effort

1 would be very interested in participating in the planning process which will
eventually produce a regional multi-species conservation plan. Ihave lived in the
metropolitan Tucson area most of my life. T am very familiar with Sonoran Desert
ecosystems. . :

Ecological Restoration and Management Assodiates (my company) holds a. .
permit from the U.S.F.W.S. to survey for the endangered pigmy- owl. In addition to
endangered species surveys, we offer several other services (see attached corporate
statement of qualifications). 1 would be happy to serve on any of the groups listed in |
your letter to Pima Co. Residents regarding the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
(steering comiittee, advisory panel or workgroup).- ..

3 o .
Please feel free to call me at 749-5403 or send 2 fax to 749-3304 if you would
like me to work on any of the committees O need additional information.

-

Sincerély,

Michzael H. Winn

cc: Maeveen Behan

ERMA




ECOLOGICAL

RESTORATION AND 8987 E. Tanque Verde, #309-317
MANAGEMENT Tucson, AZ 85749-9399
ASSOCIATES, division of (520) 749-5403

Copper Cactus Landscape
Company, Inc. N

CORPORATE STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS

Ecological Restoration and Management Assodiates (ERMA) is a company comprised
of qualified assodiates with training and experience in a number of fields related to
Wildlands Conservation and Management. We provide corl;}llting and construction
services in the following areas: '

Wildlife Management (Including endangered species surveys.)

Ecological Restoration (Including rehabilitation of existing ecosystems and
construction of new ecosystems, such as wildlife habitat and constructed
wetlands.)

: Forestry and Rangeland Ecologv -(Including inventory, site assessment, and
Tmanagement.) B

. .

Naﬁvc Plant Based L;ahds@:é’lpe Design (Including PaIkS; StrcetSSépes,

. commerdal buildings.) L

—

'Education (Indﬁding workshops, scmmars, and on site training of corporate
employees in conservation based subjects.)

Each associate holds at least a Bachelors Degree in conservation related fields. The
owner holds a Master of Science Dégree in Rangeland Ecology. The company is v
Hccﬁégd by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to survcty' for Pygmy Ow.vls. The owner
will personally see that proper levels of attention are given to each project.

Michael H. Winn, M.S.
Owner/President




THE UNIVERSITY OF

ARIZONA.,

TucsoN ARIZONA

Otfice of Unuversity Attorneys

Novemper 20,

/hr. Charles Huckleberry
County Administretor
PIME COUNTY GOVERNMENT
130 West Congress Street
Tucson, Arizona 85701
Mr. Dan Felix

Director

PIMR COUNTY PARKS & RECREATION

1204 West Silverlake Road

Tucson, Arizona 85713

Re: San

Gentlemen:

Recent news reports have indicate
Santa Rita Exner1menta‘ Range heés been
acqguisition as & future public park.

Dezn Colin Kaltenbach, director o?
ment Station,

Arizona's BAgricultural Experi
to your attention the 1988 ac
Law 100-696, Title V) and the
Session Laws, Chapter 76).
Rita Experimental Range is ownse )
of the land grants for support OI
under the Enabling Act 2

tions of
Arizona

ta Ritz Experimental

Upccr these enactments,
d by the State of Arlzona, as part

nd the Arizcna Constitution.

P.O Box 110060

Room 103. Admunistranton Suiiding
Tucson. Anzona 83721-0Ced
Teiephone (520) 621-3175

FAX(520) 621-9001
1¢¢8

Range

hat a portion of the

rked for county

m ct

the University of

has asked me to call
the U.S. Congress (Public
Legislature (1988 Arizona
the Santa

—-—aa

The

legislature has specifically directed that these lands be
". . . assign[ed] . tc the university of Arizonz for use
for ecological and rcnge1=dd resezrch purposes. This use
shall continue until such time as the legislature determines
that the research use cao se termineted on &ll or part of
the lands.”
These actions appear to have assurss the continusd status of
the Santa Ritaz Experimental Rznge as Opel Spacs consistent with
the vision of ths Sonorén Dess-= Ccnservation Plan.




Mr. Charles Hucklenerry
Mr. Dan Felix
November 20, 1998

' Page 2

se let me know if you have any cuestions or raguire
nformaticn.

Enclosures: A
P.L. 100-696, Title V (102
1988 Ariz. Sess. L., Ch. 1

cc: Colin Kaltenbach
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JEANIE MARION
3046 S. CARMIONA PLACE
TUCSON, ARIZONA 8571344309

Chuck Eucklererry

Pima County Administrator
130 West Congress Street
Tucson, Arizonz 85701

November 20, 1998

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am writing in support of your prctosed Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. I feel that it is extremely imrortant to
protect our open space in order to preserve the guality of
life which we in Pima County currently enjoy, and I am
exXtremely pleased that you and your stzff have tzken the time
and effort to draw up such a ccmprehensive plan.

Thank you for all the work which went into developing the

plan. I hope that the County Supervisors will feel, as I do,
that this plan is essential for the future of Pima County.

Sincerely,

Yool ppute

€anie Marion

U




November 22, 1998

Mr. Charles Huckeberry *
County Administrator

Subject: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Dear Mr. Huckéberry,

It was very interesting to read of your plans to surround Tucson with many more
parks. What a great thing it would be if this happened.

Can you tell me what the chances are that your plans are feasible, or is it just an
idea that will be forgotten or killed for political reasons?

I sure hope you can make it happen.
Best, / Oq 2§
' y L

raham Barton

208 N. Lost Arrow
Tucson, AZ 85737
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Bnan and Karen Metcalf
3430 S. Jamie

Tucson Az. 83733

Tel. 883-15343

November 23, 1998

Mr. Hucklebermy:

[ am writing this lemieras @ public comment on your proposed Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. I fully endorse it and urge you to press ahead full speed in securing its
passage by the Board.

In general terms, I see this as pima County government’s first real, long term, regional,
and biologically based plan for a healthy and environmentaily sustainable future. Tam
particularly heartened by its scope, not only in terms of the piysical amount of land covered but
also in terms of its expansive senseé of time. It properly balances our responsibilites to future
generations with our present needs. It also acknowledges the value of past generations in our
lives today by protecting the historical artifacts of the Spanish-Mexican, Native American, and
prehistoric peoples who lived here before us. Finally, it recognizes the vital imporance of
biological diversity by preserving wildlife and plant corridors across Pima County.

In specific terms, I firmly believe that there is a social, economic, and quelity of life cost
to urban sprawl. It reduces the g ity of human relationships through increased anomymity and
impersonalization. It imposes heavy financial costs in terms of new infrastructure pesds like
roads, schools, police, courts, €tc. t reduces air quality and depletes a shrinking water supply.
Therefore, in addition to my general support of the plan, I specifically support : (1) the proposed
freeze on upzonings and (2) the creation of a preservation fund based on the imposition of new

and higher impact fees on new development.

Finally, the cost of this plan is still undetermined. Although you should emphasize cost
fre= measures like no upzonings and tougher standards for extensions of time for rezonings that
are expiring, I am willing to pay more taxes to achieve the goals of the plan. I beiieve that most
other people would be wiiling t0 do so as well. Taxation is only a burden whea the public can
not see what it gets in rerurn. That would not happen with preservation of open space and the
creation of county parks. Thank you.

Brian Meicalf

-

Ny SO

Karen Mezcalt




Lan Lester, Mayor

Steven Shochat, Vice-Mayor
Cariotta "Scottie” Bidegain, Councf
Eaine Cooper, Counc!

Kathleen Franzi, Counc/

Alan Lathram, Counc/

Barcara Smith, Counc/

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

As per your request, here is a compilation of some of the comments and suggestions that have
been brought to the attention of the Tortolita Town Council in the weeks since the publication
of the Draft SDPP. Also included is a copy of the resohtion R1998-05, adopted unanimously
by the Tortolita Town Council on November 23, 1998 in support of the Draft Plan. We ex-
pect that the process ahead will provide many points of public input which wiil allow for tile
elaboration of many of these and similar comments.

The Council would also Iike to strongly endorse Mayor Lan Lester for an aprointment to the
Sonoran Dessert Protection Plan’s volunteer steering cormittes, in light of his strong back-
ground in the biological sciences, open space committes work, neighborhood coalition in-
volv_ement etc. We would hope that your office will seriously consider him as an active plan-
ner in the process.

1. The plan is indeed farsighted, ambitious, and revolutionary. The hopes Eom all com-
mentors is that it will succeed to the best of its potential.

2. Wild Burro Canyon’s mouth has been left unprotected, and the proximity of it to
Dove Mountain puts it, and hence the rest of the protected portions of the Canyon at
great risk.

3. There is a sense that we will never see any “Growing Smarter “ monies in Pima
County, and there is a question as to weather or not API funds will ever be available to
us as well. The suggestion is to aggressively seek out other funding sources, public and
private, for acquisitions. and act as if none of those other funds were accessible.

4. There is a marked omission of any connectiviry between the Northern and the West-
ern reaches of the valley. Specifically connecting the Tortolita Mountain western bajada
with the Tucson Mountains. There nesds to be a similar corridor to the ope proposed
between Tortolita Mountain Park and Catalina State Park. We procose some connec-
tivity from TMP to the Tucson Mountain Park on the west.

5. We propose the county maintain a hold on zoning levels in prime nvemy owliron-
wood forest habitats which are compatible with pigmy owl survival i.e. de;xsities of SR

" Tows of Tortolita 12551 N. Kingair, Tucson, AZ 85737 (520) 544-4057 (Fax) 544.9395




or less.

6. Inviting Native American Tribl Participation in pianning their prior homeland’s fu-
ture, truly invites participation of all segments of the community.

7. What is the justification behind the need for ANOTHER 18 hole golf course either
in the Tucson Diversion Channel OR the Jullian Wash?

8. Why is the Rincon Creek Restoration Area limited to only a 2 mile restoration?

9. “All lands within designated mountain parks, riparian zones or rancies designated
for conservation should not be rezoned to uses greater than what is now permitted.”

10. Require as an acid test, that any conditional use applications not have a detrimen-
tal effect on an area designated as being environmentally senstive.

11. The “Environmental Enhancement Fee” could bte higher, to allow the profiting
developers to spread out and absorb more of the costs of growth, and reducing the
burden on existing residents.

We heartily congratulate you on your bold position. It has besn said that nothing is more pow-
erful than an idea whose time has come. The responsible stewardship of our natural eaviron-
ment will become the primary focus of our society in the next century and we are proud that
you have taken a stand to lead the way. )

If we can be of any assistance in the near future please don’t hesitate to call. Mayor Lester will
not likely be back in town until after the New Year. My telephone # is 797-0830, and my fax
is the same. E-mail is Drsteve{@azstarnet.com

Congratulations again,

Steven Shochat, Vice Mayor

for the Town Council of Tortolita, AZ




RESOLUTION (R)1998-05

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF TOR-
TOLITA, PIVMIA COUNTY, ARIZONA in acknowledgement and support of the principles and
direction of the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan.

WHEREAS, The Town of Tortolita was founded in large part around the principles of responsibie
growth and environmental preservation, and,

WHEREAS, the fragile resources associated with the Sonoran Desert are disappearing at an ever
alarming rate, and;

WHEREAS, there is a significant evidence that the growth and development community can not
effectively institute long range planning with environmental and conservation sensitivity without administra-
tive guidance, and;

WHEREAS, there is an immediate need for specific, thoughtful, far-sighted and ambitious action to
preserve our natural heritage for future generations, and,

WHEREAS, the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan represents an effort on the part of all of the
communities of interest involved with land use projects and planning, and;

WHEREAS, the Town of Tortolita’s jurisdictional boundaries form the virtual center of the
Northern portion of the planning area, and “Ground Zero” for the Iromwood Forest, and Cactus
Ferruginous Pygmy Owl Habitat,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town of Tortolita, Pima County, Arizona, does
hereby affirm and acknowledge its vigorous support for the princ.iples and d@rections underlying the draft
report; offers its help to the County in whatever ways are appropriate; and will solic.it and assemble for the
County administrator’s pleasure a list of specific comments concerns and suggestions to help make.the
proposed SDPP an even better plan that could be a mode! for shaping preservation throughout the nation.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Town Council of the Town of Tortolita, Pima County, Arizona
this 23th day of November, 1998.

APPRB’;ED: ATTEST: |
e Figchgt, Vo Mo Iyor Aspen Green, Deputy Town Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Town Attorney




United States Forest Coronado National Forest 300 W. Congress
Department of Service Tucson, AZ. 85701
Agriculture
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File Code: 2610

. Date: November 24, 1998

C. H. Huckelbery

County Admininstrator

Pima County Governmental Center
130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberrv:

Thank vou for the opporaumity to review the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. We support the
conceot and appreciate the outstanding work your offce has underiaken to accomplish this ef-

fort. The comments that follow are presented by plan element.

Ranch Conservation ) ] .. .
At least two of the ranches identified for conservation have grazing privileges on National Forest
systemn land. It is likely that the base property requirement (40 acres plus livestock handling fa-

cilities) for these privileges is tied to land in the area identfied for conservation. We are thus
particularly interested in working with you on 2oy action that may involve these propertes.

Historic and Cultural Preservation ; _ .

We wish to mote that Catalina State Park is locaied on Natiopal Forest system land and operates
under a special use permit issued by the Coronado Natonal Forest. The Romero rimn is thus lo-
cated on Forest land and subject to reguiation 2nd man2gement 2CCOTAINELY.

We suggest the addition of Kentucky Camp for consideraton as an addidonal site for preserva-

tion. Iz.gnmcky Camp is located (map enclosed) in ine Coronado National Forest This mining
ohost town is undereoing 2 revival through parmersiips berwesn the Forest Service, the
Friends of Kenmcly Camp, and individual voiunteers. Conszucied in 1904,
Kennucky Camp housed the managers of a piacar mining operzdon in Beston Guich,

and is slowly being restored to its original appearancs. Visitors have the
ODpOTTURITY 10 learn abour the coloriul history ot in¢ Greate:':ule' Mmmg
Diswict, and the more adveznrous can hike the Arizona Trail, wiich runs along

secsons of the ditch conszucied 10 bring waisr 0 e L10es.

Riparian Restoration ] . i .. e e
Som= of the riparan arezs noted for TestOTalion 2N Droteclion dnginate on Nationai rorest svs-
tem lznd. Sabino Cre=k is 2z example aad hers we s looking a1 2 renovanion proposal

i3 &
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protect native fish species. We would like to coordinate with you on this and other stream sys-
tems and riparian areas, as appropriate.
- N

Mountzain Parks
Several of the parks mentioned abut National Forest sysge:n land and thus we would like to coor-

dinate with you on some of the projects identified such as trail development, bird watching,

equesTian routes, etc.

Habitat. Biological. and Ecological Corridor Conservation
We believe this is an extremely important element to help maintain viable wildlife and pIa.nt

populauons We have information in our geographical information system that may assist in this
effort which we will be glad to share with you.

Critcal and Sensitive Habitat
We support the proposal to develop a mult- spe:':es habitat conservation plan to provide long

term protection for threatened, endzangered and sensitve species and thus would like to coordi-
nate with you in this undertaking also.

We recently initiated a challence cosi-share agrezment With the Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment to provide for more information and better management of the cactus ferruginous pygmy
owl. It provides for the funding of surveys, habitat sampling and assessment, nest site monitor-
ing, owl pellet analysis to determine prey items, and training in swrvey protocol. We anticipate
this will help us to better understand the owl’s nesds and lead to betier management.

There is 2 mistake in Figure 3. The Santa Catalica Ranger Disaict is color coded vellow, as
BLM land, Wnere..s it should be colored gresn for National Forest system land.

We have initiated the review and revision procsss for the Coronado National Forest’s Land and

Resource Management Plan and thus the timing is good to coordinate with you on your develop-
ment of a long term ecosystem based conservation plan. We look forward to working with you

as parers in this effort.

Sincerely,

ﬂwmﬂk

l

»..’Jw
¢ 7 JOHN M. MCGEE
* Forast Supervisor
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1622 North Swen Rocd
Tucwon Arizeno 85712-4558

TUCSON ASSOCIATION OF.REALTORS‘, INC. (520) 327-4218

The Voice for Real Estate™ in Tucson FAX [520) 322-6613
Muikpla Listing Service {320} 795-1293
REALTOR® | presiXpress 1-800- 4164625 .
. ' hepe/ forww Sermls com

November 24, 1998

. Mr. Chuck Huckelberry
Pima County Adminisirator
130 W, Congress -

Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

On behalf of the Tucson Association of REALTORS®, I would like 10 express our support for the
concspt you have outlined in the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. 'We have long been strong
advocates of good planning and tetter management of our resources.

We Jook forward to being included i the developmest of long term plans to continue to kezp our
community econormically healthy and environmentally sensitive. Our organization has 2 wealth of
individuals who will be happy to serve on any commiriess and sub-committees appointed to 2ddress
these viral issues. : i

On another note, I would like to personally let you know how well Maevesn Behan is representing your

office. She has made two preseatations to my commities and has besn very insttumental in educating a -

wide variety of community members on the endangered species issues as well as county plans and goals.
Her knowledge and expertise is a great asset to your adrministration.

Once again, we look forward to working with you in shaping our community's future!

Sincerely,

Aﬁz@ S o G
" ‘Pétricia V. Richardson.
Govcrr}mcnt Affairs Vice Presidexnt

¢z Gary E. Doran, CEQ
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Southwest Center
for
Biological Diversity

protecting and restoring the southwest's deserts, rnivers, forests, and wiiclife

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry November 24, 1998
Pima County Administrator

130 W. Congress, 10th Floor

Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Protection Plan / MSCP Sizering Commirntee

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

It is my understanding that you are now in the process of forming a Steering Committee to
coordinate development of a regional multiple species conservation program here in Pima
County. As you know, the Southwest Center has worked closely with the Coalition for the
Sonoran Desert Protection Plan and representatives of the County in an effort to ensure regional
protection of the pygmy-owl and other sensitive natural resources. With this letter, I wish to
convey interest by the Center-in formal participation on this Steering Committes.

Please contact me at 623-5252 x.307 if you have any questions regarding this letter. Thank you

for your consideration.

Sincerely,

ek fom

David Hogan

-

Tucsan Office PO Eox 710 Tucson, AZ a5702-0710 TEL: 520.823.3252, ext. 307 FAX: 520.822.97¢7
E-mail: dhegan@sw-centar.org hitp-/iwww.sw-center.org



Southern Arizona Leadership Council
November 24, 1998
Mr. Chuck Huckelberry
Pima County Adminisirator

130 W. Cengress St 10" Ficer
Tucson, Arizona 85711

Ref:  Sonoran Desert Conservaticn Plan
Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Thank you for allowing the Southem Arizona Lezdership Council the opgortunity to
review and comment on the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. We strongly support the
preservation goals as set forth in the Plan and the innovative process it provides.

We endorse the concept of inclusive planning to identiiy environmentally sensitive
public lands to be set aside for future generations to enjoy znd the identification of
environmentzlly sensitive private lands to be acquired through ceoperative mezns. We look
favorably on this Plan because of the protection it provides our quality of life and the potentiai
it has to clarify and define opportunities for economic development. Although it is unclear, we
assume and recommend that the Plan clarfy that once these fragile arezs are set aside the
balance of the lands will be available for development.

The implementation of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan must be considered in
the context of all other county programs and prioritized accordingly. Prior to implementstion
of the Plan an economic impact assessment should be completed to insure that the Plan will
not result in increased property taxes and/cr the diversion of funds away from other important
projects and programs that need to be funded by the county.

The Southemn Arizona Leadership Council is committed to working with the County in
finding creative funding sources for this Plan that eliminate the nesd for new local taxes.
However with one of the highest county property tax rates in Arizona, we would oppose this
Plan if it would require new local taxes or fees to be paid by property owners.

The Plan has the potential for bringing this community tcgether to make long-term
decisions on protection of our environment ltis critical, therefore that the compesition of the
Plan Steering Commiitee be broad-based and balanced to represent all segments of Pima
County.

We lcok forward to working with you on this Plan.
Sincerely yours,

Lawrence J. Aldrich
Presiden@‘e{airman cf the Board -
Southem Arizona Lezdership Council

Enc.

4625 E. Broadway -+ Suite 200 -+ Tucsen, Arizona 85711 1
Telephone: (520) 327-7619 + Fax: {520} 327-7613




Southern Arizona Leadership Council

BOARD MEMBERS

Larry Aldrich
President
Tucson Newspapers

Bruce Beach
Treasurer
Beach, Fieischman & Co., F.C.

David Mehl
Secretary
Cottonwood Properties

Chris Palacios
Board Member
Southwest Gas Corporation

Pignatelli, Jim
Board Member
Tucson Electric Power

GENERAL MEMBERSHIP

Abrams, Stan
The Stantey Group

Aronoff, Peter

AF Sterling Homes/Scotia Groug, Ltd.

Ashton, Hal
Diversified Design & Constructicn

Assenmacher, Bill
T.A. Czid Industries

Baker, Paul
Arizona Mail Order Company

Burg, Walter
Tucson Airport Authority

Cesare, Joe
Broadway Realty & Trust

Diamond, Don
Diamond Ventures

Dusenberry, Katie
Horizon Moving

Estes, Bill, Jr.
Estes Homebuilding Co.

Hannley, Mike
Bank of Tucson

Hard, Michael
Bank One

Loren Acker
Board Member
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Jim Click, Jr.
Board Member
Jim Click Auiumotive Group

Buck O’Rielly
Board Member
O'Rielly Chevrolet

Hank Amos
Board Member
Tucson Realty & Trust

Steve Lynn
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Marketing Communications

Hearon, Duif
The Ashland Group

Kasser, Mike
Holualoa Arizena

Kober, Kris
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Likins, Peter
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Lynn, Steve .
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Marketing Communications

Martin, Don
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Miller, Richard
Jeffco, Inc.

Munger, John
Munger Chadwick, P.L.C.

Ockers, Craig
Nonvest Bank

Euler, Eleanor
Kelly Services

Dorothy Finley
Board Member
Finley Distributing

Joe Coyle
Board Member
Rayiheon

Si Schorr
Board Memter
Lewis & Rocg, L.L.P.

Peter Likens
Board Member
University of Arizona

Pivirotto, Gregory
University Medical Center

Pitt, Don
UA Science & Technology Park

Quinlan, Steve

Long Realty Company
Rennie, Steve
AlliedSignal

Rice, Karen
KGUN-TV ¢

Stack, Bill
US West Communications

Thacker, John
Loews Ventanz Resort

Trenary, Tom
Tucson Hezrt Hospital
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Williamson, David
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Wright, David
Arizona Bank
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Green Valley Community Coordinating Council, Inc.

November 23, 1998

C. H. Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County Governmental Center

130 W. Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

This responds to your October 28, 1993, request for our comments pertaining
to the draft entitled Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. The Green Valley
Commumity Coordinating Council 1s pleased at this proposal to address
issues of conservation in an orderly and careful manner.

While the topics in your draft Conservation Plan are of necessity only
generally stated and require much specific investigation and discussion, we
agres with the importance of dealing with the issues of combinine the
protection of precious desert resources with the desirabilitv of controlled and

responsible growth.

We do, however, regret the draft's seeming inclusion of Green Valley as an
example of "urban sprawl.” The facts are quite the opposite. Green Valley
has been a planned community from its inception in the 1960's, as reflected
by the Green Valley Community Plan which the Board of Supervisors
specifically approved.

The GVCCC recognizes that continued development in Green Valley is
inevitable and is very much concerned that these issues and the protection of
cherished desert resources are examined in a thoughtful and balanced
manner. We do recognize, as do you, that in the absence of plans for
responsible and channeled growth irresponsible wildcat development
becomes likely and poses a far less attractive alternative for all parties.

Essentially, the concept of classic desert conservation is desirable and should
be considered as part of a total land use policy. Several of GVCCC's
concerms are:



C. H. Huckelberry
November 235, 1998
Page 2

A.  The Plan should be coordinated and a relevant part of the Pima
County Comprehensive Land Use Plan which recognizes not only desert
conservation but a need for sound residential, commercial and industrial
development.

B.  The draft plan appears to be more of a "wish list" than one based upon
the relationship to land use policies and in some cases would encourage a
leap frog development.

C.  The plan, in the initial stage, should have some consideration to
prioritizing projects, along with programming and budgeting of the plan
elements.

D.  The Plan should stongly relate to the extension of exisiting public
lands.

E.  The report is incomplete without a thorough discussion of the future
use of the properties acquired. Will they be used for non-motorized
recreation; if so, this will require a greatly expanded Parks and Recreation
Department. If they are used for cattle ranching, as in the ranch component,
what will be the administrative support for this type of management? If the
Plan is to merely remove the cattle from the acquired property, there will
have to be some method of managing the vegetation or we will have several
Class A fire hazard properties.

F. Wil the Cultural Resources be curated and interpreted for the public?
Seems like they should be if the public buys the lands to preserve this
component of the Plan. This is an expensive activity and will require on-
going administrative support. What is the plan for the future management of
these properties?

G. The draft as a proposed mechanism inescapably raises the
constitutional question of the historic rights of private property owners, for
example, Fairfield Homes in relation to Canoa Ranch.

If the Plan is not fully adopted now, our immediate concern is Canoa Ranch.
We have no desire for wildcatting. wells, septic tanks and mobile homes on




C. H. Huckelberry
November 23, 1998 .
Page 3 :

the west side of I-19. This is in the Community of Green Valley as
designated by the Board of Supervisors. Our mutual desire is toward
organized growth and infrastructure.

In essence, this probably is a good pian but it is not complete. Future
management and future manmagement costs must also be disclosed and
considered carefully. Page 33 of the drait proposes "some mechanism, both
citizen and istitutional, should be developed to guide regional consensus
building for long-term implementation and success.” In this respect, we
surely hope the Green Valley Community Coordinating Council will be
included as a continuous, acdve partcipant. The GVCCC Plannine and
Zoning Committes will continue to review this Plan. Cownty officials will
assist us in a further review at our December Sth Planning and Zonine
Committee mesting. -

Sincerely,

1 (Jid) Richardson




SGQUGPO FOPQSI ‘A\SSOCIGJHBS

D.O. Box 18751, Tucson, Arizona 85731

November 27, 1628

ir. C. H. Huckelberry
Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10th Floor
Tucson, Arizona 85701

- on o b £

We are delighted at Saguaro Forest Associates that, with areat fanfare over the past
couple wesks, you have presented the Sonoran Desen Protectlon Plan to the public.
If part of all of the plan can be carried out over the next decade or two, many of the
comdors that connect preserved habitats such as Saguaro National Park and the
Naztional Forests will be preserved. The corridors are very important to the
preservation of viable populations of some species in these lands that were set aside
gariier this century.

It has been brought to my attention that & Stesring Commitiee of community members
is currently being formed to oversee the SDPP/MSCP planning process. | would like
one of our Board of Directors to be on that Steering Commities as we have focused on
land use for the past 51 years (please see the attached Arizona Daily Star
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commentary on the work of our association in 1595-1885). My doctorate is in ecology
and evolutionary biology and my understanding of the structure and function of natural
communities might add to the quality of the Woik of the commities. Steward Davis,
who is also on our Board of Directors could alternate with me in attending mestings
and thereby diversify input into the Work of thé commities.




= 2 ’EL ST

ZrrL STAR

EOA/A

TS

-‘/l//

7

comes to the question of Symingion’s ve-
racity - his basic relationship to words
and facts. Put simply, so much cynicism

[

In an innovatve exercise in responsi-
bility,. a number of eazsiside homeowners
are agreeing to protect the character of
their neightorhood and nearby Saguaro
National Park by signing anti-development
covenants.

The covenants, though voluntary,
once signed are legaly binding. They will
prohibit building more than one house ev-
ery 3.3 acres through the year 2040, That
is the current zoning.

So far, 157 residents of the area be-
tween Broadway and Golf Links along the
western edge of the park have signed the
deed restrictions, which apply to them and
to anybody they may sell their homes to
in the furure.

The effort among homeowners, who
generally have moved to the area for its
exceptional desert character, started sev-
eral months ago with retired schoolteacher
Ellen Barnes. She felt that the residents
should be willing to agree to the same
type of protective restrictons they ask of
developers.
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Responsibility

Gov. Fife Symington has emptied some of In'his G
those words of all meaning. mcarunpmg
w1
That does no one any good. of Nadv
names a
teams. b
My a
is my re
depicter
togethe:
Barmes set out to win the agreement peopie -
of 60 percent of the landowners in the 2. happen-
square-mile area. To do so, she set a than his
deadline of Nov. 15. Now, just two weeks bezﬁi
away, she neesds only 14 more signatures the othe
to meet that self-imposed goal. Hiberno
Residents who decline to sign are not America
affected by the covenants and are'bound heritage
only by the area’s.zoning, which, of
course, can be changed. Thus, covenanc The t
signers are voluntarily tving their own
hands, and the hands of successor own- Impa.
ers, as a way of ensuring the area retains make th
its character. ' of the ir
This admirable effort spesks highly | pajos
for Bames and her fellow signatories. make m
They are not asking government to do for associat:
them what they cannot do themselves. Payir
They are not trving to legally curtail rights r;y T ef:‘:t
of their neighbors. In the best of American toaytuhnecc
traditions, they simply are putting their All th
money where their mouth is. concept
It is an effort from which we all can equitabl
gain inspiration. We hope the other 14 | DifesT:
signers will come forth quickly. S-n;fld b
A PEACE OF

An lsraeli compa

This new Middd
mast has got me
confused.

On Saturday 1 had
lunch in Jerusalem, got
in a car, rode across the
Allenby bridge to Jordan,
and by 8 p.m. was din-
ing in Amman at the
opening of the Amman
Economic Summit. At
the dinner were Israelis,
Palestinians, Qataris,
Bahrainis, Kuwaitis and

Ny builds a Hanes 7l

mullahs or intellectuals? Let iaé
conversations. - :
Cz_uro: ’I;he Egyptanfriter El-Sayed Yassin is
worried. Like many &Xfab intellectuals he believes
that Isra}e! plans 36" dominate the region
economically, a§ it once dominated it militarily.
o7 Israel believes that it should be the

share a few

gSnius Jewish mind, cheap Arab labor and

Jordanians. The most
oft-used phrase around the table
your business card?” After th
Isroel’s top peace negotiat
Middle East today was gffering from
“*psychological jet I3g"~ people’s minds simply
have not caught up with what their bodies are
now doing.”
is right.

eal, Url Savir,

So why am I confused? Because t~vo weeks in

Egypt, Israe! and Jordan has left me wondering

7spoke. He said the

%ok back on my day and I think he

who will define this new Middle Ease: merchants,

N Arab capital can all be combined to its
ac;va:xmge. If it will not abardon this racist plan it
m.gxiver succeed in the region.”
iro: What the West calls “peace” becsween

Israe_i axg the Arab world is stll, deep in the
psycne or'many Arebs, a fundamental defeat of
everytiing their society stood for for the last 50
vears. [ am chatting with a young Egyptian friend
who recenty graduated from a Cairo universicy.
when suddenly out of the blue he says to me:
"Mr. Tom, sometimes yoo.just want to say no to
the Israelis, even if it doesn™. make sense. That's
why a lot of people are quietily\cheering for Hafez
al-Assad (the president of Syria)."They are glad
that someone is still ready to say no to the
Israelis.”

Jericho: I am waiting to see Saeb Erakat, a
Palestinian minister. A Palestinian student from




;w PIMA TRAILS ASSOCIATION
E Post Office Box 41358

===f Tucson, Arizona 85717

fe b (520) 577-7919

November 29, 1998

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry
County Administrator
130 West Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Chuck,

I am pleased to report that the board of Pima Trails Association unanimously lends its
support to the concept of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plc'm. Thc? pla1.1 is far-reaching and
innovative and will protest critical areas of Pima County - riparian hablt.at, ironwood forests and
upland vegetation, as weil as significant wildlife species. The plgn also includes exciting
opportunities for activities such as environmental education, hiking, backpacking, horseback
riding, mountain biking, nature observation and photography.

This is the second time that the PTA board has voted in favor of this concept. Last spring
we were proud to advocate the proposed Pima County Mountain Park and Natural Preserve
System, and now we extend our support for the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. This new
plan combines important aspects from the mountain park plan as well as the Sonoran Desert
Protection Plan.

We in PTA congratulate you and your staff for your insight and vision. Pima Trails
Association looks forward to assisting with this project as needed. Please contact Jan Johnson,
in-coming president, at 825-6777, if you should need PTA's 1-1e}p. On be.:l}alf of PTA, ithas besn a
pleasure working with vou over the past 11 years and we anticipate additional partnership eforts.
Best wishes to you, your staff and family for 2 wonderful holiday season and new year.

Happy trails always,

g’!L/‘/\_/

Jan Gingold
President

cc.  Pima County Board of Supervisors _
Dan Felix, Direc:or, Pima County Parks and Recreation
PTA Board of Directors
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November 29, 1998

Mr. C. H. Euckelberry

Pima County Admmistrator
130 West Congress, 10% Floor
Tucson, Arizona 85701

Fax: 740-8171

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Please reserve a seat for Defenders of Wildlife on the steering committee
of the regional multiple species planning process. Either Johm Fritschie,
Laura Hood, Craig Miller, or I will represent Defenders durime this
process, mos: likely myself -

Thank you for your efforts to date In inftiating this process.
Sincerely,

At/ —

Andra S. Ewton
Grassroots Outreack Coordmnator

837 North Queen Avenue
Tucson, Arizona 85705
Phone/fax: 832-0292

Nadenai Headguariers

10T Fourteenth Sirect, NW

n, 0T 32083
2H2-632-5400

21331

atpivew defenders ors




A Center for |
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W ildlifi/C onnections?

<

1520 S. Desert Crest Dr. Tucson AZ 85713
Phone/Fax: (520) 623-3874

Novemper 29, 1998
Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

The Center for Wildlife Connections would appreciate your consideration for a
seat on the Sonoran Desert Conservaticn Plan Steering Commitzee.

In November 1997, the Center started promoting a regional plan to protect wildlife
linkage corridors between natural preserves. This plan, the Pima County Wildlife
Connections Project, was one of the major inspirations for the Sonoran Desert
Protection Plan. Wildlife linkage corridors are now an lmportant aspect in both the
Sonoran Desart Protection Plan and the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. Our
expertise in this area could be of great help to the Committes.

We are also interested in using creative land-use planning techniques to help
protect natural areas with a minimum of taxpayer expense. With our knowledge of
these techniques, we could be helpful in finding solutions to the difficult issues
that will come before the Steering Committee.

The Center for Wildlife Connections is also in a unique position of being on the
Open Space Acquisition Review Committee and is fully apprised of the
acquisitions which the County is considering.

For these reasons as well as our willingness to work out differences with all
stakeholders, we believe the Center for Wildlife Connections would be a helpful
addition to the SDCP/MSCP Steering Committes.

We thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Rob Kulakofsky
xecudve Director

ﬁé’t'




United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

P.O. Box 1306
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103
In Reply Refer To: http://ifw2es.fws.gov
R2/ES-SE
CL11-0084

NGV 30 jecs

Mr. C.H. Huckelberry

County Administrator

Pima County Governmental Center
130 W. Congress

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Thank you for your letter of October 28, 1998, to Secretary Babbitt, and the draft
of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan {SDCP). The Secretary has requested that
| respond to you directly with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service)
comments on Pima County’s proposed ecosystem-based regional multi-species
conservation plan.

First, the Service wishes to thank you and the citizenry of Pima County for having
the vision to move forward with a comprehensive Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan. The Service is fully supportive of your efforts and the concept of the Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan’s regional and broad design for ensuring habitat
conservation for threatened and endange‘red species in Pima County. The Service
intends to provide Pima County with a full level of technical support as
development of the SDCP goes forward.

Following are general comments on the draft SDCP template for Pima County--

> The Service asks that the following tenets of conservation biology be kept in
mind during development of SDCP--(1) conserve target species throughout
the planning zrea; (2) large reserves are better; (3) keep reserve areas close
1o one another; (4) keep habitats contiguous; (5) link reserves with corridors;
(6) make reserves diverse; and, (7) protect resources from encroachment.

> The Service believes that primarily three of the six current elements in the
SDCP will directly assist in moving toward recovery of threatened and
endangered species in Pima County. Those elements are--(3) riparian
restoration; (5) habitat, biological and ecological corridor conservation; and




Mr. C.H. Huckelberry

|

(6) critical and sensitive habitat conservation. In addition, the Service
anticipates that conservation efforts within the other three elements of the
SDCP (ranch, historic/cultural/cave, and mountain parks) wiil indirectly help
preserve habitat quality and quantity for the needs of threatened and
endangered species.

The Service agrees that the pygmy-ow! research elements nesded in the
shor-term and mentioned in the draft SDCP are of utmost importance; we
have made certain that the Department of the Interior has been made aware
of these needs and their potentigl costs.

The Service anticipates working closely with the County and other interested
parties/stakeholders to address the needs of threatened and endangered
species in Pima county within the framework of the SDCP.

Presumably, the concept of an ecosystem-based regional conservation plan
for Pima County under 10{a}{1}(B) of the Endangered Species Act will, in the
final analysis, address both biological conservation goals, while creating
certaint\} for the citizens and municipalities of Pima County. Thus if, as
envisioned, efforts to restore riparian areas or generate new biological
corridors/connections, promote recovery by bring threatened and endangered
species into areas where they do not now exist, those participating in such a
plan will be applauded and rewarded with assurances for providing
conservation benefits to those threatened and endangered species and the
habitats upon which they depend.

The Service is excited to see theat the SDCP’s intent is to cover the entire
county; as we are sure You are aware, details for most of the six elements
currently address only Eastern Pima County, thus revealing an information
gap that stakeholders will need to address in future SDCP development.

We look forward to working with the County and participating in Steering
Committee, Technical Advisory Team, and management planning activities

for the SDCP.

Specific editorial comments for your consideration are attached.

The Service appreciates all the effort that you, your staff, and the County Board of
Supervisors have contributed to date in development of this draft SDCP framework.
We applaud the county’s commitment to 8 comprehensive plan for Pima County
that addresses the needs of the threatzned and endangered species dependent on
the unique habitats in the County. We are encourzged by the broad and diverse
cross-section of the community already participating in the public portion of this
process.



Mr. C.H. Huckelberry
Please contact me should you have additional comments or questions. Thank you

for your continued interest in the cactus ferruginous pygmy-owi.
The Service looks forward to working clesely with you and the citizens of Pima

County as the SDCP develops.
=

J’*\
Acting . . O\
—«: Regional Director

Attachment
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Attachment

10.
11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

Include your list of figures {(now on blue paper at the end of the document)
following the tzble of contents as well, for clarity.

On page 16, delete or change your reference to the Rincon Institute.

Make clear that on page ¢ of the Preliminary Work Plan it is the Service's
internal section 7 and the private sector’s section 10 processes that are
being referenced.

On Figure 2, include the date of establishment of the BOR wildliie corridor.

On Figure 3, include a category of "Other Federal Land” (besides BLM) or
specifically key in your greens.

On Figure 4, move Wildlife Refuges, National Parks, etc up to the fourth item
in the key list. Include a new category of Indian reservations, since these
lands are considered "private”.

In Figure 5, do you mean to show Carpenter Ranch (F) in Pinal County?

On Figures 7, 8, 11, 13, 14, 15, and 17, for clarity, insert the word "Land”
after "Existing Pima County”.

In future mapping, using colors like the orange and green in Figure 14, would
help delineate the conservation benefits on individual HCPs in Pima County.

On Figures 19 & 20, it is difficult to distinguish what the orange color is {is it
two colors overlying one another?).

On Figure 19, be specific about who owns the "Indian Nation” lands, and
perhaps differentiate if these lands are owned by different Tribal entities.

On Figure 22, what does the green text mean? Already established
mountain parks?

On Figure 23, it is difficult to distinguish between "Expansion Natural
Preserves” and "Existing Natural Preserves”. You may wish to make one a
different color.

On Figure 25, the colors are very diffjgult to discern one from another {too
many greens and yellows, with the differences too minor between to easily
make out what category of critical and sensitive habitat is what). Can you
do it by Class | and Class Il categories as well? )

In the Preliminary Work Plan, labe! the figure cover page {yellow sheet), and
on the Figure itself include categories of "Private” and "Indian Lands” for
clarity.

N
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GAME & FISH DEPARTMENT | oy sewa
2221 West Gresaway Road, Pheenix. Arizona 850234399 (602) 942-3000 Duace L‘;':;uf;c’ .

www.gf.state.az us
Depurx Direciur
Themas W. Scalding

November 30, 1998

Mr. C.H. Huckelkerr

County Administrztor

Pima County Governmental Centex
130 W. Congress

Tucson, Arizona 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan - October 1598 Draft
Dezr Mr. Huckelberry:

The Arizona Game znd Fish Department (Department) hzg reviewed the
draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP). We wish to commend
Pima County for visioning a future where economic stability and the
impending pressures of urban growth are balanced with a concerted -
effort to consexrve natural resources. The SDCP represents the type - -
of landscape level planning which the Department believes best
perpetuates biolcgical diversity over the long-term.

As outlined in the document, the SDCP will be brought to fruition
by the cumulative effect of past, present, an.d future projec‘;s.
The Department hzs been zn active participant in many of the past
and present projects that are components of four SDCP elements
addressed in the plan. Our participation has included direct
funding contributions, resource-specific management
reécommendations, technical advisory services, and gzssistance ‘in
pProject conception and design. The following projects characterize
the productive relationship that exists between the Department and

Pima County:

Rivarian Restorztion
Marana High Plains Effluent Recharge
Cienega Cresk Natural Preserve
“"Pantano Jungle” Restoration

Mountain Parks
Tortolita Mountain Park
Tucson Mountzin Park

cal and Sensitive Habitats o .
Pima County Riparian Habitzt Definition & Classificztion
Wildlife Habitat Inventory Project (WEIDS)

An Equal Opportunity Reasonabie Accommedations Agency




Mr. C.E. Euckelkerry
November 30, 1998
2 N

\lthough there has, to date, been limited opportunity for the
Department and Pima County to partner on issues relating to
izbitat, Biologiczl, & Ecologiczl (ES&E) Corridor Conservati ¢
Ranch Conservation, we share &an intense interest in the resources
at issue because of their value to the State’s wildlife resources.
As an agency, we have a wealth of experience in menacing wildlife
resources, including sensitive species. And, as the agency
responsible for managing the State’s wildlife resources, we have
substantizl datz and knowledge of animal behavior that should be
fzctored into the final selection and preservation of EB&E
corridors. In addition, the Department would like to rsiterate our
support for development of a regional Eabitat Conservation Plan.
The Department has direct experience working on multi-species
conservation planning.

i
2

As a conceptuzl draft document, the SDCP 1is ccmmendzble.
Implementati.on will be challencing and will require utilization of
innovative partnerships. The Department encourages and seeks to
participate in resource management strategies that ars proactive
and productive. We have a variety of potential financizl resources
that may be avzilable, &s approprizte. We also have scientific
data and informztion to lend to Pima County'’'s efforts.

As the SDCP is finalized and implementation strategies are
developed, the Department would like to wqu cooperatively with the
County to encourage considerstion of issues important to the
Department. These issues incluce:

o public access to proposed park areas and public access through
County park areas to other publ'J.cly held lands where park
areas abut federal or state holdings

] maintenance of hunting opportunities

. conservation of corridors commensurate with the needs of the
targeted species and constraints cr‘eated by -surrounding land
use context (HE&B corridors in the midst of urban environments
merit different selection criteriaz than HE&E corridors
established in a rural, wildland context)

. adjustment of park boundaries to be commensurate with
rasources targeted for conservation
. 1and manacement strategies that facilitate/perpetuate natural

Per your request, the Departmeznt will provide specific comments on
the SDCP to you by December 31, 1298. At that point, we will
arrance a meetinc to discuss the SDCP anc the Depvartment’s comments
in destail.




Mr. C.E. Hucke1ne*ry
November 30, 1998

3 AN
Thank you for the opportunity to provicde comments on the SDCP. We
lock forward to worxlng cooc:*atwv ly with Pimz County on this
pPlanning effort. £ you have any questicns, please contact me =t
(602) 789-3604.

1YI

z//\g/%//ffz/m/

David L. Walker
Ezbitat Branch Chief

DLW:sr
c¢c: Terry Johnson, Nongame Branch Chief

Tice Supplee, Game Branch Ch%e: '
Gerry Perry, Regional Supervisor, Region V

AGFD# 11-4-98(02)
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1901 S. Tilting T Pl
Tucson, AZ 85713

November 30, 1998

Mr. Chuck Huckleberry
Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 83701

Attention: Maeveen Behan
Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

We enthusiastically endorse your proposal for a Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. Twenty-five years ago we decided to move to Tucson
because we fell in love with the beauty and uniqueness of the desert
environment, the historical context of the city and the amazingly
harmonious multiculturalism of the people who live here.

Sadly, all of these have been eroding over the past few decades. Every
acre of desert that is bladed away and "developed” makes Tucson a less
desirable place to live. The Sonoran Desert Conservation plan could save
the heart and soul of Tucson, by protecting it's context within the Sonoran
desert environment.

We applaud your courage and vision in presenting this extraordinary
plan. We urge the Supervisors to approve it.

Sincerely,

Clenda and Robert Zahner

Copies to Pima County Supervisors







December 1, 1998

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress St. 10® Floor
Tucson, Arizona 85711

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft 9f the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan. As you know, we are the developers of the Dove Mountain community. In the plan, Pima
County shows a portion of our property as future expansion area f.or the Tortolita Mountain Park. In
addition, you indicate possible expansion of the Tortolita Mountain Park of approximately 30,000 acres
of public lands and additional private lands.

At Dove Mountain we are already actively developing in the area shown 0D Your maps as
future park expansion. Portions of the new Gallery Golf Club at Dove Mountain, and portions of our
estate lot subdivision Canyon Pass are within areas you show as €xpansion areas. Other areas shown on
your maps for future park expansion are zoned for major hotel and golf course de.velopment and
additional estate lot development. This would be extremely expensive land for Pima Ctounty to

purchase for park expansion. We are not interested in having any of this Dove Mountain property
become part of the park. '

We are very supportive of the expansion of the Tortolita Mountain Park by Pima County. We
understand that several of the other private land owners in the area are interested in selling land to Pima
County. We certainly support Pima County acquiring these lands or any of the public lands that are
targeted.

We request that in any final document to be approved by Pima County that the Dove Mountain
lands be removed from the areas shown for expansion of the Tortolita Mountain Park.

Dove Mountain does have a written agreement with Pima County Parks on trails within Dove
Mountain and for the future development of parking and. access to the Tortolita Mountain Park. We.
have worked closely with Pima County in developing this agresment that'great.ly benefits the- Tortolita
Mountain Park and look forward to continuing this positive working relationship as the park is

expanded.
: Sincerely yours, /Z/

David Mehi
President

3567 East Sunrise Drive, Suite 219, Tucsen, Arizona 85718 (520) 299-8424 FAX (520) 577-2391

" COTTONWOOD PROPERTIEG " +#: 7 1o




2273 W. Ocelot Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85713-1237
December 1, 1998

Mr. Chuck Huckleberry, County Administrator
130 W. Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am writing in regard to your ezmbitious Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan, which you estimate will cost taxpayers $300-
500 million.

Why is this necessary?
Does the government need to own everything? No!

Do you think money grows on the ironwoods that you want to
protect? I have not seen any.

Our property taxes have increased at a much highgr rate than
+he Consumer Price Index. How can you, 1n good conscience,
commit us to be taxed even more to pay for your project? The
money has to come from taxpayers, whether through county, state,
or federal taxes; whether from property taxes,;'income taxes, oOr
sales taxes.

If there are about a million people in Pima County, you are
committing us to pay $300 to $500 each, for land that most of us
will never see. If there are about half a million taxpayers in
Pima County, you are committing us to pay $600 to $1000 each.
This is unforgivably ridiculous.

If the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan is so important, will
you pay my share?

Sincerely,

‘a-en..i,‘ C_g .I‘(\J.m‘ s

Robert C. Saith




December 3, 1998

Ms. Maeveen Behan

Pima County Administration
130 W. Congress, 10* Floor
Tucson, Arizona 85701

Re:  Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Dear Maeveen:

I have worked in real estate development for over 10 years and in that time had the
opportunity to learn a great deal about endangered species issues, environmental planning and the
economics of real estate development. Please let this letter serve as my request to be a member of

the steering committes for the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

If you need any additional information in this regard, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,

William Hallinan
Vice President

c: David Mehl

3567 East Sunrise Drive, Suite 219, Tucson. Arizona 85718 (520) 299-8424 FAX (520) 577-2391

COTTONWOOD PROPERTIES




Timcthy R. Blowers

13950 N. Seifert Estates Drive
Tortolita, Arizona 85742
Office/Fax 297-9654 Cell 349-7677
Email landman@azstamet.com

December 3, 1998

The Honaorable Chuck Huckelberry,
Pima County Administrator

130 W. Congress, 10® Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

I'want to thank you and your excellent staff for all the work that has gone into the regional
comprehensive resource protection plan (S.D.CP.) adopted by the Board of Supervisors.

I had visited Tucson prior to moving here in 1973 from the farm in Minnesota with my wife
Lois. In 1975, we bought a four bedroom house near Reid Park. In 1977, we purchased (and still
own) our first 10 acres of land on the beautiful (but then remote) west side of the Tortolita
Mountains near Carpeater Ranch. Since our daughters birth in 1981, we have resided in a home I
built on 5 acres in the southern foothills of the Tortolita Mountains.

Since 1977, T have invested in thousands of acres in Pima and Pinal County. In addition to
establishing strict guidelines for the development of my properties, I have assisted many other
land owners by providing information and recommendations for planning and developing in a
environmentally sensitive and sustainable manmner.

In the past few months I have effectively “downzoned” over 1300 acres in southern Pinal
County, through the use of C.C.& R’s. In one case over 500 acres went from (GR) one home per
one and one quarter acres, to one home per 10 acres. In addition to t!le minimum acreage sizes, I
like to restrict the maximum amount of clearing to less than 15%. This results in real protection
for threatened and endangered species and conserves 85% of the property while allowing human
habitation at sustainable levels. This approach places me in 2 unique relationship with both the
environmental and development communities, while affording me a lucrative income.

I am delighted the county has chosen to preserve it’s.herltage and am h.appy to have assi§ted
in saving the Carpenter Ranch. I support the county sesking a formal working relationship with
the citizens steering Committee as well as the appropriate state and federal agencies. I would like
to share my good fortune znd enthusiasm by voluntesring to serve on the M.S.C.P. sieering
comumittes, '

S i O, e /
S dl, 2R g
L/l‘im Blowers




December 4, 1298

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

| have been a resident of Pima County since 1992. |
am currently a property owner in the Northwest Tucson
area. | am encouraged by the rece;lt SDCP which your
office and the board are pursuing. 1 would like to
volunteer to be on the steering commitiee for the plan and
assist in any way that | can. | am presently serving on the
county Open Space Committee which has given me some

insight into our future needs for a growing Pima County.

Sincerely;

Neale Allen

Mountainview Homeowners Association,
President

Northwest Coalition for.Responsible Development,

Member




December 6, 1998

The Pima County Administrator
120 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

Attn: Maeveen Behan

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

The Sonoran Desert is under seige and it is encouraging to hear that something is at least
being suggested. I would like to express my opinion and hope that at least it will be heard.
Our desert here is a one of a kind. It is the ONLY area m the world where the Saguaro
grows naturally. Air pollution is the one thing that will permanently remove the Saguaro.
Air pollution comes with over population. There are some things in life that are more
important than money in the pockets of developers.who have no vested interest in this
area except to make money and then get out and move on. Tucson residents thea have to
live with the results of their rape of the desert. I feel that it would be in the best interest of
Pima County that a moratorium on development be declared for a year during which time
a comprehensive development plan for the area can be worked out without pressure from
developers. 1am not against development but am against the wholesale lack of direction
that has been the current trend. If people want another Phoenix that is one thing but you
cannot have the Sonoran Desert and that type of development. I don’t understand why
we need a New York City here. Limited development could be a plus. People would ses
this area as a prototype of what can be done by a community to save its natural resources.
We need progressive people who are willing to say NO to the developers. It is really not
so hard to do. I work hard in the Tucson Mountain Park picking up trash so I know very
well what happens when our resources are not protected. There is no comprehensive plan
for that park. They even allow hunting in an area that is so heavily used by hikers that
they are in danger during that season. We should never allow hunting permits of any kind
in an area so close to a heavily populated area. Just because they have been allowed to
hunt for years does not mean it should continue. Arrows and kills have been found in
areas where there is no hunting allowed. Hunters make their own rules and we are fools
to think they will follow guidelines. There are many problems but the only way to handle
them is to take a firmi stand and not cave in to special interests whose only interest is is
making money. Even the Game and Fish Department has indicated that the sale of hunting
permits is more important to them than the wildlife. This is a sad commentary on the state
of affairs in this area. My personal opinion is that peoole always have someone to speak
out for them but our plants and wildlife have no voices and depend upon us for their lives.
Please give them your voice and protect the Sonoran Desert.

Bes})ecr‘“ully submited,
j Lt @ < %ﬁéz
“Jeanne Roseflzren
2360 S. Lazy A Place
Tucson, AZ 85713




JAMES A. SHINER
760 West PanoraMa Rcao
Tuczon, AZ 85704
52C-257-8320
Fax: 520-297-6217

December 5, 1998

C.H. HUCKELBERRY

County Administrator’s Office
Pima County Governmental Center
130 W. Congress .
Tueson, AZ 85701-8171

RE: STEERING COMMITTEE - SDCP/HCMP

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

I have besn informed that you are in the process of forming a comumittes to assist in the development of the
SONORAN DESERT PROTECTION PLAN and the MULT! SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION
PLAN for Pima County. 1 would like to be considered for appointment to the commitzes.

The following is an abreviated resume:

Resident of Pima County since 1971.

Married(1971) with two children (Mika 17 & Michael 12),

1971 - B.B.A (major Real Estate & Urban Land Economics) University of Wisconsin,

1974 - 1.D. “with distinction™ from the U of A.

1974-1983 practiced law in Tucsen.

1976 to the present T have bezn involved the real estate market in Southemn Arizona as an investor
and developer. '

I'have participated in the development procsss as an investor, lawyer and developer. Specifically, I have
besn invovled in the formation of ares plans, zoning, planting, permitting, certification of 2 water utility and
intergovernmental agresments. Recently, LKB, L.L.C., of which I am a member secured 2 habitat

conservation permit for the Lazy X Bar Guest Ranch. You provided comments to US Fisk & Wildlife on
that application.

While I have been continuously involved in a variety of commenity activities on a volunteer basis, three may
be relevant to my qualifications to serve on the committes. I was a member of the Arizona State Land
Department Board of Appeals for six years. Second, I created and was an instructor (with Professor Winton
Woods) of a real estate and ccmmunity development seminar at the U of A College of Law in the mid 30's.
You were kind enough to participate as a guest lecturer on the transgortation issue. Finally, since 1996 1
have besn a Sextor Board Member working on the devclopment of Oro Valley's compreheasive plan.




C.H. BUCKELBERRY
Page2
December 5, 1998 |

The work you are doing with the SDCP and HCMP is far sighted and important to the evolution of the
community. Many of the “stakeholders” involved in this planning are energetic, intelligent and intercsting.
T weuld enjoy the opportunity to work with them, you and the Board cn thesc plans. |

Please fe<] fres to contact me if you need additional information. In advance, thank you fcr your
consideration.

Sincerely yeurs,
A Z/
pames A. Shiner

CA\WPDOCSPCCOM].WPD



12/3/28

Mzaeveen Behan
Fima County Managers Office
Via Fax:740-3171

Mzeveen:

Thank you for you diligence and focus on the MSHCP as well as your continuing &zifity to bring a
refreshing and positive altitude lo whal I know has teena grueling werk load.

I'would like to submit my name for consideration regarding potential appginlment to thg Steering
Committee and possibly some of the subcommiitees as well. In an effort tq give you some idea of my
background and involvenent with land use issues and my protessional experience | am mera than happy
to submil my resume il you leel it appropriate. _

Some ltems which may not be adequalely addressad in my resume, but which are relate< and important
are:

| was an instrumental part of the Empirita Ranch acquisilion and pr eservalion.

*l was an instrumental part of the BLM land exchange which look out of private ownership a substantial
amount of what will become the Empire Mountain Fark. o - ]

| was an instrumental part of the Bellola Ranch acquisition {our work made the TNC.City purchase
possible). . . . o

I was an instrumenlal part in the protection of a sutstantial portion of the Aravaipa Creak Fiparian Corridor
and the perpetual in-stream tlow of a pre-191¢ suriace water nght.. ' .

‘1 piayed a role in the establishment of the Kingston Ranch Equesirian Trail Head (BLM/Fima County).

*I played a role in the estabiishment of migration ccrridors for Big Hom Sheep in the Siivercell area.

*I'have a strong background in land exchanges (multi-legged). consarvation easements, minaral and water
rights and other crealive tools such as lile estales, lease backs and land trusts.

*I'have a strong background in condemnation la}w.

- have a working knowledge of mitigation banking. L o

"I have 20 years of professional work in and on vacant land in Pima County and zam intimately
knowledgeabie about the southeastem portion of our County.

I believe that | am singularly responsible for opening lhe' door ol communication between the
environmental and property rights advocales. It was my aggressive solicitation of Carolyn Campbell/Rob
Kulikowski after the land use debate this past summer which set the tone for the positive climate in which
we now find ourselves. | would encourage you to verily this with them as well as Zime! and Srenner,

I'am not interested in serving in a rubber stamp or co nothing position. It there is a meaninrgiul role which |
can play | will jump in with toth feet and altempl to malch your energy and enthusiasm,

Please let me know your thoughts when you get a moment and can caich your breath.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Arnold




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
CITY STAFF REVIEW OF THE
SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATIOI:‘ PLAN

City staff applauds the County’s efforts to develop 2 comprehensive habitat conservation
pian and believes many elements of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (referred to
hereafier as the Plan) address the nesds of Pima County’s residents regardless of where
thev live. In this first assessmeat, City staff will comment on elements of the Plan that
we believe require strengthening or elements that need to be added to insure that nesds
and concerns which most immediately affect our citizeas within the corporzte city limits
of Tucson are appropriately addressed. Staff will elaborate verbally at the Public Works
2nd Fnvironmental Subcommittes Mesting, and will prepare a full written report for the
Mayor and Council

Growing Smarter Legislation

e The Growing Smarier legislation, which requires that all jurisdictions adopt a
comprehensive or general plans update by December 31, 2001, is not addressed.

e While the Plan calculates the gross impact of population growth, it nesds to give
greater weight to the mitigation of adverse effects through the application of
environmental regulations such as the Environmental Resource Zone, the Hiilside
Development Zone, the Wash Ordinance, and the Native Plan Protection
Ordinance.

o The newly designated preserves, parxs and open spaces are remote from the City and
further segregate the human population from the desert around them.

e The Plan should include dedications of open space by the private sector to a greater
extent.

Planning Process
e The Plan should follow a comprehensive planning process.

o The development of a public participation process is a requirement for good planning
and a specific requirement of the Growing Smarter Jegislation.

Land Use

e The Plan should identify past Open Space areas such as the Desert Belt 2ad Tucson-
to-Tortolita Mountains connection. '

« The continuity of Open Space such as Riverparks can and should be more uniformly
treated in the Plan.

e Federal programs such as Saguaro National Park expansion should be addressed in
the Plan.

12/7/98




Livable Tucson

* The Livable Tucson Vision Process and the 17 goals that cail for more narural open
space within the City that is accessible by bike or foot can and should e addressed in
the Plan.

Water Element

* Pima County’s Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan refers to projects that will use
reclaimed u;ater or Central Arizona Project water, owned by the Ciry of Tucson.

* These proposed projects would require careful study and consultation with Tucson
Water prior to implementation. .

Comprehensive Plan— . |
Parks, Recreation, Open Space and Traiis Element

The Plan should be consistent with the policies in the Parks, Recreation, Opea Space and
Trails element of the Tucson Comprehensive Plan listed below:

* Provide interconnected trail system throughout the City and connect open space in
urbanized area to surrounding public natural areas; : -

* Implement an interconnected regional open space system through cooperative public
and private efforts; . )

* Prioritize acquisition and preservation of open space on findings of Pima County
Open Space Report; ] o

* Identify and establish sources permanent funding for acquisition and management of
open space; and o _

* Recognize value of cultural, historical and archeological sites as important open space
resources.

DESCRIPTIONS OF:
Growing Smarter Legislation

The Growing Smarter legislation requires the addition of four new elements on open
space, growth areas, environmental planning and cost of. d.evelopment‘. The legislation
further requires that the elements have regional applicability and specifies t}}a} the open
space element include a comprehensive inveatory of open Space areas, provide poI.1c1es
for managing, protecting and acquiring open space areas and strategies for promoting a
regional system of integrated open space and recreatxona% resources. The environmental
element must contain sirategies to address anticipated effects on natural resources created
by urban development.

Eastern Pima County Vision

Thne City of Tucson adopted ihe Regional Vision for Eastern Pima Countv in 1990 which
foresess an interconnected network of open space including park lands, washes, riparian

12/7/98
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habitats and public preserves throughout the region. Critical natural areas and designated
peaks and ridges are to be protected ina variety of ways, including acquisition by public
agencies. The Regional Vision for Eastern Pima Countv recommendations to provide
economic incentives to preserve and restore historic and cultural resources are also
consistent with those of the proposed plan. The Vision document seeks greater
integration of land uses in the urbanized are, including infill development fezruring
higher density residentizl development and concentrated commercial activity ceaters, as
well as redevelopment corridors to replace peripheral sprawl.

12/7/93




bobldarkskys.cam, 08:13 AM 12/8/98 , Land Use

Rarurn-path: cbob@darkakys.anm>
X-Jender: bobRdarkskys.com

Date: Tue, UY Dec 19Y8 Q%:19:07 -0700
Ta: pilpagnet.org

Pzom: bobQdarkskys.com

Subject: Land Use

X-Loop=Detect: 1

Dear Chuck Huckelberry, FAX: TLO-3iT1
Hey Chuck,

Your plan just doasn't go far anough. Hava you baan ouz tz the base of
Empire MLs (Zaopire PmaX arza)? That wholes rz iuullncludinq the creek
should be protected. Tha creek flows to 3cbe Spring frcm the Doppler
Radar. This area is curcsntly under develspement by the (ignoerant and
unwilling to cooperate) lccals.

The peaks need to be protacted in the area and so do the :‘.pa:.‘.an“a:gag
which are not refleclesd ou your ylau. Tlie areas are Ject(s) 21, 28, 33,

34. 27, 22, 35, 36, 09, €3, 0S
This area was designated "scenic”. IS ycu dun'l prolscl it uow, who will?
Dob Deming

Mary Kidwell
Kidwall Truase

Printed for Pat Kendall <pkandall@pagnet.crg>
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Box 5906. Tucson. Anzona 85703-0906

December 8, 1998

Mr. C.H. Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10th Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

RE: SDCP/MSCP Steering Committee
Dear Mr. Huckleberry: -

The Tucson Mountzins Association, 2 member orgenization of the SDPP
Cozlition, would like to nominate Bruce Gungle as their representative to the
SDCP steering committee. Please contact him at 1651 N. Painted Hills, Tucson,
Arizona, 85745, phone 743-0808, email gungle@atmo.arizona.edu, with
information about when the committee will convene.

We appreciate being given the opportunity to be closely invoived with this most
important project.

Sincerely,

TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIAT_I_ON
Czrol Kiamerus, President

xc: Pima County Supervisors
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M% Metropolltan Bima Alhance ’
P.O. Box 16233
Tucson, AZ 85732-6233 /

5§20-327-4210

December 10, 1998

Maeveen Behan, Pima County Assistant Administrator
Pima County Administrator's Office

130 West Congress, 11th Floor

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1332

520/740-8135(tel.)

SENT VIA U.S. MAIL

Re:  Pima County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan Steering
Comumittee

Dear Maevesn:

This letter is a formal expression of interest by the Metropolitan Pima Alliance for a
representative of our organization to serve on the Steering Committes for the Pima
County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan. Ihave included a copy of our
organization brochure for your use and review. Metropolitan Pima Alliance
represents all facets of the real estate industry in eastern Pima County. The
Metropolitan Pima Alliance pledges to provide a knowledgeable and active
representative, to participate in an open and straightforward manner to provide input
to the committee as needed, and to assist in creating a plan that is workable for the
community and improves the quality of life in eastern Pima County.

We look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible.
Sincerely,
METROPOLITAN PIMA ALLIANCE
L, )
Timothy L. Terrill, P.E.
President

A consartium of development and real estate businesses dedicated to furthering responsitle development in Southern Arizona.
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December 12, 1228

Chuck Huckleberry

Pima County Administrator Re: Public comments througth Jan. 15, 1899
Pima County Public Works Center on Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
201 North Stone Avenue, 7th Floor Dec. 3, 1988 Board of Supervisors
Tucson, Arizona 85701-1207 _ Memorandum, and Steering Committee

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

We were very pleasad that we were invited to attend a Altar Valley Valley Watershed
mesting at the Chilton ranch near Arivaca on Dec.8, 1888 and hear both Linda Mayro
and Maeveen Behavan inform us and give us handouts on what is happening
regarding the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. Thank you and your staff for this
gesture. ’

In the Board of Supervisors Memorandum of Dec. 3,198 you made the statement “To
comply with the Endangered Species Act, the Board has directed that the County
proceed with the developement of the Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan. This
Plan, completed under the auspices of the United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of Interior will ensure that the economic well-being of the community is
safe guarded while endangered species are protected.”

As private property owners listed on the Pima County Ranch and Agricultural Land
use with State and Federal Lands Map, our property has been specifically targeted as
a future ranch conservation area. Also on Pima County Riparian Habitat in Eastern
Pima County Map our property has been listed as Hydromeso Riparian Habitat.

We strongly feel as President and Vice-President of our small business Corporation

that we both be seated on theSteering Committee, with only one voice representing
our interests. After all this does affect either and both of us and our future. Thank you

for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Donald E. Honnas, President
Carolyn P. Honnas, Vice-President
Honnas Land and Cattle Co.
Arivaca Arizona 85601

Telephone 520-3¢8-23¢1
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FRANCES W. WERNER
3216 N. Jackson Avenue
Tucson, Arizona 8571¢

Chuck Huckelberry, County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10th floor
Tucson, Az. 85701-1317

Dear Chuck;

I am very impressed with the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
proposal that you presented to the Board of Supervisors recently.
As you know I have been interested in, and involved with,
conservation/planning for many years. It is my understanding that
you will be establishing an "advisory" committee to work with
county staff and others on the myriad of details that will have to
be developed for implementation of this concept. I would feel
privileged to be considered for appointment to a committee. I have
both a B.S. and a M.S. degree in zoology and understand the need to
protect habitat for desert wildlife. I still remember the testimony
at P and Z in the early '70s when there was the proposal for a sub-
division where Cataline State Park is now. "The wilélife can just
move somewhere else". The "somewhere else” is disappearing at an
, alarming rate and the time is right to think about what areas are
i most in need of some sort of protection.

Again, I congratulate you on your far-reaching proposal and offer
whatever help I might be able to provice in its implementation.

Cordially,

Frances W. Werner
12/14/98
Phone:325-7228
Fax: same
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LOU BENSON CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
2590 W. TORTOLITA HILLS TR.
TUCSON, AZ 85742 :
520-797-1237

12/14/58

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

I am writing this 1letter to ask that we be considered for
aprcintment to the committee that is forming to assist your office
in regards to the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan and the Multi
Species Habitat Conservation Plan. _

As a licensed contractor in Pima County since February 1977, we
have built custom homes almost .exclusively on CR-1 and SR
properties. Typically our clients are very sensitive to the
environment and we pride ourselves in being an environmentally
conscious builder. We have proven year after year that it is
possible to live with the land without destroyincg the natural
habitat. For this reason we feel we would be very helpful to your
office if we were selected to be on the steering committee.

Principals of Lou Benson Construction

Robyn Benson, Sec/Tres.

Resident of Pima Co. since 1974

Associates Degree in Business _

Co-Owner of Lou Benson Construction since 1977

Served on the sector board of the CDO Ccmprehensive Plan
Served on the Committee to incorporate The Town of Tortolita
Currently Secretary for Friends of Tortolita

Actively involved in our local homeowners association

Louis Benson, Pres.

Resident of Pima Co. since 1974

Co-Owner of Lou Benson Constructien since 1977

Served on the Oro Valley 20-20 Plan

Served on the Committee to incorporate The Town of Tortolita
Actively involved in our 1local homeowners association and in
protecting the Soncran Desert

If it would be possible, please consider our ccmpany as a member of
the committee and allow both Louis and I to share the position.

At this time I would like to thank ycu and your office for the
excellent work you have done to date.

Sincerely,

{ iES_Q/VvQLG\*~\




LAURENCE MARC BERLIN, Esq.

4205 E. Skyline Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85718

Phone: (520) 6150034
Fax (520) 6150102
e-matil: Iberlin@azstarnetcom

December 14, 1558
Chuck Huckelberry
Pima County Administrator
130 West Congress, 10th Floor
Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Re: Participation In Sonoran Descrt Conservation Planning Process

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

It was a pleasure to meet y-u at the reception for Secretary Babbitt on December 3. This
note is to express my interest in working on the Steering Cormmilttee and/or the Technical Advisory
Teams concerning the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. Brief highlights of my education and
career are enclosed.

I have returned home to Tucson recently, aftera sabbatical year at Harvard’s Kennedy
School of Government, receiving 2 masters degree in public administration this past June. The
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plar. appears to be a good opportunity to apply the experience of my
twenty years of law practice, my hle-long interests in community affairs, and my brand new
education in public policy. I come into the process without any particular ax to grind, but consider
mvself a stakeholder as a member of the community and an owner of property both in town and on
the outskirts. I am interested in a balanced and fair solution for the long-term benefit of our whole
community, and with minimal shcrt-term hardships.

My perspective may be reflected in personal and professional involvements in a variety of
modest realty and development projects in Pima County, ranging from the historical rehabilitation
of the Harrv Arizona Drachman House, in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Guidelines, to zoning and development issues at both ends of the socio-economic spectrum. My
familv maintains a second residenze on the Negrito Creek, in New Mexico’s Gila National Forest,
near the release area for the Mexican Gray Wolves. The Negrito is one of the targets of the recent
controversiai settlement betsveen the Southwest Cenier for Bio-Diversity and the U.S. Forest
Service, giving us a sensitivity to the importance of riparian corridors, and placing us squarely
between environmentalists and ne:ghboring ranchers. The area also has been a hotbed for the
Mexican Spotted Owl controversy with the timber industry, so we have been witness to both the
destruction of the forest by industry, and the destruction of the local economy by conservation. [

am anxious to help develop better ways.

Thank vou for vour courtesy and consideration. I look forward to hearing from you.

Sinceselv.
%

~T aurence Marc Berlin
ce: Maeveen Behan
Supervisor Sharon Bronscn
Supervisor Mike Boyd



Laurence Marc Berlin

Professional and Academic Highlights

Academic

1998, Master of Public Administration, Harvard University, John F. Kennedy School of
Government’s Prograr for Mid-Career Professionals.

1977, Juris Doctor, University of Arizona, College of Law.
Arizona Law Review, 1975- 1977.
Law Clerk to Arizona Attorney General Bruce Babbitt, summer 1976.

Arizona Legislative Fellowship, Law Intemn to House Judiciary Committee, 1976
Legislative Session.

1972, Bachelor of Arts, Goddard College, Plainfield, Vermont

Goddard’s unique ‘corimunity oriented’ and ‘problem-solving’ work-study
program enabled use of a broad range of resources and experiences. Studies on
campus in the Green Mountains of Vermont were augmented by field studies while
living in an Indian Village on the south coast of Mexico and in Kyoto, Japan; by
service on policy making and administrative committees of the college; and by
volunteer work with the State Police.

Professional

Admitted to the State Bar Associations of California, 1979; Arizona, 1980; Nevada, 1987;
and New Mexico, 1988.

Throughout twenty years litigating, I have tried to be a catalyst for improvement in the way
large, powerful corporate and rovernment entities treat refatively small, powerless
individuals. My guiding principle has been the advancement of public safety and health
themes, while advocating the specific interests of seriously injured clients and their
families. My legal work has given me experience working with govemment bureaucracies,
and in managing and coordinaing multi-disciplinary groups of experts in fields including
engineering, human factors, economics, business management, several medical specialties,
psychology, social work, geology, etc. Highlights include:

* Aninnovative civil rights vase, seeking class-wide relief for the dual purposes of
reforming the State of Arizona’s foster care system and compensating children who
were sexually abused while in that system.

* Overcoming the United Stiutes government’s claims of immunity based on “political,
economic or social policy” considerations involved in the design and maintenance of
dangerous conditions at the Hoover Dam. The case touched on competing policy
considerations concerning the surrounding protected lands, and resulted in heightened
awareness and commitment to visitor safety at the dam, including construction of safer
pathways for pedestrians a1d encouraging commercial traffic to use safer alternative
routes.




*  Effecting heightened standurds of
Examplesinciude: N

corporate management for protection of the public.

1) The case of a child who suffered anaphylactic shock, resulting in a persistent
vegetative state, due to his HMO’s priontization of business management
procedures over medical safety procedures. 1 convened a “Blue Ribbon Panel” of
medical experts, result ng in an insurance industry “alert” o 1ts doctors and medical

service companies, improving

the “corporate medicine” standard of care.

2) The case of a pedestrian who was catastrophically brain injured by a drunk
driving beer salesman. The case resulted in improvements in the company’s
personnel managemen. and provision of alcohol rehabilitation programs, and
enhancement of a naticnal campaign against drunk driving.

«  Pro bono creation of the fcrms and procedures to implement a State Bar Association’s
new Rule of Professional Conduct, acknowledging an attorney’s substance abuse as a
“disability” as well as a “disciplinary” problem. The purpose of the program was to
protect the complex web o interests, including the clients’ affairs, rehabilitation and

discipline of the attorney, the integrity of the bar, and the efficiency of the courts.
 Negotiation of an Alternat: Dispute Resolution that successfully concluded dozens of

claims concerning the infamous D

alkon Shield IUD. That ADR later became a model

for the efficient administrative resolution of thousands of injured women'’s claims.

Prior to law school, I was emgloyed by Arlen Realty Management, Inc., which sent me
throughout the country for training and expenence ina variety of realty management

settings. -




Rodger Schlickeisen

President

LIO1 Fourteenth Street. NW
Suite 100

Washington. DC 20005
Telephone 202-682-9+00
Fax 202-682-1331
hupzwww defenders.org
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Charles H. Huckelberry
Pima County Administrator
130 West Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

December 15, 1998

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

In the wake of Secretary Babbitt’s auspicious visit to Pima County, I wish to
add my voice in commending you and your staff for displaying bold leadership in
working with a broad spectrum of environmental and community interests in
developing the draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP). You would be
justified in taking a short break to revel in what has been accomplished to date.
However, the task will only get more difficult and the next steps in the planning
process are among the most crucial for ensuring that the SDCP will be successful in
protecting biological diversity and quality of life in Pima County. I am writing to
offer my staff’s assistance over the coming months in developing this plan and to
provide you with a framework of Defenders of Wildlife’s goals in relation to the
cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl and the broader Sonoran desert ecosystem.

Defenders has been active in the Southwest for quite some time now. We
played a key role in seeing the Fish and Wildlife Service’s Mexican wolf
reintroduction program through to fruition and continue our active support for the
program. Defenders has also been at the forefront of efforts to reform management of
the lower Colorado River and has embarked on.a broad campaign to promote, shape
and implement ecosystem management of the Sonoran desert in Arizona, California
and northern Mexico.

And, as you know, Defenders of Wildlife has been involved in protecting the
pygmy-owl since before it was listed as an endangered species in 1997. To date, our
efforts have focused on legally protecting the pygmy-owl from its greatest threat:
loss of habitat. Indeed, we believe that this elusive owl has spurred the ambitious
planning process now underway to protect the entire gamut of natural resources in
Pima County. Although the SDCP promises to be important for enhancing the quality
of life for Pima County residents and protecting a variety of habitat types, it also will
largely determine whether the pygmy-owl will survive and recover in Arizona. In the
final analysis, Defenders is committed to aggressively protecting the core population
of pygmy-owls in the northwest Tucson area as part of a furure viable regional
population.

The next steps that Pima County takes in developing its plan are among the
most important and will determine whether there is an opportunity for your ambitious
effort to succeed. As you turn to gathering biological information, it is essential that
this biological research and analysis be as independent as possible to ensure accuracy




and to build all stakeholders’ confidence in the basis of the plan. I understand that the County soon will
be selécting biologists to perform habitat assessments for the pygmy-owl and other species. The most
qualified individuals for this work are independent, academic scientists. Unlike biological consultants,
academic scientists do not have a financial conflict of interest because they do not work for local
developers. Particularly for the pygmy-ow] habitat assessment, it is vital that the biologist be an
independent, academic scientist who will gather data in a rigorous manner that can stand up to peer
review and stakeholder scrutiny. Further, itis vital that the scientists working on the habitat assessments

coordinate closely with the Arizona Game and Fish Department, Region 5, and their efforts to study and
protect the pygmy-owl.

Lastly, I would like to request 2 meeting of your and Defenders’ staff to discuss in detail how we
can best work together over the next few years to accomplish our goals, as well as better understand each
others® priorities. Although there will likely be many instances where Defenders will push for stronger
conservation measures than other stakeholders may support. it is obviously important that the lines of
communication stay open. Once again, Defenders of Wildlife commends you for your commitment to
conservation of the Sonoran desert. Please contact our regional coordinator, Andra Ewton (520-832-

0292), if you wish to set up a meeting with Defenders staff.

We look forward to meeting the challenges that lie ahead.
Sincerely,

Qb S —

Rodger Schlickeisen
President

cc: Maeveen Behan




Sierrita Mining & Ranching Co.

Wednesday, December 16, 1998

MR C.H. HUCKLEBERRY
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

130 W CONGRESS ST, 11TH FLOOR
TUCSON AZ 85701

RE: SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN
Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

Please be advised that we have read the draft form of the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. Since the proposed Sierrita Mountain Park will directly affect us,
Wwe want to go on record as opposed to the plan as written.

In the plan it is stated that public input was sought and received. In fact, no one
ever asked us for our input and we are a stake holder in this issue. The plan also stated
that a "coalition of environmental lawyers" formulated the basis for this plan. We
demand to know who the lawyers are in this coalition who are affecting our future. It
appears you think that they know more about this property than we do.

We, the Sierrita Mining & Ranching Co., are engaged in ranching on private,
federal, and State Trust Land. We run 300 head of cattle on this ranch which consists
of roughly 30 sections. Water has been developed over the entire ranch, which is
beneficial not only for the wise use of its range but also to wildlife which we've
attracted in abundance. Overall, our rangeland is in excellent condition. As long as
the State Trust Land we lease for grazing is left in that category, there will be no
development on it. Why then are you trying to buy it to stop development? It is
simple and much less costly to keep this State Trust Land as it is now. As to our
private land, it is not now nor will it ever be for sale in our lifetimes. In addition to
grazing, there are a number of acres for homesites for family members. There are 100
families now living in this community which dates back to the 1800"s and is older than
most of present Tucson. It is an historic site rich in character and diversity.

Although our mining interest is limited, Sierrita Mining & Ranching Co. has
retained, at great expense and for nearly a century, ownership of numerous mining
claims. Other than ranching, our other endeavor is construction. Due to our under-
standing of the sensitivity of the environment, along with careful construction practices,
we have been called upon to work throughout Arizona for many companies in remote
areas. In Pima County we are currently working at the Observatory on Mt. Hopkins
for the Smithsonian Institution and on Mt. Lemmon constructing a new ski Lift. We
have numerous other projects in progress. Construction is a field in which we are well
recognized and respected.

Sierrita Mining & Ranching Company HC 70 Box 4260 - Sahuarita, AZ - 85529
(520) 625-1204 - Fax (520) 625-3224
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Six generations of people have lived and worked on this ranch. We believe that
would qualify as historical. These people are all law abiding citizens who vote and we
are dumbfounded by your efforts to take away our way of life.

We share our ranch property with others: hikers, birdwatchers, picnickers,
hunters and others already use the Sierrita Mountains. Why then are you attempting to
spend huge amounts of taxpayer money to buy access to something that has, for a
century, been accessible?

We would be open to a meeting with you to discuss this issue. We are eagerly
waiting for your response.

e i Ao 27 TR oy
Lydn C. Harris Avid

Gary A. Fox David L. Harris
Managing Partner Managing Pariner Managing Pariner
Copies: Mike Boyd, Chairman, District 1

Dan Eckstrom, District 2

Sharon Bronson, District 3

Ray Carroll, District 4

Raul Grijalva, District 5

Jane Dee Hull, Governor

Keith Bee, State Senator

Lou-Ann Preble, State Representative
Jake Flake, State Representative

Bill McGibbon, State Representative
John McCain, Senator

Jon Kyl, Senator

Jim Kolbe, Congressional Representative
Ed Pastor, Congressional Representative
Dennis Wells, State Land Commissioner

Sierrita Mining & Ranching Company HC 70 Box 4260 - Sahuarita, AZ - 85629
(520) 6251204 - Fax (520) 6253234




C.H. Huckleberry
County Admistrator
130 W. Congress St. 11th fieor
Tucson, Az, 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation pian that
was presented to the Pima County Board of Supervisors, I don’t believe this
to be in the best interest of the taxpayers, Ranchers, or wildlife. I work og
a ranch in the Sierrita Mountains, we have always worked very hard to
manage this ranch, to improve the water and grasses. Not ounly do our cattle
benefit from our mapagement program, the wildlife also benefits from water
sites developed and the grass we plant. The salt and feed blocks that we put
out,, are shared by cattie and wiidiife alike. We don’t over graze our
pastures, in fact we plant grass seed when we disturb the ground.

This ranch was started in 1895 by a group of familics keading for
California. They broke a wagon wheel and decided to stay here, and is know
now as McGee Ranch. These families are survived by their decedents over
one hundred families still live on the ranch, we work together on the ranch
and with our construction company. When our forefathers first started this
ranch the wildlife were very few, because there was very little waier. We
have developed many springs ,and dams over the last one hundred and three
years. Now there is a lot more wildlife on the ranch than there was when
the ranch was first started. The Old Timers told stories of how they would go
for days without seeing any game, now even after a drought year you can see
a lot of game.

The question is why now do we need the Counties conservation plan?
Because we are already managing the land at no cost to the taxpayers and as
well as the County. The mountain part of the ranch is under restricted auto

access although open to hikers, horse backers, and motor bikes. The lower
part of the ranch is open for ali access.

1 would like to invite you to come and visit our little community and
see for yourself that the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. Because the park that everyone is talking about is already here
at no cost to the taxpayers. At last I would like to leave you with one thought,
MAYRBE THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES! And should

be protected!!!

ﬁ:ncerey
< ..V ,{?é‘ﬂ"'\
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McGee Ranch
H C 70 Box 4526
Sahuarita Az 85629




Southwest Center
for |
Biological Diversity

protecting and restoring the southwest's deserts, rivers, forests, and wildlife

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry December 17, 1998
Pima County Administrator

130 W. Congress, 10th Floor

Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, MSHCP Steering Committee

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

It is my understanding that you are now in the process of establishing a Steering Committee to
coordinate development of a regional Pima County multiple species habitat conservation plan. As
you know, the Southwest Center has worked closely with the Coalition for the Sonoran Desert
Protection Plan and representatives of the County in an effort to ensure regional protection of the
pygmy-owl and other sensitive natural resources. With this letter, ] wish to convey interest by the
Center in formal participation on this Steering Committee.

As indicated during our meeting of November 30, the Center and others are concerned that steps
be taken by the County and Fish and wildlife to ensure that all decisions by the Steering
Committee be truly representative of the opinions and concerns of all participants. We also
conveyed our concern that the Technical Advisory Committees be made up of independent
experts and/or agency personnel with responsibility for relevant committes subjects. For
example, we suggest that participation by biologists from Fish and Wildlife, Game and Fish, the
University of Arizona and the biological consultant in a biological technical advisory committee
‘would be appropriate. In another example, personnel from participating federal agencies would
perhaps be most qualified to achieve the goals of a NEPA committee. I reemphasize these points
at the risk of repetition due to negative past experiences with other similar programs.

In response, you conveyed similar concerns and a commitment that decisions by the Steering
Committee would be achieved only by consensus. 1 genuinely appreciate this commitment.

If invited, I will be the Center’s representative to the MSHCP Steering Committee. Please
contact me at 623-5252 x.307 if you have any questions regarding this letter. Thank you for your

consideration.

Sincerely,

DY /) S

David Hogan

Tucscn Office PO Box 710 Tucson. AZ 85702-0710 TEL: 520.623.5252, ext. 307 FAX: 520.623.9797
E-mail: dhogan@sw-center.org http:/Mww.sw-center.org
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P.O. Box 16233
Tucson, AZ 85732-6233 /
520-327-4210

December 17, 1998

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 West Congress, 10th Floor
Tucson, Arizona 85701
520/740-8751 (tel.)
520/740-8171 (fax)

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

The Metropolitan Pima Alliance is an organization of real estate-related companies and
organizations representing over 700 companies and over 30,000 individuals in eastern Pima
County. We have had an opportunity to read the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and are
responding to your public request for comments on the plan.

First, I would like to congratulate you and your staff on assembling a document which
provides the most comprehensive look at past efforts, current projects and potential future
projects for cultural and natural resource conservation, preservation and restoration that we
have seen assimilated in any location. This plan advocates maintaining, enhancing and
ensuring for current and future generations a high quality of life. This is a goal that all of us
in the community share.

While the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan outlines many laudable goals, it seems to have
an underlying presumptive theme that all urbanization is bad. The inherent contradiction in
this theme is that most of us would not live, work and play in the metropolitan area if it were
not urbanized. The principles advocated in the document seem to suggest that preservation,
conservation and restoration are of paramount importance, regardless of the cost.

A plan of this scope and magnitude will have significant impact upon the Pima County
Comprehensive Plan. The Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan needs to be studied and
implemented in conjunction with a comprehensive plan update. It should also be judged in

A consortium of development and real estate businesses dedicated to furthering respansible development in Southern Arizona.
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the context of its influence on long-term economic vitality of the region, transportation
planning and infrastructure, water resources supply and demand, public services and facilities
and long-term public funding requirements and sources. While the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan does a good job of listing currently identified funds and opportunities for
obtaining additional funds, it does not provide more definitive conceptual estimates of the cost
of total implementation of the plan, nor 2 specific representation as to what cost each
individual or household within Pima County will be expected to bear and over what time
frame. This plan is a good starting point to examine these financial implications.

Before it is implemented, it is important for the general public to understand the range of
possibilities with a more specific outline of the timeline and specific dollars required—in
other words, a proforma of the projected impact on the community. A conceptual cost benefit
analysis would be helpful in order for the average taxpayer to make a value judgment for
implementation of the plan. For example, if this plan is implemented to its fullest, what is the
projected population capacity of eastern Pima County? What infrastructure per capita will be
required? What will it cost the taxpayers to maintain this infrastructure as compared to the

projected conditions without implementation of the plan?

By pursuing the evaluations outlined above, it will help to ensure that a plan is developed
which is actually achievable and not merely a “feel-good” public policy. We have all seen
examples in the past of “feel-good™ policy decisions. Ifa detailed, achievable plan is not
outlined to achieve the vision presented, the vision will certainly not materialize. A similar
public policy analogy is recycling. While all of us want to recycle to conserve natural
resources, there is not sufficient public and private infrastructure to actually recycle the
materials being collected from recycle bins. A major portion of this material still goes to the
landfill; even though recycling makes each one of us feel good, it is not yet a practical
economic reality.

There are several good land-use policy ideas listed in the implementation section of the plan.
One of the best ideas is transferable development rights. We should put our thinking caps on
and come up with other methods to provide incentive for conservation and restoration. We
are concerned that two of the suggested Jand-use policies are primarily punitive (the
environmental enhancement fee and the environmental banking authority). It seems that we
have gotten into a mode of assessing fee on top fee without regard to cost to the end consumer

and its impact on the local economy.

A consortium of development and real estate businesses dedicated to furthering responsible development in Southern Arizona.
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In summary, it is our opinion that the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan as outlined js a good
starting point, but certainly not a plan to be adopted “as is” without additional work to ’
develop a more definitive implementation plan and economic justification. We appreciate this
opportunity to provide comment, and hope that we can provide additional constructive input
as this process proceeds.

Sincerely,

METROPOLITAN PIMA ALLIANCE

Tim Terrill
President

T:\Admin\S528\TLT\huck:!berry.doc

c: Mike Boyd, Pima County Board of Supervisor, District 1
Dan Eckstrom, Pima County Board of Supervisor, District 2
Sharon Bronson, Pima County Board of Supervisor, District 3
Ray Carroll, Pima County Board of Supervisor, District 4
Raul M. Grijalva, Pima County Board of Supervisor, District 5

A consortium of development and real estate businesses dedicated to furthering responsible development in Southern Arizona.
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Sonoran Institute

December 18,1SS8

Chuck Huckelberry

County Manager

Pima County Governmental Center
130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Congratulations on your fine work in developing and building brozd
support for the Sonoran Desert Consarvation Plan. The conservation plan
provides a critical framework for the Pima County community to effectively
address the full range of conservation, economic development, and growth
management needs.

| would be pleased to help make this plan a reality. In particular, | would
like to volunteer to serve on the steering committes for the proposed Muiti-
Species Habitat Conservation Plan. My experience locally with the expansion of
Saguaro National Park and throughout the West with 2 wide variety of
community-based conservation efforts may add a valuable perspective to the

steering commitiee.
Best regards.

Sincerely,

Lo o

Luther Propst

Printad on recycled paper
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December 21, 1998 N @ % L

\ '/ - - -
Interior Secretary Bruce Babbitt ' ;
Department of the Interior
1849 C. St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240 -

N\

RE: Pima County Protection Plan
Dear Mr. Babbitt:

I'am delighted that you support the Pima County Board of Supervisors’ plan to acquire land for
the purpose of conserving wildlife habitats and the beauty of this part of Arizona. As you know,
the unique beauty that draws so many to this area must be preserved. Every citizen I have talked

with about this topic agress.

I believe that your support will go a long way toward achieving these goals. I laud your efforts.
It is heartening that a federal government official endorses our local government’s plan.

Mr. Babbitt, you have a long history of caring for the future of the world in which we live, and,
as a constituent of your home state, I appreciate your support in word and deed.
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December 22, 1998 TOWN OF MARANA

C. H. Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10t Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

The Town of Marana appreciates your invitaton to comment on the Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan. A review of the draft report finds it to be a very
comprehensive regional based environmental conservation plan addressing the
diverse biological, cultural and historical attributes of eastern Pima County in a
context of extreme growth pressures. The Town is in agreement that the
Conservation Plan represents a unique opportunity for a successful partnership
of all stakeholders within the regional planning area to address long-term
solutions to commonly held conservation issues which will ultimately benefit our
Sonoran Desert environment and the local economy.

Not unlike Pima County and other local jurisdictions, the Town of Marana faces
many of the same environmental challenges. These include balancing a dramatic
population increase and housing unit expansion with the conservation of
community resources and a large availability of land that can be developed to
accommodate urbanization. The Town must deal with some endangered species
issues, an evolving community identity which integrates Marana’s historical and
cultural heritage, and the desire to create, preserve and/or maintain flood-prone
lands, unique natural areas, scenic vistas, and diverse plant and animal
populations.

The Town of Marana has evaluated the draft Conservation Plan against the
policies contained in the General Plan and with the Future Land Use Plan Map
and finds that, for the most part, the documents are compatible. If population
projections are correct, Marana’s greatest period of growth is just ahead. Marana
recognizes its asset as a place to live. Itis the living environment - scenic,
accessible and secure, that draws development. Among the locally held values

2,320
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that guided the preparation of the General Plan are keeping a small town feel
and preserving the spaciousness and scenic views that characterize the Town.

The Land Use Element of the Town’s General Plan identifies as jts first goal the
Practice of Environmental Sensitivity. The General Plan affirms that “a proactive
stance toward protecting the natural environment is regarded as one of the
General Plan’s most essential aspects, where the proposition that recommending
where not to develop is as important as designating areas where development
should occur.” “Sound environmental stewardship means designating some
lands to be off limits for development or, at least, reasonably restricted so as not
to injure sensitive habitats, destroy archaeological sites or impair public
enjoyment of scenery and space.” Supporting politics reflect (1) the designation
of non-development areas; (2) protection of air and water resources; (3)
preservation of the Town's rich agricultural land, native piants and habitats; and
(4) enactment of mountain and view preservation measures. The General Plan
strongly encourages actions which implement programs for open space
acquisition and standards for preservation of natural resources as well as the
adoption or improvement of regulatory provisions that prevent intense
development on sensitive lands.

The General Plan reflects that “there is and will continue to be a broad spectrum
of space utilization in town, at one extreme, the very exurban reaches of
mountains, foothills and floodplains which are virtually undevelopable and,
therefore, are best left as natural open areas.” Implementation strategies include
the adoption of “functional plans for incorporating open spaces, sites with
archaeological value and heritage value and natural habitats into Marana’s
future development pattern as a next step toward respecting the environment.”

In addition to the General Plan, the Town recently completed a draft Park System
Master Plan that will serve as the Parks and Recreation element of the General
Flan. Although it is currently not yet adopted, this Master Plan also was
reviewed for conformity with the Conservation Plan and clearly incorporates
similar goals. Among these are “cooperation with appropriate federal, state and
county resources management agencies related to the protection of designated
parks, preserves and open space corridors and to acquire or use other measures
to protect riparian/natural open space corridors within the community as well as
to integrate elements of the Pima County Regional Trail System to provide access
to natural open space where appropriate.” The need to protect visual and
biological resources valued by the community is given a high priority.

While it is evident that the goals and policies contained in the General Plan and
Park System Master Plan support the draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
potential conflict does exist between the draft Conservation Plan and Marana’'s




Future Development Plan Map specifically with respect to the degree of the
proposed expansion of the Tortolita Mountain Park as represented in Figure 13
of the Conservation Plan. A substantial portion of the proposed mountain park
expansion lying south of the current park boundaries impacts private property
which is currently masterplanned and undeveloped. This propertv contained
within the Dove Mountain Specific Plan represents a significant community
amenity in respect to future resort/residential development. Secondly, although
the Town recognizes that significant portions of State Trust Lands identified for
proposed mountain park expansion are properly designated, the General Plan
does envision that areas may be appropriate for development. These areas,
although not necessarily to the extent shown on the Future Development Plan,
are specified as a Community Development Zone, an opportunity area that may
be appropriate for resort/residential masterplanning. In this area, neighborhood
cluster development could accommodate shopping, employment and recreation
to serve nearby residences, buffered by low-density residential development.
These self-contained neighborhood clusters are an especially important precept
to Marana to prevent sprawled development and to support the Town’s
management objective of creating relatively self-sufficient neighborhoods.
Furthermore, this particular vicinity of Marana’s planning area encompasses
numerous elements critical to the Town's future planning efforts. These include
key segments of proposed road networks (the northeast portion of the Marana
Loop Road) providing community connectivity, drainage improvements, flood
control projects and potential municipal administration facilities. Itis expected
that these land use conflicts can be minimized or resolved with further
refinements of the Conservation Plan and amendment of the General Plan.

Even to a greater degree than the conflict with the scope of the proposed
expansion of Tortolita Mountain Park, the Conservation Plan provides an
opportunity that I don’t believe was adequately represented. Specifically, the
Town of Marana sees a tremendous opportunity to place great emphasis on the
Santa Cruz River as a venue for a multi-faceted approach to parks and recreation,
water resource management, wildlife corridor and critical habitat development,
and economic development. We invite the County to participate with us in
focusing resources toward developing the Santa Cruz River within the Town of
Marana as a vehicle for providing areas of enhanced critical habitat with
connecting wildlife corridors, while examining its role as a potential venue for
enhanced beneficial water use. Irespectfully request that the Conservation Plan
place more priority on the Santa Cruz River corridor for designation of resources.

Finally, I believe that greater recognition should be given to the potential of
relieving pressure within designated critical habitats by encouraging or guiding
developmentin environmentally appropriate areas. In regard to the Town of
Marana, we believe that the more ways we can encourage development to move




into the corridors of flat non-vegetated farmlands, the better off the region will
be toward preserving more environmentally sensitive areas and ensuring .
adequacy of renewable water supplies. However, the public must recognize that
in order to encourage appropriate growth, the infrastructure must be made
available in terms of sewer if we are to be successful and truly provide an
integrated approach. While the Town recognizes the need to establish priorities
and steer growth away from sensitive areas and provide disincentive to
development in those areas, we also believe it would be appropriate and
essential to provide incentive to develop in other areas to facilitate managed
growth.

Careful analysis is required of the anticipated impact of the draft planon
developable land around the Tucson basin and how such plan will mesh with
other state and federal public land pians as well as with the
General/Comprehensive Plans of impacted jurisdictions that have put significant
effort into defining their vision and character. As a stakeholder, the Town of
Marana will certainly be interested in participating in the ensuing planning effort
and looks forward to entering into a cooperative agreement with the County and
other parties.

In conclusion, the Town’s General Plan and Park System Master Plan reflect
conformity with, and generally support adoption of, the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. I feel it is a much-needed impetus to provide a long-term
blueprint.

Again, the Town appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the
draft Conservation Plan. If you have any questions or require additional
clarification, please contact me.

Sincerely,

— i a o T

/ ’/ G AN
Michael C. Hein
Town Manager

cc Mayor and Council
Jerry Flannery
Maeveen Behan
Byron Howard
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December 22, 1998

Chuck Huckelberry

County Administrator

Pima County Government
130 W. Congress

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberf}',

Firstly, 1 would like to thank vou for your leadership on the development of the Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan. I believe we are ready in Pima County for such a plan. Thank

you again for taking the intiative.

Secondly, I would like to put my pame on the list of interested people to assist with the
development and citizen oversight of the conservation plan.

Respectiully,
Kate Hiller
916 S. 5" Ave

Tucson, Arizona 85701

Phone:
623- 5736 (evening)
623-5111 (day)




Mr. C.H. Huckleberry
County Administrator
Pima County, AZ

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

Please be advised thar we have read the dratt form of the Sonoran Desert Conser-
vation Plan thar was presented to the Pima County Board of Supervisors for approval.
Since the proposed Sierrita Mountain Park will directly affect us, we wan to go on record
as opposed to the plan as written.

In the plan it is stated thar public i input into the pian was soughr and recsived. Well, no
one ever asked us for imput and we are a stake holder in this issue. The pian also stated
that a "coalition of environmental lawyers” /Zr;nulated the basis for their plan. We want to

know what groups or individuals make up ther coalition. It appears you think they know

more about this property than we do.
- We, the Sierrita Mining & Ranching Co., ar e'uzaz m private Ia,nd W
M state land. We run 500 hezd of c:mle on this ranch” Water hfgﬂ esn developed over the

emtire ranch wikich is be: 1eficial not omy for the wxse use of it's range bur aiso to wildlite
whiich is in abundanqt Overall, our rangeland is in excelflenr condition. Wesuonderwhy
this ranelr wasTOTincluded a” t mred®
ranches. As long as the State Land Trust Land we lease for grazing is left in that cate-
gory, there wiil be no development on it. Why then are you trying to buy it to stop
developmem? It is simple and much less costly to keep this State land as it is now, _As to
our private lazd, i is not now nor will it ever be for sale. In addition to grazing are a
number of acugsb for homesites for family members. There are 100 families now living in
this community. This community dates back to the 1300's and is older than most of- M
present Tucson. It is not a wiidcar subdivision bur a historic Site/u% in UL

Sierrita Mining & Ranching go is 30 longer involved in mining ajthough we retain
ownership of numerous mining claims/ Othef than ranching our oth¥r endeavor is con-
struction. Our specialty is construction in remote areas. We have w rked ail over Arizo-

na for many companies. In Pima County we are currently working on\Mt Hopkins for the

Smithsonian Instirution and on Mt Lemmon construcuing a new ski lift. We have nu-




merous other projects in progress. We are a weil recognised and respected construction
company.

Six generations of people have lived and worked on this ranch. We believe that
that would qualify as historical. These people are all law abiding citizeas who vote and we

are dumbfounded by your efforts to take away our way of life.
We share our ranch property with others. Hikers, birdwatchers, picnicers, hunters

and others already use the Sierrita Mountains. Why thea are you Lempmpw LL .
i @52, gve”

huge amounts of taxpayers money to buy something that

We would be open to a mestng for you to explain your position on this issue and

to listen to ours. &MW @4@4‘2’4 W Cpavreectbr =t .

Sincerely,
Lyon Harris .
Sierrita zvnning & Ranciing
- iy S
Conpies Mike Bovd, Chairman, District 1

Dan Eckstrom, District 2 M CD
Sharon Bronson, District 3 7. e

Ray Carroll, District 4 :
Raul Grijalva, Distric 5 He TO— k525

%'%%W 50«‘;“:&26{'/ %’




- Pima County

1204 W. Silve -, Tucs 20) 740-2690 Fax: (

) 623-3539
Co-Chairs: Kate Hiller - 623-5736; Gayle Hartmann - 325-6974

23 December 1998

Charles Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County

130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

We are writing on behalf of the Pima County Open Space Acquisition Review Committee
to let you know that we heartily endorse the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. We are pleased
that it takes such a comprehensive approach that includes land of several different types. In
addition, we believe that the two-pronged attack of acquisition combined with regulation is the
only way to approach the problem of desert protection and controlled growth.

We realize this is a complex plan that will not be achieved overnight, nevertheless we urge
that the County move as quickly as possible. As you know, land prices only go up, and at the rate
at which development is occurring much of the land designated for purchase will be available for
only a short time. We would like to reaffirm what is already well known; that is, money for
purchasing open space must be a number 1 priority for Pima County. In addition, we believe
open space purchases must be part of a comprehensive program that should be managed by a
County Open Space Administrator.

Finally, we are very pleased that Secretary Babbitt is sufficiently interested in the Pima
County Plan to come to Tucson and offer his support. Clearly, federal funding will be very
important, especially in connection with a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service-approved plan for
pygmy owl preservation. We urge the County to keep in contact with the Secretary’s office as
well as with our Congressional delegation.

As a County committee created to review open space acquisitions, we hope we can
continue to be involved and play a useful role in the successful completion of the Sonoran Desert

Conservation Plan.

Lol U nitunn AT

Gayle Hartmann Kate Hiller




P.O. Box 30326 Tucson, Arizona 85751-0326

26 December 1998

Charles Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County

130 W. Congress, 10 fioor

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

We are very pleased to be given the opportunity to review the draft Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. Although the delay is certainly no fault of yours, it has been a long time
coming. In our opiniomn, 1978 rather than 1998 would have been a much more auspicious time to
begin this effort. However, we would rather begin now than not at all.

We would like to point out at the beginning that, far from considering too much land, the
draft Plan is not nearly comprehensive enough. We recommend that a good exercise would be to
calculate the amount of private and state land in Pima County not included in the Plan. Then,
population estimates should be made for this land at existing zoning and at some reasonable
higher density. We are certain this would reveal that there would still be enough land for an
enormous number of people — far too many people for our roads, water supply, and air to
accommodate.

We do have several comments regarding the draft. These are enumerated below.

1. Generally, we believe the choices in the Plan for land acquisition are good ones.
Several, of course, are expansions of ideas that have been around for some years. We are glad to
see new ideas such as ranch conservation and historic and cultural preservation. However, we do

have a few thoughts regarding land acquisition.

— We suggest that lands currently in federal ownership, i.e.. BLM. should remain in federal
ownership. The best example is the proposed Silverbell Waterman-Roskruge Park (its name

A Citizen Group Working To Promote Low-Impact Uses Near Our Public Lands




varies from page to page). Since much of this land is already protected by the BLM, a better
approach than changing it to County management and thereby incurring need for management
paid by County taxes, would be to make it a National Conservation Area under BLM
management. Several examples already exist such as Empire-Cienega, San Pedro, etc; all are
doing well under federal management. We would recommend that, in general, if land can be
managed in perpetuity by someone other than the County, that is the option that should be
pursued.

— Land that is presentlv in private ownership and is being managed as open space_ie. the

McGee Ranch propertv in the Sierrita Mtns. should be considered for conservation easement
rather than outright purchase. There will undoubtedly be many instances of owners who would
like their lands to remain open and are not interested in selling. Rather than encouraging them to
sell or condemning and taking on additional management costs, the County should pursue

easements. In fact, we suggest that conservation easements are an extremelv important

chanism that have not considered in anv detail in this plan.

— We suggest that_the Biologi rridor Links section needs to be broadened

considerably. A few examples of areas that should be included are washes and bajadas on the
west side and northeast side of the Sierrita Mtns., washes north of the Santa Rita Experimental
Range and the Santa Rita District of the Coronado Natl. Forest, washes on the northeast side of
the Tucson Mtns., and washes that drain into Cienega Cresk. In the case of the Sierrita Mtns., we
believe that an archaeological district exists on the northwest side of the mountains that should be

included in the draft Plan.

In addition, we note that nowhere in the Plan is there mention of Tanque Verde Wash.
Some money for land purchase is available from the recent open space bond, but it is insufficient
to buy very much. We believe a comprehensive plan for the protection of Tanque Verde Wash
needs to be devised. Such a plan should combine purchase with conservation easements.

2. We believe the draft Plan needs to be broadened to include what we are calling the
“Inner County.” The draft Plan does a relatively good job of proposing land conservation
around the County’s perimeter, but completely ignores areas closer to the City limits. Some of
the best examples are Sabino Canyon, the eastern slopes of the Tucson Mtns. near Gates Pass,

the area along Ajo Way, and parts of the Avra Valley. These are areas where either scenic and
biological values are high and/or transportation corridors are already nearing or are over capacity
and there are few if any options for serious road widening. We understand that largely these are
areas where acquisition would be expensive, and we also understand that existing zoning plans
present problems that are difficult to solve. Nonetheless, we think key parcels should be targeted
for purchase and that regulatory mechanisms should be carefully considered. We suggest that,
taking Sabino Canyon as an example, a useful exercise would be to look at the available zoning in
these areas, see how many people and cars that translates into and then calculate what that will do




to the already overcrowded transportation corridors. We strongly believe that road widening is at
best a poor solution and at worst an impossible solution; it is always an extremely disruptive and
expensive solution. Figuring out a way to limit the increase of population in these areas would be
much more sensible.

3. We appreciate the fact that you have included recommended changes in land use policy.
At the same time, we believe this area of the draft Plan must be seriously strengthened. We
have the following comments:

— We strongly agree that there should be no upzoning in environmentally sensitive or historic
areas. Indeed, considering that there are thousands of acres already zoned for high density that
are empty, we recommend that there should be no new upzonings. There are numerous cities and
counties around the country (and these examples are increasing all the time) where upzoning is a
rare experience. The norm is to deny upzonings. Denying upzonings needs to become the norm
in Pima County. In particular, land that is designated as an environmentally sepsitive or
historicallv valuable area should never be upzoned,

— We believe that this community has reached the point where every upzoning considered by
the Board is critical._We recommend that a better system be devised to publicize upcoming
zonings so that members of the public bevond immediate neighbors can voice their opinion.

— We also strongly agree that review of subdivision requirements should be strengthened. What
has recently occurred on the isolated hills near Sabino Canyon is a travesty. We thought such
serious grading and reshaping of landscapes was 2 thing of the past; every effort should be made
to see it does not continue.

— Rezoning time extensions should seldom. if ever, be granted. Five years is more than enough
time to begin development; if that deadline cannot be met the land should revert to its previous
zoning. We recommend that a sunset law be instituted.

— The loop hole regarding the 300-foot limit around the perimeters of rezoning cases should be
closed. That is to say, developers should not be allowed to pull their boundaries in 300 feet to
avoid having the opinions of surrounding land owners be considered. This is such a fiagrant
avoidance of the intent of the law it is outrageous that it is still legal

— ‘ne tax incentives to keep land in low density uses needstobe a high prigritv item, We
realize this is an issue the state must address, but again, other states have inceatives to keep land
in acricultural uses. There is no reason Arizona could not do the same to encourage land to

remain in ranching or other non-intensive uses.

— We strongly agree that a program that allows the transfer of development rights needs to be
created. This is, of course, another area where state approval is needed. And, once again,

(%)




numerous other states have these programs and could be looked to for guidance.

— The Countv should gursue its lecal case against the state of Arizona regarding “downzoning.”
Without the ability to zone in the direction of lower density as well as higher density, it will be
extremely difficult to deal with problems in the “Inner County.” Large numbers of old, dense
zonings are in place in areas with inadequate infrastructure. Downzoning is the only reasonable
method for dealing with these cases. We must keep in mind that upzoning should not be
considered as some sort of guarantee of increased land value. An individual who speculates on
land takes a chance; he must be willing to lose as well as win.

— We recommend that the Plan include a limitation on the number of building permits issued
each vear. Again, this is a mechanism that has been used successfully in other states and we see

no reason why it should not be used here. This could be done for a specified number of years,
giving the County time to begin to put this Plan into place.

4. A regional oversight mechanism and involvement of other jurisdictions are both keys to
the success of this plan. We know it is extremely difficult to create a regional oversight
mechanism that does not become a stagnant, status-quo-maintaining bureaucracy. Nonetheless, in
the long run, some such mechanism will be necessary. In our minds, a state-level agency such as
Oregon has would be the best approach, but that seems unlikely in the near future. Failing that, a
mechanism that includes, at minimum, all jurisdictions in Pima County is essential. The
involvement of other jurisdictions is absolutely necessary. We recommend that serious efforts be
made immediately to include the City of Tucson. Itis especially important that Tucson be
included in order that areas in the Inner County and outer edges of the City are included in the
Plan. Certainly, if a “Human Ecology” Plan is to have any meaning and any chance for success,
the City and the County must be partners.

5. Make the acquisition of open space and conservation easements a top priority for Pima
County. The Plan recommends that large amounts of acreage in the County remain in open
space. To do this successfully, the acquisition of open space will have to become a top priority
with decisions for acquisition based on sound biological, cultural/historical and geographical
factors. Our next recommendation (no. 6) should help achieve that goal.

6. Rethink the mechanisms currently in place for buying open space and the choice of
parcels that are being acquired. The 1997 open space bond money provided approximately
$29 million for the purchase of open space and 36 million for the purchase of historic properties.
We are concerned that, not only is the open space money inadequate, but the actual purchase of
land involves an extraordinarily slow, cumbersome process that may not always choose the most
important properties. For example, there are properties within and at the eastern end of Gates
Pass that are steep, highly visible, densely covered with saguaros and highly deserving of
remaining in open space. In fact, nearly all Tucsonans, we are sure, believe these lands to be




within Tucson Mitn. Park. They were removed from the list of properties to be acquired. We are
sure that many, many people, both Tucsonans and visitors, will be appalled when the bulldozing
begins._We would like to ses the initiation of mechanisms that would ensure the purchase of

important properties in a timely fashion.

To help solve these problems we recommend the County hire an Qgen Space
Administrator who reports directly to the office of the County Administrator. This person’s
primary responsibility should be to oversee the acquisition and management of open space. Often
before a parcel is purchased, other factors must be considered, such the availability of nearby

parcels, accessibility, etc.; at present there is no single individual in the County whcse
sues. As was pointed out in the Arizona Daily Star, among a

responsibility it is to address these is
group of cities and countes examined, Pima County ranks at the bottom i terms of amount of

money spent administering open space. Although we do not want to raise those costs
unnecessarily, an open space administrator is a necessity.

Finally, we would like to request that Buffers be given a seat on the proposed Steering
Committee. We have been active in matters that relate directly to this Plan for over a decade and
believe we have the knowledge and skill to be useful on the Committee. Please let us know of
your decision. We can be reached at 325-6974 (Gayle) or 742-7283 (Nancy). Please address any
response to this letter to Gayle Hartmann and Nancy Young Wright, 2224 E. 4® St,, Tucson, AZ,

85719.

Sincerely,

Gayle G. Hartmann

for Buffers Steering Committee:

Dorothy Davis, David Elwood, Julia Gordon, Nancy Kelly, Doug Koppinger, Ellen Kurtz, Wendy
Masus, Richard McKes, Ted Schiinkert, Doug Shakel, Wanda Shattuck, Tom Vincent



TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
I support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments: 745 pnty Hogy & Cerifiot 2ho
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My specific concerns regarding the Plan are:

Sincerely, y
fﬁéﬂ Lo ;%//ﬂlﬂj y (Signature)
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Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
I support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments: /}’L Imé\bﬁ b PK&M}»;

rhs PP 720 o mpect
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Mg |
My specific concemns regarding the Plan are:
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Sincerely, -

. / (Signature)
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TUCSON MOUNTA!NS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments:

'| My specific concerns regarding the Plan are:

Sincerely__,.-z
. Yty ece QM/ 77 (Signature)
| ﬂ‘r/m 1A /4 . gc‘[)/ 7 (Printed Name)

?41 / E. ZJ//JO Y /ﬂa@k. C&cae‘ (Address)
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments
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/—‘\-‘fir\// ﬁ}"[)@;’ (Printed Name)
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Marcel and Olga Neuts
925, N. Smoke Tree Circle
Tucson, Arizona 85745

Phone: 520 884 9034
Fax. 520 8847163
E-mail: mando@azstamet.com

December 27, 1998

Pima County Administrator
Attn: Ms. Maeveen Behan
RE: SDCP

130 W. Congress Street
Tucson, Arizona 85701

Dear Ms. Behan:

We are members of the Tucson Mountain Association and we enthusiastically
support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

While we support all six elements of the plan, we are particularly concerned
about the expansion of the Mountain Parks and specifically Tucson Mountain
Park. The preservation of biological corridors will protect the habitat of our
desert wildlife and encourage the subsistance of native plants and animals.

We applaud Mr. Huckleberry’s initiative and we hope that our letter will be
included in the official packet that he will submit to the County Supervisiors.

Sincerely yours

M/wow@ . Newtr
OD;ZQFF. Neu.t;

Olga and Marcel Neuts




Mr. Gary Fox
HC 70 Box 4258 N
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

December 28,1998

Mr. C. Huckelberry, County Administrator
130 W. Congress 10® Floor
Tucson, Arizona

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

I would like to go on record opposing the taking of private land, as put forth in the
Soronan Desert Conservation Plan.

I am a fourth generation resident of McGee Ranch. I was raised on the ranch,
watched the older ones as they strived to increase the water for the area. This was very
hard work, they spent many hours developing water catchments over the Sierrita
Mountains. This ranch is now very well developed with waterholes situated through out
the mountains.

When my ancestors first arrived here, there was only seasonal water, except for
two seeps of water located miles apart. Wildlife was almost nonexistent because there
was no permanent water. Now according to range management officials this ranch is
being managed very well. There is abundant forage for cattle and wildlife, with water
supplied even if it means hauling in trucks during droughts or when water systems
temporally fail. Will the county supply water when it becomes necessary to sustain
wildlife?

Now with pressure from environmental concerns, it seems that everything we
have worked for is being taken away from us.

A letter to Lynn Harris Mc Gee Ranch, dated December 14,1998, Mr.
Huckelberry stated that “Pima County has no desire to acquire operating ranches”. This is
not the issue. It is stated in the Soronan Desert Conservation Plan, the Sierrita Mountains
are to be taken over as a County Park, and any land that is private will be condemned if
the owners do not relinquish all their rights to their property.

This “taking” will remove land from the tax roles, reducing our income, we will
be paying less in taxes also. This means you will raise taxes to cover the loss of revenue.

As a member of Sierrita Mining and Ranching Company, I can state, we will not
sell land to anyone. It is not for sale to friends, relatives or individuals, in or out of
our organization. It is owned by Sierrita Mining and Ranching.

We have not discouraged anyone from using the mountains for hiking, bird
watching, hunting, horseback riding, etc. This plan seems to be a waste of money and
resources the county does not have, to accomplish what is being done already.

Sincerely,

ar. L
Gary FoX 7

c: The Honorable Sharon Bronson, Member, Pima County Board of Supervisors
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%ﬁv Sky-Island Alliance

1639 E. 1st Stwreet » Tucson, AZ 85719 » 602-792-2690 + 602-323-0547
December 28, 1998

Chuck Huckleberry

Pima County Administrator
150 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

We have learned that you are putting together a steering committee for the
county’s Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, and would like a seat at that table.

The Sky Island Alliance has long been a member of the Sonoran Desert Coalition
and we support their goals, but we have a unique position in this region and can bring a
broader perspective to the discussions. Our group leadership and many of our active
members have long histories of involvement in local environmental organizations and
issues. Some of us are also working biologists, and our team of scientific advisors
includes some of the best biologists and ecologists in the country. Our focus is to
promote a positive, long-term vision of better management and protection for the sky-
island region, including southeastern Arizona, southwestern New Mexico, and the
adjacent corners of Sonora and Chihuahua. Toward that end, we are several years into a
process of using the insights of conservation biology to devise a scientifically credible
nature reserve system for the region. This will consist of core wilderness areas connected
by wildlife corridors and surrounded by stewardship zones which are associated with
biologically-sound management recommendations. Some of these cores and corridors are
very similar to areas shown in your initial draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
as suggested by the concepruai map in the enclosed brochure.

Please give us the opportunity to apply our insights and experience to this process.

Sincerely,

A

Dale S. Turner
President, Sky Island

Alliance




“UOLEUIOjY
UIsOp 3AIsA1 PUE SIIIIISMOU . 1891Y] ALY} 10}
_.:_._m_v_m.«\_.E.:._:_.>>>)>>\\”»_:__ 12 QUSIA IR0 JISIA

v !.—M.
.NV_M% nNmm loee, o—%mw A ;omu.w.w.w Y wuroqoI@pueisys (lew-g
: IS #51 m 691 $0 :ow.u LLPE-EVT (S0S) *xed
- ar e ) %V: A anbsanbnqy

b
eandh ...;r

Sioodh@ejquivesjew-3
uosong

a _mw mvm (sos) 90148 WN .ozgm:w:n__.q_.
35 oAy 00D G | €| ‘@3YjO enbienbnqgjy +

ymey Aesd

0] BOS|IA UDJRL

‘prus ‘undon qeq jo

sdupaesp Joj asvopy
dnogj oy syuey) -

(diyssoquuow
aendou soy G14) VYo
UOSOIY dY] U] SUVLRUOP

diyssoquiawi puas asea|d
jdioyy 4004 paou o

‘SIHSUIEWAW ANV SLNVUD HONOUHL
aaAANNd SI ADNVITIY ANVIS| ANS

sanapsmoau Apapenh e ysignd osje 3

g “oduelly
\\\\“ a1 pue Lose ayfl inoge 10w duiuied) uf
\ Fr:v s paisasoiu sunold oy opqepeae 2 sijeadg

| OZ<_I_I_ 2 & .

< M. sisatjiuds ejep
\ T ~ pue ‘Guppen apppm ‘duiddew ‘'skanuns pjay)
< g o <2 ur ajedied 0] s1921UNjoA aHRINOIU I T

A L - & ! | /

o 9 .

o0& % ~ uoida
/,// Z = 3 epiny sopeary/puels) A4s a g sonsed pajsasaul
Mn_ — M 3 JOtIo put ‘sioumo puep ‘sotauaile juow
Vu z & -odeurw au o e 10 ueyd digspiemals jeroudd
.V/ ~ / // W w mw m: pue dew udisop ansasos ¢ Huyyeap ase app
Bolilubehulih bt n L2 2 NOILDY  ONVITIV




v Ausaipoi aane N
2101531 0) pakodwin e A
SPOL[IBLU J3LI0 puB ‘seas)s ;,
Bunueydas 'speos fuisop V
a1atm uoidas au Jo dew : il
JeIP B UM AU
194 10U JUBWIBA LNy
o) a1e sease A1aaoday
-adueyd jejuawuonau
Jo saun) ug shemiped
Aioyesdiws Bugureiaew apym syueyd pue sjeutue
SuBues apim Suowe 100 o} aduepxa snoual
30) Bupmogfe ‘sa100 a1 Houuod saideyur) sush oAl
-enxa ajquapeisns s pue saiod ayp o pue
PUNOLINS i sou0Z dijspivanas “pate e sassaood
Areuonnjoas pue eaiojona pue pangiyoid aie sasn

“alues novijo suotuod vy Ajuo umoys sapads

tead Ly ALl f o g Ty e
... vy -

A

$2100
usamiaq
afequy|

sease
8l0o

. 4
, i ok oy s
t. . ..:_ ! !
02ix3}

o A MIN

L]io)

smeysoil

Jom

senef

DAIDTIIXD
N M
syed jeuoneu pue
‘seale ssa|peos ‘ssawiappm pajeudisap
apnpui sa10) sadeyu] pue ‘sauoz diyspiemas
‘53402 :sjuBLOdIND dan|) sy WdISAS dAIBSL INQ)
Ajjeouoisiy pip Aary se uoidag
g noydnouy) asow o) spewue 10y shem apiaond
pue spuejst Ajs ail 1PdUU0-31 0] JAPIO Wl UOITDL 3|
UL SPOAU URIINL-UOL PUE BELINE L) 410G JUneow
01 L) M el widisAs aasasos e duuiisop si
aoueypy puesy Ay ayyp uonejndod Ayyeay e poddns
O] Jjews 00] St YPIYM |, pursl, ue uo papuels dulog
JO 18uep g aae A1 SUOISIAIGNS P SPROS SE 1NS
siuotudojoaap wewiny Jo asneaag aorlowe o purgst Ass
aU0 WOy ssoud 0} djqe saduny ou e sapads uayAn

NOISAQ IAUISIY

wioydiq

HIOMIBN

aAIasaY
ainjeN 0
Rearn/pueys|
Ajs ayi jo dew
jemdasuo)

ki hoload

Riadh it 26 skl

(‘sorads asow Aur sueiod
spueyst Ays oyl Jo uogsod
UEDIXOW ML) ST 1SIMYINOG
a1 Jo 1510§ 1o Aue

u uey) asow ‘pasaduepun

10 paudieasfl Ajjenuaiod pass
-prsund ane sueigiydue pue
saticdos sy spagg sprunuew
Jo sopads gz pue sonads
el g6 S0 § rumieN opruois”y gl )

LAWY YUON
U SLUDIsAS0ID
ASIDAIP
150t Ay
Buowe ase
spuys)
Ays oy

UYINOS A1 0) UPER g oy o ped pue ypou
a1 o3 spuey iy | uogoiop pue ep) ayl spueyst

Axs onp sopn g uoritonr ianao oy osodueys Ae
aiby oo ot pep oy

‘.

-unpnjoaa onbiun dnepo)
JO PUD O] 90UIS PAIE[OSE UDOG S PURST Ui junow
YR SISOI0) URDIPL LIS PUE WRIUNOR AYDoy

A PUE SHDSOP UenYEIYIE ) pue

ueiouog oyt aop asegl Bunaow
DY SESH{L TSRS panun

oy ut sapads jewiue pue
wejd jo Ausiaagp sapeaad oy
105 ey dupiaosd Ays ay)
up spuuysy mj)| purssead pue

1asa JO LIS B DAOE ISU L))
SUIIUNOW PDISDI0) dt)) dae AdL |

LSANVTSIE AMS 3V LVHAA

spues|
Ajs ayr o
uonsad smuig
poyun ay

U pPune) age
sopaads wed
Q00T A0

AUV HON INOYEN0IY) pomiou

€ Oju pajesdajun ag o] saalasol euON
“ELLIOJUL PUE [PUOLELE JO UONPIIGY O] J0)
pue ‘sapjod uatuodeura pue) jo wiojas 10j
‘sjaAd] jje 1t siatleue pue SIBUMO DU L IM
vonesadoond yinon uawaieurw aandaj
10) DYEDOAPE DA “|10uad Ul AlIsiaAlpolq

pue spuvysy Axs oy soj uonenaadde ue soiso)
g st ol aoneonpo EUOLIIGIAGD
YANOSYE VONEULOJUL SI|T SIEUIUBSSIP pue
wawaieuew pue) sop siseq aanag e apiaosd
0) {24LASAI DYIUINS PNPUOD IAR

\, ODIXOW WIDISOMLIOU
. pue SIS PAlUN WIBISIMLINOS
Ay jo spursy Ays an ul Apsiaalp

Jeoiojoig aated Jo uoNEIISL e

BOHPA TSI St 0] Paje upap SisuapS

PUE SISIUOLEAIISUO) JO UOLEIIO) B S)

FONVITY ANVTIS| AMS FH L
.. S

SO pomiy
RITRUENTRRTS
Jeanae pue

wieyd jo Apsioap
Isajeasid ay

10) 1enguy apraoad
spuvysy A4S ayg




L.G. and Barbara B, Wilson
6645 N. Waycross RcE
Tucson, AZ 85743

December 29, 1998

Pima County Administrator
Attn. Maeveen Behan

130 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Hucklebérry:

As members of the Tucson Mountains Association and long time Pima
County residents, we are strongly supportive of the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan.

Many years ago, we met on Saturday mornings af Pima College with others
interested in develcping a Comprehensive Arez Plan for Pima County and
the Sonoran Desert. A few of our ideas were:

1. No building on mountainsides
2. Diminishing densities towards the mountains
3. Favor growth within the Tucson City limits

As it turned out our Saturday mornings were a waste of time as our
desires were mainly ignored. The cevelopers were in full ccntrol and
our efforts to protect the desert were fruitless.

Your Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan has given us hope in reversing
the past trend by trying to save what little is left of the Sonoran

Desert. We wish you the best of luck in getting your plan acopted very
quickly. Please make sure the plan is not “watered down” to render it

useless.

Truly Yours

Babara B. l/rﬂ,n,/-

A P



VILLAGE OF CASAS ADOBES
P.O. Box 36704
Casas Adobes, AZ 85704
Martha Cramer, Mayor .

C. H. Huckelberry,

County Administrator

Pima County Governmental Center
130 W. Congress, Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry;

In reviewing the draft report entitled the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
the absence of any reference to the Village of Casas Adobes is conspicuous.

On page 3, Table 3 (housing units by present jurisdiction), statistics are
shown for Tucson, Oro valley, Marana, South Tucson, Sahuarita, and
Unincorporated Pima County. No reference is made to Casas Adobes.

The last half of the draft is primarily figures (maps), some showing land
areas that include the boundaries of Casas Adobes. No notation of Casas
Adobes is made on these maps. In spite of that omission I was able to
determine that the northwest corner of Casas Adobes is in an ironwood
vegetation community, possible habitat for the cactus ferruginous pygmy owl.

As you know, on November 18, 1997, the Pima County Board of
Supervisors ordered that Casas Adobes become an officially incorporated
Arizona town. That order has never been rescinded, modified, changed or
struck down.

For this report to be accurate, it is important that all official jurisdictions be
recognized. Correcting this oversight will greatly improve this report.

Sincerely,

/‘«/\

airtké C;'amer

Mayor of Casas Adobes




Rincon Institute

'650 E. Broadway Bivd.
juite 203
Tucson, AZ 85710

Telephone (520) 290-0828
FAX {520} 290-0969
e-mail: soninst@azstarnet.com

December 30, 1998

Chuck Huckelberry

County Administrator

Pima County Governmental Center
130 West Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan (SDCP) issued by Pima County in October 1998. The Rincon Institute,
with input from a team of biologists, cartographers and Rincon Valley
residents, has analyzed the boundaries of the proposed mountain parks and
riparian preserves in the Rincon Valley. We write to provide Pima County with
recommendations regarding the boundaries of the proposed expansion of
Colossal Cave Mountain Park (Colossal Cave).

The current draft of the SDCP proposes to expand Colossal Cave, connecting it
with the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve on the southwest and Coronado
National Forest’s Rincon Mountain Wilderness on the northeast. In order to
secure the long-term ecological health of Rincon Creek and lower Agua Verde
Creek, which provides a critical connection between Colossal Cave and Cienega
Creek Natural Preserve, the Rincon Institute is proposing that the boundaries
of Colossal Cave be modified to include approximately 14,160 additional acres
comprised of the large parcel of State Trust land on the northwest and the
remainder of the Agua Verde Creek riparian cortidor on the southeast. These
recommended additions to Colossal Cave are described on the enclosed map
and accompanying comment paper, which discusses the site-specific natural
resource protection needs they will meet.

Adding these lands to Colossal Cave will preserve critical headwater tributaries
of Rincon and Agua Verde Creeks; connect Colossal Cave with Rincon Creek
and Saguaro National Park; and connect the Agua Verde Creek corridor with
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the Rincon Mountain Wilderness. An even more important benefit of protecting
these lands is that they are essential to providing an adequate long-term
biological linkage between the Rincon and Santa Rita Mountains, the Empire-
Cienega Resource Conservation Area, and other protected areas to the south.

In addition, during our analysis of Pima County’s data sets describing the
Rincon Valley, we found that a small portion of the Rincon Creek riparian
corridor located immediately upstream from the Rincon Creek Restoration area
and west of Camino Loma Alta is not designated as a “Biological Corridor/
Link,” as is the remaining upstream portion of the creek. This may simply be
an unintended omission; however, we wish to ensure that this small but
significant reach receives the Biological Corridor/Link designation in the
County’s databases and the SDCP. It is a critical link in the Rincon Valley, as
it connects the primarily natural upstream reach of Rincon Creek, which flows
west out of Saguaro National Park and the Rincon Mountain Wilderness, with
the Rocking K Ranch reach that is slated for substantial restoration. This
“missing link” is also described in the enclosed comment paper.

The Rincon Institute intends to further analyze additional important
conservation areas in southeastern Pima County that are addressed in the
SDCP. We plan to analyze the boundaries of the proposed Santa Rita
Mountain Park, Davidson Canyon Natural Preserve, and Mescal Arroyo
Riparian Corridor, as well as the expansion of the Cienega Creek Natural
Preserve.

We would like to reiterate our strong conceptual support for the SDCP, and
thank you again for the opportunity to provide input on this vital plan. Please
call if you have any questions about the proposed additions or their
justifications.

Sincerely,

e S

Luther Propst
Executive Director
Rincon Institute

enclosures

cc:  Maeveen Behan, County Administrator’s Office
Dan Felix, Parks and Recreation Director
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Proposed Additions to the
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,

Colossal Cave Mountain Park Expansion Area

Prepared by the Rincon Institute
December 30, 1998

The Rincon Institute (RI) recommends that the boundaries of the Colossal
Cave Mountain Park (CCMP) expansion area described in the draft Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP) dated October 21, 1998, be modified to
include approximately 14,200 additional acres. These additions will:

e connect CCMP with Saguaro National Park;

e preserve critical headwater tributaries of Rincon and Agua Verde
Creeks; _

e ensure the health of lower Agua Verde Creek (which connects CCMP
to the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve) by protecting the upper two-
thirds of the creek; and _

e connect the Agua Verde Creek corridor with Coronado National
Forest’s Rincon Mountain Wilderness.

The proposed additions include approximately acres of 10,840 acres of State
Trust land, 3,160 acres of private land, and a 200-acre parcel of Bureau of

Land Management (BLM) land. These lands are described as follows.

Proposed Additions of State Trust Land to Colossal Cave Mountain Park
The Rincon Institute proposes the addition of four parcels of State Trust
land to CCMP. The first parcel is generally described as the approximately

5,990 acres of contiguous State land north and west of Pistol Hill Road, the

northernmost portions of which adjoin the Saguaro National Park (SNP)




Proposed Additions to the Colossal Cave Mountain Park Expansion Area

Expansion area (see Parcel A on attached map). Approximately 320 additional
acres of this contiguous State parcel already lie within the boundaries of the
SNP’Expansion area. Modifying CCMP’s boundaries to include this parcel will
directly link CCMP with SNP in two locations, as well as permanently protect a
segment of Rincon Creek located just downstream from the SNP boundary.

The second, third and fourth parcels are generally described as the
1,425-acre contiguous parcel of State land north of Agua Verde Creek (see
Parcel B on attached map), the 1,344-acre contiguous parcel of State land
south of Agua Verde Creek (see Parcel C on attached map), and the 2,080 acres
of State land in T16N R18E comprised of Section 19, Section 20, W ¥ Section
21, S % Section 16 and SW % Section 15, through which Agua Verde Creek
passes (see Parcel D on attached map).

Addition of these parcels to CCMP will protect a majority of the land
directly adjacent to the upper two-thirds of Agua Verde Creek, as well as all of
its tributaries, and will create a significant biological linkage between the creek
and Coronado National Forest’s Rincon Mountain Wilderness to the north. In
addition, protecting the upper reaches of Agua Verde Creek will help ensure the
health of the lower one third, which is already included in the SDCP as a vital
connection between CCMP and Cienega Creek Natural Preserve (this is

discussed further below, in the section on protecting riparian habitat).

Proposed Additions of Private Land to Colossal Cave Mountain Park

As illustrated on the attached map, proposed private land additions
include all parcels within the area generally described as the approximately
3,160 acres in NW Y Section 16 T16N R17E, NE % Section 16 T16N R17E, SW
v, Section 10 T16N R17E, N % of S % Section 15 T16N R17E, S Y2 of N %2
Section 14 T16N R17E, S % of N % Section 13 T16N R17E, SW Y Section 7
T16N R18E, Section 18 T16N R18E, Section 17 T16N RI18E, E % Section 21
T16N R18E, and Section 22 T16N R18E excluding the 200 acres of Bureau of

Page 2




Proposed Additions to the Colossal Cave Mountain Park Expansion Area

Land Management land. Agua Verde Creek passes directly through most of

these private parcels.

Proposed Addition of BLM Land to Colossal Cave Mountain Park

A 200-acre parce! of BLM land is located at the head of Agua Verde Creek
in Section 22 T16N R18E. In order to simplify natural resource management of
the Agua Verde Creek riparian corridor, the Rincon Institute proposes
including this parcel within CCMP boundaries. RI anticipates that BLM will

endorse this proposal.

Proposed Addition to the Rincon Creek Biological Corridor/Link

While reviewing the SDCP, RI found that a small segment (approximately
Ya mile long) of the Rincon Creek riparian corridor located immediately west of
Camino Loma Alta, and immediately upstream from the Rincon Creek
Restoration area within the Rocking K Ranch, is not designated in Pima
County’s data sets as a Biological Corridor/Link, as is the remaining upstream
portion of the creek. This reach represents a critical biological link in the
Rincon Valley, as it connects the primarily natural upstream reach of Rincon
Creek, which flows out of Saguaro National Park and the Rincon Mountain
Wilderness, with the Rocking K Ranch reach that is slated for substantial
rehabilitation. Furthermore, on the west side of the Rocking K Ranch lies a
healthy reach of Rincon Creek that is owned by the County (formerly part of
Thunderhead Ranch).

RI therefore proposes designating as “Biological Corridor/Link” all or
portions of the nine parcels along Rincon Creek that would link the eastern

boundary of the Rocking K Ranch with the upstream reach that is considered a

“Habitat, Biological and Ecological Corridor Conservation location” by Pima
County. The nine parcels are labeled with the item name “Parcel’ in the
County’s parcel layer on the PCLIS CD version 4.0. The parcel numbers are:
20573002J, 20573001B, 205860684, 205860688, 205860674, 205860678,




Proposed Additions to the Colossal Cave Mountain Park Expansion Area

and portions of 20573002H, 205730Q2D, and 20573002G north of E Lazy R
Ranch Road. This area totals approximately 80 acres. (Note: these parcels are

not displayed on the attached map);

Comments

RI has a significant history and interest in the Rincon Valley, as we work
to carry out our mission of working with Saguarb National Park and its
neighbors to protect the natural resources of the Park and surrounding lands.
We therefore make this proposal in the spirit of providing a more
comprehensive approach to protecting Pima County’s natural resources in the
face of rapid population growth and land use changes, while enhancing the
living environment of Rincon Valley residents. RI also recognizes that the
proposed additions will contribute to a more diverse outdoor experience for
Pima County residents who use Colossal Cave Mountain Park.

More specifically, RI makes this proposal to:

1. Protect headwater tributaries of Rincon and Agua Verde Creeks as
well as Agua Verde Creek itself. These washes are labeled on the
attached map as “major segments of riparian habitat not linked with
protected areas.”

2. Take a proactive approach to resource protection in the Rincon and
Agua Verde Creek watersheds — protect these areas now to avoid

problems associated with increasing urbanization, including;:

a) landscape fragmentation and habitat destruction;
b) mortality of wild animals;

c) an increase in the domestic animal population; and
d) introduction of exotic species.

3. Provide landscape connectivity that makes more sense ecologically.
4. Provide larger refuges for species of special concern.

5. Include creosote-bursage plant communities in CCMP.
A discussion of these goals and how the proposed additions will further them

follows.
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Protect Riparian Habitat
The lower one-third of Agua Verde Creek connects CCMP with Cienega

Creek, one of the few perennial streams remaining in Pima County. Although
this critical biological linkage is included in the expansion of CCMP proposed in
the October 21 draft of the SDCP, its ecological condition may become
degraded if incorhpatible land uses occur on the creek’s upper watershed.
Adding the rest of Agua Verde Creek’s main stem and its headwaters to CCMP
will ensure that healthy riparian habitat linking Cienega Creek Natural
Preserve, CCMP and the Rincon Mountain Wilderness is maintained over the
long term.

Many washes that drain into both Rincon and Agua Verde Creeks have
their headwaters in the State Trust lands that Rl proposes as additions to the
SDCP. The County has designated many of these washes as “major segments
of riparian habitat not linked with protected areas.” The benefits of protecting
these areas by adding them to CCMP include preserving intact riparian plant
and animal communities, and maintaining the natural drainage systems that

transport stormwater to Rincon and Agua Verde Creeks.

Prevent Habitat Destruction and Landscape Fragmentation

Increasing urbanization adversely affects natural plant and animal
communities (Soulé 1991, Grant et al. 1996, Knight et al. 1995). A natural
mosaic of land cover has “soft” edges, or ecotones, as land cover changes
gradually from one type to another. However, anthropogenic landscape change
often results in “hard” edges. Land cover changes abruptly at road pavement,
privacy walls, and backyard landscaping. Habitat destruction and landscape
fragmentation result in smaller, more isolated patches of habitat surrounded
by areas where species are rare or absent. Isolation impacts population,

population cycles and density, probability of local extinction, and genetic

variability.
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Landscape fragmentation results not only from tracts of housing or
commercial development but also from fences and roads. Although fences are
a lesser-known problem than roads, they nonetheless contribute to decreased
landscape connectivity (Knight et al. 1995). Travel routes blocked by fences
may lead to isolation of populations, or inability to access food or other
resources. Roads, even dirt roads, have a substantial impact on animals,
especially small animals (Adams and Geis 1983, Andrews 1990). In addition to
isolating populations, roads lead to direct mortality by automobiles or
predators (Kline and Swann 1997, 1998). Larger roads, such as divided
highways, are significant impediments to the movement of larger species
including mountain lions (Felis concolor) and pronghorn antelope (Antilocapra
americana), and are major sources of mortality for deer (Odocoileus sp.).

Increasing urbanization also means an increase in the number, and
therefore ifnpact, of domestic animals, chiefly cats and dogs. Free roaming
dogs harass large mammals such as deer and javelina. Harassment may lead
to increased levels of stress or abandonment of otherwise suitable habitat.
Cats, on the other hand, kill substantial numbers of wildlife including birds,
small mammals, and reptiles. Goldsmith et al. (1991) estimate that one cat
can kill between 52 and 108 animals per year.

Urbanization also leads to introduction of exotic plant species into
natural communities. Introduced species include Lehmann lovegrass
(Eragrostis lehmanniana), Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon}, salt cedar
(Tamarix ramosissima), and many ornamental landscaping plants. These
species are often invasive and out-compete native plants. A change in
vegetation composition and structure may lead to decreased richness of native
species and consequent loss of habitat for native animals.

Other threats from urbanization include poaching, illegal collection of

plants and animals, loss of buffer zones, and exposure to pesticides,

herbicides, and other household toxins (Janzen 1986, Kushlan 1987,
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Stottlemyer 1987, Shafer 199Q, Barendregt et al. 1995, and Johnson and
Carothers 1987). | |

The Rincon Valley is still a primarily undeveloped, relatively intact and
natural area at this time. It is bordered by large protected areas on the north
and east, and Colossal Cave Mountain Park and Cienega Creek Natural
Preserve on the south. Upper Rincon Creek supports native riparian woodland
and mesquite bosque, while a significant portion of lower Rincon Creek will be
restored in the near future. The Agua Verde Creek watershed, which lies
among Rincon Peak’s southern foothills, south of the Coronado National Forest
boundary, is even less urbanized than the Rincon Valley. Adding the lands
described above to the SDCP is a proactive approach to protecting these
valuable natural resources. Such an approach will help prevent the problems
associated with habitat loss and fragmentation from occurring in this special

area, and avoid the high costs of restoring resources after they’ve been

degraded.

Provide Landscape Connectivity _ :

Landscape connectivity (also known as biological linkages or corridors) is
an important landscape feature for wildlife (Beier 1993, 1995; Fahrig 1985;
Green 1994; Hudson 1991; MacClintock et al. 1997; Noss 1987, 1994; Noss et
al. 1998; Rosenberg et al. 1997; Simberloff et al. 1992). Connectivity is
important for several reasons. Animals must move to avoid inbreeding, spread
genetic material to other populations to maintain genetic variability, and locate
necessary resources or habitats in heterogeneous landscapes (Hansson 1991).
Adequate biological linkages must cut across landscape gradients. Dispersing
animals move in a direction that continues to provide correct cues (e.g.,
vegetation composition or structure, cover, or soil type). They do not make 90-
degree turns in order to follow a human designed “corridor.”

The lands that RI is proposing be added to the SDCP provide a diverse

range of vegetatidn, hydrographic, and physiographic landscape features.
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These proposed additions therefore increase the likelihood animals will make
use of protected lands to traverse the landscape. An even more important
benefit of including these lands is that they are critical to providing an
adequate long-term biological linkage between the Rincon and Santa Rita
Mountains, the Empire-Cienega Resource Conservation Area, and other

protected areas to the south.

Provide Larger Refuges

The reserve design literature is rich with discussion regarding the size
and shape of biological reserves (e.g., Soulé 1991, Simberloff et al. 1992, Shafer
1990). The term SLOSS - single large or several small — describes the
dichotomy. In general, one large reserve is better than several small ones;
connected is better than isolated; and a regular shape (e.g., a circle or square)
is better than an irregular shape (e.g., long and narrow). A larger reserve
increases the probability of protecting a greater share of local populations and
areas of habitat, while reserves that target a specific management objective
work best. |

The additions to the SDCP proposed by RI expand the boundaries of
CCMP to connect with those of two large, contiguous protected areas. They
also encompass a significant amount of habitat that accommodates a host of
species found on the United States Forest Service’s list of sensitive species,
including the Lowland leopard frog (Rana yavapaiensis), Colorado River toad

(Bufo alvarius), Gila monster (Heloderma suspectum) and Desert tortoise

(Gopherus agassizii).

Include Creosote-Bursage Plant Communities in CCMP

The Tucson Basin was once covered extensively by creosote-bursage
plant communities. Although creosote is one of the Sonoran Desert’s most
characteristic plants (it is largely responsible for the way the desert smells after

it rains), people for the most part are not particularly concerned when creosote
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flats are removed to make way for development. This is most likely due to the
unspectacular appearance of these communities and the fact that they appear
to be very common. Nevertheléss, these two shrubs fill important ecological
roles. For example, creosote is an efficient soil protector and stabilizer, while
bursage acts as a “nurse” plant that protects the young plants of a variety of
cactus, tree and shrub species. In addition, creosote has been used for
centuries to treat a variety of health problems; it has been found to contain
chemical compounds that have antifungal, antibacterial and analgesic
properties (Nabhan 1985).

The vegetative cover of a significant portion of the State Trust lands that
RI is proposing be included in CCMP is creosote-bursage. Although it is not
possible to justify inclusion of this plant community in CCMP based on
something dramatic like threat of extinction, the fact that these lands contain
extensive stands of healthy, undisturbed native vegetation offers us the
opportunity to ensure that this distinctive plant community does not become a

rare commodity in eastern Pima County as Tucson continues to expand.
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Historical Commission

January 4, 1999

Mr. C. H. Huckleberry
County Administrator
130 West Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

Per the request of Ms. Linda Mayro, Pima County Cultural Resources Manager, I have reviewed
the county’s Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. The preparers of the document are to be
commended for pinpointing the six elements that comprehensively address the sensitive
conservation issues in the Tucson Basin. I understand, however, that the plan is still in the
conceptual stage and that much remains to be done regarding development of policy statements,
boundaries, and an implementation strategy.

As you know, the Tucson-Pima County Historical Commission serves in an advisory role to the
Mayor and Council and to the Pima County Board of Supervisors regarding historic preservation
issues in the city and county. We support the county’s efforts and would very much like to
contribute our expertise to both the steering committee and technical advisory committee for the

Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

We look forward to hearing from you regarding our interest in the plan.

Sincerely,
Teresita Maj ewski,W

Tucson-Pima County Historical Commission

cc:  Pima County Board of Supervisors
Linda Mayro, Pima County Cultural Resources Manager
Maeveen Behan, County Administrator’s Office
Mayor and Council
City Manager
City Clerk
Commission Members

TUCSON-.PIMA COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION
P.O. BOX 27210 « TUCSON ARIZONA 85726-7210 « (520) 791-3121)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Govemor Jane Dee Hull Russell F. Rhoades, Director

January 4, 1999

Mr. Charles H. Huckelberry

County Administrator

Pima County Administration Building
130 West Congress Street

Tucson AZ 85701

Re: Draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Please accept this letter as an expression of our Department’s interest in assisting the
County in the development and execution of its regional conservation planning processes. We
have reviewed the pertinent Board of Supervisors Memoranda (dated December 1 and 3, 1998),
as well as the published plan. Of particular interest to ADEQ are the plan elements which pertain
to riparian restoration and ecology.

One of the senior members of my staff, Lin Lawson, is an acclaimed riparian biologist,
and we would be willing to make him available for membership on the Riparian Advisory Team.
A copy of Mr. Lawson’s resume and a brief biographical sketch from an ADEQ publication are
attached for your information. He is in charge of our Surface Water Monitoring Team and has
recently authored our Department’s 100-page “Stream Ecosystem Monitoring Procedures
Manual.” ‘

In addition to offering Mr. Lawson’s assistance and expertise, I also would like to express
my own interest in supporting the County’s planning process by volunteering to serve on the
Steering Committee as an “Arizona State Departments, as appropriate” representative. My
resume is also attached for your and the Board’s consideration.

We certainly commend the County for its commitment in engaging the important issues
related to desert conservation. If Mr. Lawson, I, or any other ADEQ employee would be of
benefit to the County’s planning process, please don’t hesitate to call us.

Sincerely,

Charles H. Matthewson
Southern Regional Director

400 West Congress, Suite 433, Tucson, Arizona 85701, (520) 628-6733




Employee Spotlight

Lin Lawson—
Fluvial Hydrobiologist Extraordinaire

By Linda Huser, Assistant Fluvial Hydrobiologist

Lin Lawson is one of the very few who gets paid for what

he loves to do. No, he’s not a golf pro. But he thinks his is 2
slightly berter job. Lin works out of our Southern Regional

Office as a fluvial hydrobiologist under the alias of
environmental program specialist. He has worked for

ADEQ for the past nine vears and remained by and large in

‘he same unit with the same responsibilities for the surface
water of Arizona. Frequent field trips to sample the rivers
and streams of our fair state allow him to revel in the great

surdoors whea most of us are trapped in the offics. And his

anigue talent for identifying macroinvertebrates* and other
aquaric life can entertain and enlighten even managers. If

you doubt his enthusiasm for his work, just take a look at
ais name plate on his cube which carries his philosophy:
“Any field day is better than any cubicle day.”

e wasa’t always so content in his career choice, however.
Believe it or not, Lin originally graduated from Brigham

¢ g University (BYU) with a bachelor’s degree in
Deoign Enginesring. After working three years at Pratt &

Germany for the next eight vears. In Germany, Lin was
unable to pursue his caresr in biclogy, but he secured a job
with the U.S. military. After thev returned to the states,
they decided they wanted to leave the cold and rainy
weather behind, so Arizona was the ideal choice to put
down roots. Lin and his family have now lived in Tucson
for the last 11 vears and have raised two sons, Bjorn and -
Pehr, and a daughter, Pirijo, who are all in college now.

Lin has made significant contributions to ADEQ startng
with completing the Water Quality Standards for most of
the designated uses of the state’s sxeams. He was assigned
this project right after he was hired. Lin commuted to
Phoenix for a year and a half tefore being transferred to the
Southern Regional Office in Tucson, where he helped in the
initiation and training of the first voluntesr monitoring
group sponsored by ADEQ. The Friends of Santa Cruz
River have besn monitoring since 1992 and continue to be a
valuable resourcs for the agency. Lin was instrumental in
developing the Stream Ecosystem Monitoring program for
measuring the health and stability of our swreams that is now
in its second year of operation. His only other goals,

Whimey Aircraft Corporation in Connecticut designing

»arts for jet engines, Lin had encugh
»f enginesring and decided to pursue
his childhood infatuation of streams
ind rivers. Lin was born in Concord,
vlassachusetts and spent all of his
childhood in Massachusetts enjoying

*he streams and wildlife of that area. -

30 he went back to BYU and got his
master’s in Botany and Zoology. He
also picked up another asset while he

vas there. He found his wife, Didi.

After that, Lin got a job in Charlotte,
Jorth Carolina and worked for five

vears at the Duke Power Company

Environmental Lab as a Senior
‘nvironmental Biologist monitoring

phytoplankton. A family emergency

required their small family to move
cross the ocsan to Stuttgart,

“yin is a biolcgist,
specializing in riparian
ecclcgy, in our Surface
Water Mcnitering Unit.

Ee knows mcre about
Arizona rivers and
streams (and ail the
critters resident therein)
than any cther mere
mcrtal.”

-— Matt Matthewson,
Manager, Southem
Legicnal Cffice

besides working to make ADEQ a pacesetter in the

protection of our natural resourcss, is to
break a score of 100 in golf (a hobby he
began eight months ago) and to carch 2
six-pound bass.

Lin is currently finishing his Ph.D. from
the University of Arizona in Fisheries
and Wildlife Science to be completed
by December of this year. “Dr.”
Lawson will then continue to use his
expertise to firther ADEQ’s efforts in
improving the sareams of Arizona.

* bortom-dwelling aquatic animals
without backbones large enough to be
seen with the naked eye that inciude the
damselfly, caddisfly, and water -
boatman. ‘

March, 1998

The ADEQ Sampler
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RESUME

Lin Lawson
Aquatic Biologist

WORK EXPERIENCE:

Arizona Deparmment of Environmental Quality (Feb. 1988 to Present). Environmental
Program Specialist (1 yr. - present position), Hydrologist I (S/D 2 yrs.) and EHS II

(5 yrs.):

O  Eight years experience with surface water monitoring programs, three years
supervisory experience and 8 years applied statistical analyses.

O  Computer skills: Word Processing (WordPerfect and Microsoft Word),
Spreadsheets (Paradox, Lotus 1-2-3, and Quattro Pro), statistical programs
(Systat, SAS 6.1, and SPSS), Multivariate analyses (TWINSPAN, CANOCO,

- DECORANA, and Neural Networks), Utilities (Norton Commander and MS-
DOS 6.22), Windows 3.1, and assorted other technical software.

O  Technical/administrative leader for Fixed Station Network Monitoring Program
(FSN), Intensive Survey Program, and Stream Ecosystem Monitoring Program
(SEM). '

O  Wrote a significant portion of the current Water Quality Standards found in
Arizona Administrative Code Title 18, Chapter 11.

O  Designed the new Stream Ecosystem Surface Water Monitoring Program.

O  Prepare annually the contractual agreement with the United States Geological
Survey for surface water monitoring as part of the FSN Monitoring Program.

O Designed and managed the only successful volunteer surface water monitoring

- project supported by ADEQ.
O  Experienced in surface water hydrology, math/statistics, inorganic chemistry,

biology (specifically riparian biology, botany, microbiology, algology, fisheries
biology, mycology, entomology, zoology, limnology), aquatic and stream
ecology, fisheries management, water quality management, regulatory processes
and programs of Arizona, management leadership and delegarion, incidental
hazardous materials handling, laboratory procedures, general chemistry,
watershed management, research and library skills.




- Duke Power Environmental Laboratory, Huntersville, North Carolina (June 1974 -
April 1979). Senior Environmental Biologist. »

O Five years of supervisory experience.

Designed and conducted environmental studies for rivers and lakes.
Prepared and edited technical reports, conducted statistical analyses.
Expert witness for buke Power Company.

Wrote environmental impact statements.

0O O O O O

Had oversight of data for compliance with state and federal water quality
regulations.

@)

Collected, processed, and evaluated biological samples.

O Project leader for three major environmental projects.

EDUCATION:

- Ph.D (in progress) University of Arizona - Tucson, Arizona, Fisheries and Wildlife
Management (emphasis on stream ecology) ,
M.S. Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, 1974, Botany and Zoology
B.S. Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, 1967, Design Engineering Technology

SPECIAL TRAINING:

Wilderness First Aid Training, 1997

Applied Fluvial Geomorphology, 1997

Certified Public Manager, Foundation Level, Series I and 10, 1996

OSHA 40-hour training, 1991, and 8-hour Refreshers, 1992 - 1997

Design of Water Quality Monitoring Networks, Colorado State University, 1994
National Resource Planning - Advanced Planning Process and Report Preparation,

1994
Water Quality Standards Workshop, EPA Region 9, Oakland, Ca., 1990

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATION:

Arizona Hydrological Association
£ . North American Benthological Society




— AWARDS AND RECOGNITION:

AY

Team of the Year Water Quality division, 1995
Employee of the Quarter Water Quality Division, 1994
Regular Guest Lecturer at University of Arizona for Limnology and Wildland Water

Quality Courses, in the Renewable Natural Resources Department
Selected to participate in a KUAT Television production of The Desert Speaks

featuring volunteer stream monitoring, 1994
Numerous letters of appreciation from federal and State agencies, ADEQ management,

University of Arizona, and the general public

PUBLICATIONS:

Williams, R.W., L. Lawson, and M. Longsworth. 1996. Christopher Cresk Intensive
Survey, Phase II. Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Phoenix, Arizona.

Lawson, L., 1994. Upper Santa Cruz River Intensive Survey: A Volnteer Driven
Study of the Water Quality and Biology of an Effluent Dominated Desert Grassland
Stream in Southeast Arizona, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality,
Phoenix, Az.

C Lawson, L.L. and D. Buetow. 1979. Periphyton and Phytoplankton. In, An
' Environmental Study of the Broad River and Ninety-Nine Islands Impoundment in -
the Vicinity of the Proposed Cherokee Nuclear Station. Duke Power Co., Charlotte,

NC.

Lawson, L.L., J.E. Derwort and J.E. Hogan. 1979. Periphyton and Phytoplankton.
In, An Environmental Study of the Yadkin River, N.C., in the Vicinity of the
Proposed Perkins Nuclear Station. Duke Power Co., Charlotte, NC.

Lawson, L.L. 1975. Algae. In, Project 81, Perkins Nuclear Station Environmental
Report. Duke Power Co., Charlotte, NC.

Lawson,. L.L. and S.R. Rushforth. 1975. The Diatom Flora of the Provo River,
Utah, USA. Bibliotheca Phycologica 17.

Lawson, L.L. 1973. Algae. In, A survey of the Biota of the Bonneville Unit of the
Central Utah Project, Brigham Young University, Provo, UT.




CHARLES H. (MATT) MATTHEWSON

SOUTHERN REGIONAL MANAGER
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Responsibilities (incumbent since March 1997): Manages the Department's Southern
Regional Office in Tucson, with a current staff of 30, focusing on the environmental
regulation of drinking and waste water systems, the environmental regulation of air
emission sources, the advancement of environmental programs along both sides of the
Arizona/Sonora border, the investigation and remediation of state and federal superfund
sites, the protection of the state’s ground and surface waters, and the deployment of
environmental emergency response staff. Coordinates and manages agency activities for
Department stakeholders in Pima, Yuma, Cochise, Santa Cruz, Graham, and Greenlee
Counties. Advocates for regional needs and interests in the development of agency plans,
programs, positions, and policies. :

Education: 1973—Juris Doctor from the University of Arizona College of Law
1970--Bachelor of Arts (cum laude/psychology) from Kenyon College (Ohio)

Experience: a 24-year career practicing, and directing others in the practice of, military
law including administrative law, international relations, environmental protection, fiscal
law, insurance and tort claims, criminal prosecution, medical law, occupational safety and
health, legal aid, federal procurement, labor relations, and government ethics.

1985-1997 Supervisory legal counsel for a series of five progressively larger or higher
level Air Force organizations in New York, Germany, Texas, New Mexico and Arizona,
culminating with retirement in the grade of colonel and with the award of the Legion of Merit
as the Staff Judge Advocate of 12" Air Force at Davis-Monthan AFB in Tucson.

1973-1985 Staff legal counsel for a series of three Air Force organizations in Colorado,
England, and Texas.

Affiliations: Tucson Regional Water Council (board of directors), Pima Association of
Governments (environmental planning advisory committee), Arizona Water Poliution
Control Association, Arizona Hydrological Society, Southern Arizona Environmental
Management Society, Arizona Bar Association, Colorado Bar Association, Federal Bar
Association, D-M Federal Credit Union (loan review committee), Wright Flight (board of

directors), and Air Force Association.

Personal: Married since 1975 to Edie Matthewson, a Realtor with Long Realty Company,
Inc., with three children (Andrea, 20; James, 17: and Michael, 12)
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- N. Kinney Roud
Tucson. AZ 85743-3918

Phone: (320) 883-1380
Fax: (520) 883-2500

January 4, 1999

Mr. C. H. Huckelberry

County Administrator

Pima County

Pima County Governmental Center
130 W. Congress

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Dear Chuck:

Maeveen Bechan gave us an excellent overview presentation of your
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. She indicated that it would be
possible for me to be on the Steering Committee for this, and I am
writing to inquire if indeed this is possible. If so, I would very much
like to participate in this way or, if that is not appropriate, in some
other fashion.

Best wishes for the New Year.
B/est regardls,

Richard H. Daley
Executive Director

RHD:sll



Post Office Box 85009
Tucson, Arizona 85754

Jaruary 4, 1999

Attn: Mr. Huckleberry
Dear Mr. EHuckleberry:

I am a2 member of the Tucson Mountains Assoc-
iation. I support the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan to the extent that I
would be happy to volunteer some of my

time to some aspect of the work to be done.

This is a rare opportunity to preserve

some of our desert habitat and I strongly
urge the powers that be to grasp this oppor-
tunity to resist the efforts to dilute and
weaken the plan, and push for a consensus

to put the plan into action.

Sincerely yours,

; c .// .

Y .
,;/f/KL,C/.;//AnZZZQ
._John E. Martin :

5140 West Salerno Drive

Pucson, Arizona 85745




TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

~

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Associstion.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am 2 member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckieberry:

I am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
I support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments:
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am 3 member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments:
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Sincerely,
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dezr Mr. Huckieberry:

| mber of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
%___/’
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My specific concerns regardir}g the Plan are:

Sincerely,
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J ean B m o< (Printed Name)
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
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Post Office Box 85009
Tucson, Arizona 85754
January 5, 1999

Attn: Mr. Euckleberry
Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

1 am a member of the Tucson Mountains Associ-
ation. I support the Sonoran Desert Conser-
vation Plan.

This is an excellent concept that needed to
be put into effect long ago. I commend &ll
who are respomsible for bringing this plan
to pass.

We desperately peed to preserve what is lef?¥

of our beautiful and precious desert!

Thank you.

Yours truly,

Cilee & %/(’/m )

Erleen E. Martin
5140 West Salerno Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85745




Richard E. Genser

5 January, 1999

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

I would like to join the steering committee for the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

I am voluntgering as a member of the business community.

7 |
(U ‘ ' 1C.-
Ri\‘c{ard _\.g:r/ Z\}(-V

3795 E. Calle Cayo * Tucson, Arizona 85718
520+529+4899 email: rexgnsr@aol.com




HC 70 Box 4526
Sahuarita, AZ. 83629

MR. C. H. HUCKLEBERRY
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

130 W CONGRESS ST, 11TH FLOOR
TUCSON, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

The people who will be affected by the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plans
"Sierrita Mountain Park” are forming a coalition. The purposes of this coalition are to
keep members of the coalition informed of all events taking place as this plan takes shape

and to voice unanimous support or opposition to these actions.
I have been elected as the chairperson for this coalition. The coalition has author-

ized me to request that you appoint a member from this coalition to your Steering Com-
mittes for the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. The person we have chosen is Richard
D. Harris. I have enclosed a brief resume of his qualifications.

I hope that you honor this request for we are attempting to work with you for the

good of all concerned.

Sincerely,

Fred Depper % ’7

Chairperson

Enclosure

Phone: (520) 648-0641




RESUME

RICHARD D. HARRIS
HC YOU BOX 4623
SAHUARITA, AZ 85629
(520) 625-7866

Personal Data:
Age - 64
Date of Birth - 1/24/34
Married - wife LaVeme
4 children (all married)
retired

Emplovment Historv:

1955-1957  Lieutenant U.S. Army, Fort Knox, Kentucky

1957-1959  Surveyor, Lenon Eng. Patagoniz, Arizona

1959-1960  Deputy County Assessor - Santa Cruz County, Nogales, Arizona

1961-1968  Elected County Assessor - Santa Cruz County, Nogales, Arizona

1968-1973  Agriculture Agent, University of Arizona - Navajo County
Assigned to White Mountain Apache Reservation

1973-1997  County Extension Director - Santa Cruz County, University of
Arizona

Education: ’_
1951 - High School Diploma - Amphitheather High School - Tucson, Arizona
1955 - University of Arizona Degree - Range Ecology
1968-1997 - 15 Hours Graduate Credit - University of Arizona

Work Experience:

*Range Conservationist Officer - Fort Knox, Kentucky Resesded many areas on
fort torn up by tanks.

*Surveyed mineral claims for patent. Did underground surveys, subdivision
surveys, road surveys, etc.

*Mapped entire County of Santa Cruz working from Recorders records and
existing USGS maps.

*Installed parcel numbering system for tax purposes. Still in use today.

*Integrated Apache 4-H children with Navajo County 4-H program.

* Assisted Apaches in improving livestock and farming practices.

*Worked extensively in land use programs involving public lands in Santa Cruz

County.
*Brought together ranchers, environmental groups and government entities to

form consensus on public land uses.




Organizations Belonged To:
Society of Range Management
National Association of Agricultural Agents
Arizona County Agents Association - 2 times President
Epsiton Sigma Phi - Part President
Patagonia - Sonoita Rotary Club - President twice
United Churches Retirement Village Board of Directors - Pres

e

References:
Dr. James Christensen, Director Cooperative Extension Service

University of Arizona
(520) 621-7205
Dr. George Ruyle, School of Renewable Natural Resources
(520) 621-7255
Dr. Don Wilkins, Scheol of Renewable Natural Resources
(520) 621-7255
Mr. Ron Morriss, Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors
(520) 761-7800
Mr. Dennis Miller, County Administrator, Santa Cruz County
(520) 761-7300




Sierrita Mining & Ranching

Tuesday, January 05, 1999

MR. C.H. HUCKLEBERRY
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

130 W CONGRESS ST, 11TH FLOOR
TUCSON, AZ 85701

RE: SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

The property owners and community members affected by the Sierrita Mountain
Park wish to nominate Lynn C. Harris to the steering committes to speak for this area
in the matter of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. We would also like to nomi-
nate Heather L. Fox as an alternate in the even Lynn Harris is unable to attend meet-
ings.

We are not asare of any ranchers, property Owners, or mining interests that
were invited to, or served on, the group which drew up the Sonoran Desert Conserva-
tion Plan. It is therefore imperative, in our view, that the property owners, ranchers,
and miners have a voice on the steering committee.

Thank you for your consideration on this matter.

Sierrita Mining & Ranching Co.
2 T TS
nn C. Harris Gary A. Fox David L. Harris
Managing Partner Managing Partner Managing Partner

Copies:  Mike Boyd, Chairman, District 1
Dan Eckstrom, District 2
Sharon Bronson, District 3
Ray Carroll, District 4
Raul Grijalva, District 5

Siemita Mining & Ranching Company HC 70 Box 4260 - Sahuarita, AZ - 85829
(520) 625-1204 - Fax (S20) 6253224




lerrita Mining & Ranching

Tuesday, January 05, 1999

MR. C.H. HUCKLEBERRY
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

130 W CONGRESS ST, 11TH FLOOR
TUCSON, AZ 85701

RE: SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN

Dear Sir:
I want to thank you on behalf of our community for the mesting we had with

Maeveen Behan and Linda Mayro on Saturday, January 2, 1999. We now have a
better understanding of what the county is planning to do and how it affects us, and
they have a better understanding of our concerns.

At the meeting, there was a 100% consensus that the designation (Sierrita
Mountain Park) be changed to Ranch Conservation, or something more appropriate.

Our community and others living around the Sierrita Mountains are forming a
coalition to follow events and express the concerns of the group.

We are anxious for you and each of the Board of Supervisors to visit our
community and our ranch. We want the people who govern us to understand our
viewpoints.

Sincerely,

@%M(%W

C Harrnis

Sierrita Mining & Ranching Company HC 70 Box 4260 - Sahuarita, AZ - 85529
(520) 625-1204 - Fax (520) 625-3234



January 5. 1999

C. H. Huckleberry
County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I live southwest of Tucson at McGee ranch. on the East Side of the Sierrita Mountains. I
have lived here all my life and have no desire to live anywhere else. This has been my
family’s home since well before the turn of the century, before Arizona was a state or
Pima County existed. Six generations of my family have lived on and cared for this land.
It is definitely one of the historic ranches in this state.

I am appalled to learn of the new Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, which would
“buyout” ranches in several mountain ranges and turn them into Mountain Parks. Doing
so would effectively take away our homeland, our history, and our way of life. Ifa
rancher wants to sell, I see so problem in that. However, I do object to the threat that as a
last resort to acquire this “park” the ranch land would be condemned.

We believe in ranch land conservation and one look at our property shows proof of our
continuing efforts in protecting land and wildlife in this area. We feel turning the
Sierritas into a Mountain Park would have a negative effect on the land and the people
who live here. It would bring more traffic to the region and the problems associated with
it.

Rather than taking the ranches off the tax base it seems more reasonable to keep them as
they are and let the private owners continue to conserve and protect the land. Most of
them are doing a good job! There is plenty of public land available to be used without
forcing people to sell or have their land condemned.

Sincerely,
James E. Harris

HC 70 Box 4252
Sahuarita, AZ 85629




C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:
After reading the draft of the Scnoran Desert Conservation

Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this tc be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have teen very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed klocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They wvere
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan? '

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this communlty and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,

///0/7 (o ’@Z/
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C.E.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,driz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:

\“ter reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,thzt was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have teen very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed klocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

Whnen the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
becazuse there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely, P
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January 5, 1999

C.H. Huckleberry, County Administrator
130 W Congress St., 11* Floor
Tucson AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

In regards to the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, we would like to share with you
some of our concerns. It is evident that this plan was drawn up without consulting any of
the parties directly involved first but rather opposite in fact. If Pima County is needing to
comply with a Section 10 permit to continue with reguiar business wouldn't it make
berter sense to let the property owners and land stewards participate in planning a
program that fits the needs of all? Isn't that our “Constitutional Right™?

The environmental campaign is flooding the United States and its pendulum has swung
far to one side. Let’s remember that America needs mining, ranching, logging, steel
mills, hunting, fishing etc... and environmental issues to survive. We have to have a
good balance or we will shut down “The Land of the Free, Home of the Brave™.

Everything about this plan that has been published and in the media has deceived the
public in depicting that ranching is bad for the land. This is a gross error and deserves an
equal chance of defending itself. The stewards of the proposed “Sierrita Mountain Park”
and the others have taken exceptionaily good care of their lands for over 160 years and
will continue in their endeavors to maintain habitat, which would not be if it were not for
water development and selective access.

We urge you to scrap this unacceptable plan and help us in saving the people!

Concerned,
> /7 -

@j’ /Z{/_,{/y‘.,«/_;
Mr. & Mrs. Todd E. Harris




ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Tucson Active Management Area
400 West Congress Street
Suite #518
Tucson, Arizona 85701
Telephone (520) 770-3800
Fax (520) 628-6758

JANE DEE HULL
Govexnior

RITA P. PEARSON
Director

Chuck Huckelberry

County Administrator

130 W. Congress, 10th floor
Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear Chuck,

As ] mentioned to you on the phone, I am interested in participating in development and
implementation of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. This plan has the potential to shape
this community’s future in a very positive way, and I would like to help in any way I can. Ifitis
desired, I can represent the Department of Water Resources by participating on the Steering or
Technical Advisory Committee(s). There are a number of direct areas of interest, particularly
water rights and wells associated with particular parcels of land, riparian protection and
enhancement, and recharge components. Depending on the time required and scheduling issues,
Linda Stitzer of my office is also available to assist in any way.

Thank you for briefing me on the Plan and for providing me with the report and summary. I look
forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

W Jacelbo-
Katharine Jacobs, Area Director
Tucson Active Management Area

cc: Jim Holway
Linda Stitzer



January 6, 1999

Dudley H. Fox
HC 70 Box 4261
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

Mr. C. H. Huckleberry
County Administrator

130 W Congress St. 11* Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Park
Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am writing this letter to express my concerns about the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Park. I have lived at McGee Ranch for the last 60 years and have been
instrumental in building our small community. One of the ways that we made a living
was by raising cattle in the Sierrita Mountains. We spent many thousands of dollars
improving the mountains by installing watering areas for not just the cattle, but for the
other wildlife as well. Because of this, ] have seen an increase in deer and other wildlife.

The public has access to the Sierrita Mountains through a walk-through gate at the
base of the mountains. It is open to hikers, bike riders, hunters and sightseers. We are
doing the very thing you are proposing to do with the “Park”, and we are not charging
taxpayers for its use.

Our land is not for sale and never will be. We are not “wildcat developing” and
we do try our best to keep the land as it should be. We have not hurt the land or animals
that live in the Sierrita’s, but have helped by providing for the animals with water that
would not be there otherwise.

I would like to see my great-grandchildren be able to grow up here, without a park
in their backyard. We teach our children to be responsible for the land, to respect it and
do the best they can to take care of it. I can’t think of a better way to protect land then by
teaching our children that it is important to us all.

Sincerely,

af)/,zr//f) 1 K Foex

Dudley H. FoxX
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
Phoenix Area Office
P.O. Box 81169
Phoenix, Arizona 85065-1169

IN REPLY REFER TO:
PXAO-1500 ENV-6.00 JAN -7 e

Mr. C. E. Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator

Pima County Govermmental Center
120 West Congress

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Subject: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

We have recesived your Sonoran Desert Censervaticn Plam and support your effort
to implement a comprehensive plan to conserve the fracile Sonoran Desert. The
conflicts between increased urban develorment and habitat preservation for
sensitive species are complex and will require increasingly unique and varied
soclutions.

At this time, our role in the development and implementation of the propcsed
plan is unclear. However, we would like tec participate in the process. A well
designed plan may prove mutually beneficial to koth our agencies. We regquest
that we be included in any future meetings. Ms. Diane Laush, Wildlife
Biolegist, will be our representative and can ke reached at 602-216-3860.

Thank you for including us in this process.

Sincerely,

Buco L. U

Bruce D. Ellis

Al afF . Drerd memem e o
— DWATT

21 Dammcemmma
~22, yorrrichotut-4 Resz bafed ]

.
Management Division




A Center for
Wildlife/C onnections

N\

1520 S. Desert Crest Dr. Tucson AZ 85713
Phone/Fax: (520) 623-3874

Chuck Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10" floor
Tucson AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

January 7, 1999
Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

The Center for Wlldhfe Connecuons would hke to thank you for
formulating the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. ' We believe the plan is
an excellent step toward a better future for Pima County.

However, as advocates for preservation of biological linkages, we feel there
are many missing linkages in the plan.

Important areas of high biological resource value are also not included.
Among these sections missing from the plan are the bighorn sheep calving
area in the Silverbell Mountains and habitat where pygmy-owls have been
identified by surveys and by high-quality, but unconfirmed observations.

We understand the plan is not in its final version. We feel confident that
when solidly based in the science of conservation biology, the multi-species
conservation plan will address and rectify any of the areas that may have
fallen through the cracks.

Various aspects of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan such as Ranch
Conservation, Riparian Restoration and Cultural and Historic Preservation
are commendable goals and important to our region. However, we believe




the multi-species conservation plan should be finalized and fully funded
before embarking on these other ambitious aspects of the SDCP.

Our reasoning is that preserving habitat and endangered species and the
shift this may cause in future development trends is the real “powder keg” in
our community. We need to defuse this problem as soon as possible, before
it destroys us as a community and ruins our chances for a better future.

Again, our thanks for proposing the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. We
look forward to working with the County and the many stakeholders in
creating and implementing the very best plan possible.

Sincerely,
Rob Kulakofsky
Executive Director

/ﬂ { ’
;f/ /




January 7, 1999

TO: The Honorable Pima county Board of Supervisors

FROM: Carl Davis, President
Silverbell Mountain Alliance, Inc.

RE: The Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

I, Carl Davis, would like to be on the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan Steering Committee.

I am serving as president of Silverbell Mountain Alliance,
dedicated to saving the Silverbell Mountain area. I am against any
destruction of saguaros, ironwoods, natural habitat and destruction
that is not warranted. I was put in this position by a landscape
granite mine starting in our area without anyone's knowledge. I
searched out every fact that I could, have monitored things and
have tried to have an end put to this destruction of the desert, to
no avail.

I also feel that wildlife corridors need to be preserved and areas
protected so all areas do not become bulldozed and concrete. Qur
children need natural desert areas to visit now and in the future.

I have lived in Arizona since 1991, and feel it is a wonderful
place to live. Before that, I was a dairy farmer.

My goal is to help protect our area from destruction and the
possibility of mines jeaving an area that could possibly become a
public dumping area.

We also need to protect all the species on our planet. Who knows
when it will be our turn to die out. We need to preserve what we
have, because once it's gone, that's it!

Please consider me to be on the steering committee, as I pledge to
do my utmost to preserve all the areas that I can and will give my
full effort to this end.

Thank you.
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RESCLUTION OF THE TOHONO QO'ODHAM LEGISIATIVE COUNCIL
(Opposing The Request of Fairfield Canoa Raach L.L.C., Representsd by Frank
Thompsc;nfrhc Planning Centcr to Rezone Approximately 5,240 Acres From RH (Rural
Homastead) to SP (Specific Plana) And Opposing Tho Proposal to Amend The Pima
County Major Streets And Scenic Routes Plan by Adding a Scuthward Major Route
Extension of Camino del Sol Through The Canoa Ranch Specific Plan)
RESOLUTION NO. 89-011
1 WHEREAS, Fairfield Canca Ranch L.L.C. represented by Frank Thompson/The Planning
Center has requested the Pima County Supervisers to rezone approximately 5,240
\§ acres form RH (Rural Homestead) to SP (Specific.Plans), located ‘within the San
™~ Sf') TN - .
A .{\i N Ignacioc de ja Canoa Land Grant on both sides: of the Santa Criiz River and
=51, &
- N \\.. -
=_3-_\3 . '\\, Interstate 19, generally south of Demetrie Wash, west of the Canoa Road
<8 N |
$§ ;:’\ aliznmeant, north of Elephant Head Road, and east of the Land Grant Boundary
-~ ™ E™ . i
"o |E 2 | {Co23-97-02, CANOA RANCH SPECIFIC PLAN); and
ERERERERH
& jw 1O e e .
1 WHEREAS, a proposal has been submitted to amend the Pima County Major Streets and
Y
2" \““ ~ Scenic Routes Plan by adding a southward major. route extension of Camine del
N
1N ~N i -
. § “FT Sol through the Canca Ranch Specific Plan with a planned right-of-way of up to
S \\\‘ 1 153 feer; realigning the Camino da la Canoa major route alignment as a seenic
3| N ‘
;<S~\\\ i - ™ major route with a planned right-of-way of up to 150 feet t follow the Canoa
s P2 5 I3
;_8. I (S (i Road alignment slong the sast boundary of the San Ignacio de La Canoa Land
14 Grant to Elephant Head Road; and, extending Canva Ranch Road and Elephant
15 Hend Raad as major scenic routes with planned rights-of-way af up to 150 feet to0
lé the new Camino de la Canoa nlignment; and

17 WHEREAS, the O’odham have lived upon and used thete lands located within the San

18 Ignacio de la Canoa land Grant along the Santa Cruz River, from tme
19 immemorial, from days beyond history’s records, far past any living memory,
20 deep into the time of stories and legends and regard these lands as part of their
21 sacsed traditional heme; and

22 || WHEREAS, the O'odham regard the peoples of the Paleo Indian, Archaic and Hohokam
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RESOLUTION NO, 93-011
(Opposing The Request of Fairfield Canoca Ranch L.L.C_, Reprosented by Frank ThompsoryThe

Planming Center to Rezone Approximately 5,240 Acres From RH (Rural Homestead) to SP
(Specific Plans) And Opposing The Proposal to Amend The Pima County Major Streets And
Scanic Routes Plan by Adding a Scuthward Major Route Extension of Camino del Sol Through

The Canoa Ranch Specific Flan)
Pagc 2 of 7

cultural taditions that lived in southern Arizona:from 12,000 BC to AD 1450 as
thelr ancestors; and

WHEREAS, the Unitad States Indian Claims Commission in 1968, recognized these lands in
the Santa Cruz Yslley as being traditional-use lands of the O’ocdham; and

WHEREAS, thg cultural resources located in this area also have importance and significance
to the Gila River Indian Communiry, the Ak Chin Indian Community, the Salt
Rjver Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the Hopi Nation, the Zuni Nation and
the Apache Natons; and

WHEREAS, the Natienal Historic Preservation act of 1366, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq,,
regquires that federal agency preservadon activities, be carried out in consultation
with Statz and local agencies, with Native American tribes, and with the private
sector, and may be applicable to this case because of the action of the U.S, Army
Corps of Engineers in issuing a Clean Watar Act Section 404 permit; and

WHEREAS, the American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978, 42 U.S.C. 1996, recognizes
the rights of all Native Americans, Native Hawaiians, Eskimos and Aleuts to
practice their traditional religions and protect and preserve their sacred
ceremonial sites; and

WHEREAS, the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990, 25 U.S.C.
3001 et seq., recognizes the rights of all Native American tribes to protect and
preserve the remains of their ancsstors, associated funeral goods and objects of
cultural patrimony; and

WIHEREAS, the Arizona Busrial Discovery Act, Arizona Revised Statutes, Section 41-865,

requires developers of private land @ consult with Native American tribes
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RESOLUTION NO, 99-011
(Opposing The Request of Fairfield Canoa Ranch L L.C,, Represented by Frank Thompson/The

Planning Center to Rezone Approximately 5,240 Acres From RE (Rural Homestead) to SP
(Specific Plans) And Opposing The Proposal to Amend The Pima County Major Streets And
Scenic Routes Plan by Adding a Southward Major Route Extension of Camino del Sol Through

The Canoa Ranch Specific Plan)
Page 3 of 7

claiming cultural affinity regarding the repatsiation and respectiul treatment of
Buman remains or funeral objects discovered on their lands; and

WHEREAS, the lands within this project area may contain sacred sites and Traditional
Cultural Places significant to the O’odham which must be protected and
preserved from destruction by this proposed Canoa Ranch development; and

WHEREAS, ninety-one prehistoric archaeological sites representing Aschaic and Hohokam
cultural traditions dating from as early as 5000 BC to approximately AD 1459,
have been locatsd in the proposed Canoa Ranch development area and are of
significance to the O’odbam who feel strongly thatthese sites should be protected
and preserved; and

WHEREAS, significant historic sites such as O'cdham villages, the Juan Bautista de Anza
National Trail, the El Camino Real, the “La Canoa” spring, the Canoa Canal
Company canal, the Canca Ranch and other historic sites have been located in
the proposed Canoa Ranch development area and ropresent significant cultural
locations for O’odham, Hispanic, and Anglo peoples and should be preserved and
protected; and

WHEREAS, the Canca Ranch development represents e significant threat to the groundwsater
resources of the area with potential to impact the groundwater and surface water
resources of the Tohono 0’cdham Nation; and

WHEREAS, the Canoa Ranch devalopment represents 8 significant threat o the preservation
of the riparian zone along the Santa Cruz River; and

WHEREAS, the Canoa Ranch development represents a significant threat to endangered,

threatened, and sensitive species including the black-capped gnatecatcher, brovn
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RESOLUTION NO. 99:011
(Opposing The Raguest of Fairfield Canoa Ranch L.L.C,, Represented by Frank Thompsan/The

Planning Center to Rezone Approximately 5,240 Acres From RH (Rural Homestead) to SP
(Specific Plans) And Opposing The Proposal to Amend The Pima County Major Streets And
Scenic Routes Flan by Adding a Southward Major Route Extension of Camino del Sol Through

The Canoa Rauch Specific Plan)
Page 4of 7

vine snake, California leaf-nosed bat, crested coral roat, Mexican long-tongued
bat, Northern gray hawk, Pima Indian mallow, Pima Pineapple cactus, wopical
kinghbird, tumamoe globeberry, gila monster, Joggerhead shrike, desert tortoiss,
Peregrine falcon and yellowsbilled cuckno; and

WHEREAS, the Canoa Ranch development regresents & significant threat to the habitat of
that part of the Santa Cruz Velley; and

WHEREAS, the Canca Ranch development will contribute significantly t urban sprawl; and

WHEREAS, the Canoa Ranch development will eontribute significantly to poorer air quality
and light pollution; and '

WHEREAS, the Canoa Ranch Specific Plant does not address and focus on the prescervation
of significant cultural and natural resources in the project srea.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Toheno O'odham Nation's Legislative

Coundl:

1. Opposes the request of Fairfield Canoa Ranch L.L.C., representad by Frank
Thompsor/The Planning Center {0 rezone approximately 5,240 acres from RH
(Rural Homestead) to SP (Specific Plans) located within the La Canoa Land
Grant on both sides of the Santa Cruz River.and Interstate 19 (Cv23-97-02,
CANOA RANCH SPECIFIC PLAN) and strongly urges the Pima County
Supervisors to reject this rezoning request

2. Opposes the proposal ™ amend the Pima County Major Screets and Scenic

Routes Plan by adding a southward major route extension of Carnino del Sol
through the Canoa Ranch Specific Plan and strongly urges the Pima County

Supervisors to reject this road expansion proposal
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RESOLUTION NO. 99-011
(Opposing The Request of Fairfield Canoa Ranch L.L.C., Represented by Frank Thompson/The

‘Flanning Center to Rezone Approximately 5,240 Acres From RH (Rural Homestead) to SP

(Specific Plans) And Opposing The Proposal o Amend The Pima County Mafjor Streets And
Scenic Routes Plan by Adding a Southward Major Route Extension of Camino del Sol Through

The Canoa Ranch Spucific Plan)
Page S of 7

3. Supperts the efforts of Pima County’s proposed Soncran Desert Conservation

Plan with its six slements that focus on Ranch Conservaton, Historlc and
Cultural Preservatinn, Ripatian Restoration, Mountain Parks, Biclogical and
Ecological Corridor Conservation and Critical Habitat and through this plan
supports any efforrs by the Pirna County Supervisors to purchase the lands of
the Cance Ranch development erea in order to protect and preserve the
significant cultural and natural resources for future generatians.

4. Reiterates the strenuous opposition of the Tohono O’odham Nation to the
continuing destucton by development proje_cm such as Canoa Ranch of its
traditional-use lands with their significant cultural resource sites and
raditional cultural places that are infused with special traditional,
ceremonial, sacred and other cultural meanings that span the past and
pressnt. The spiritual geography of the O'odham that spans time and space

and contains a deep respact for historical, cultural and environmental values

should be respected.

The foregoing Reaolution was passed by the Tahono O’Odhnfm Council on the 06TH. day of

JANUARY, 1999 at a meeting at which a quorum was present I\m:h a vote of 1,927.0 FOR; -0-
AGAINST; -0- NOT VOTING; and [1] ABSENT, pursuant. ta the powers vested in the Council
by Section 1(c)(8) of Article VI of the Constitution of the Tohono 0'Odham Nation, adopted
by the Teheno O'Odham Nation on January 18, 1986; and approved by the Acting Deputy
Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs (Operations) on March 6, 1986, pursuant to Section 16 of
the Act of June 18, 1934 (48 St 9849).
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RESOLUTION NO. 99-011
(Opposing The Request of Fairfield Canoa Ranch LL.C,, Represented by Frank Thompson/The

Planning Centar to Rezon2 Approximately 5,240 Acres From RH. (Rural Homestead) to SP
(Specific Plans) And Opposing The Proposal to Amend The Pima County Major Streets And
Scenic Routes Plan by Adding 8 Southward Major Route Extension of Camino del Sol Through

The Canou Ranch Spe=uific Plan)

Page 6 of 7
TOHONO O'ODEAM LEGCISLATIVE SOUNCIL
V4 27 / '
Donnis Ramon,/l.ogisla&x/u irman
41 ’
& day %ﬂﬂ-ﬂ(xz« .19 7 f
/
/
ATIEST:
s
) j-u.lianna Sé-aﬁcie,/;cu'ag Legislative Secretary
7~ _daget ?§7 1977
Said Resclution was submitted for approval to th ffice of the Chairman of the Tchona
O'Odham Nation on the &= day of ZZ . , 190 at
y/ 422 7 o'dlock, A M., pususnt to the's provisions of Section 5 of Article VII of the
Constitution and will becorme eFective upon his approval or upon his failure to either apprave
or disapprove it within 48 hours of submittal.
TOHONO O'ODHAM .LEGISLATIV?OUNCIL
A Mt (2
Dennis Ramon, Legislative rman
(Yo crres 24
>3 APPROVED onthe _ & __ dayof 4 2 1/ 1997
[ ] DISAPPROVED ot 45 ododk, M.
_?%MM,T/ /4 %—rm/
EDWARD D. MANUEE, Chairman
TOHONO O'ODHAM NATION
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RESQOLUTION NO. 99-911
(Oppoaing The Request of Fairfield Canoa Ranch L1.C., Represented by Frank Thompson/The

Planning Center to Rezone Approximately 5,240 Acres From RH (Rural Homestead) to SP
(Specific Plans) And Opposing The Proposal to Amend The Pima County Major Streets And
Scenic Routes Plan by Adding a Southward Major Route Extension of Camino del Sol Through

The Canoa Ranch Specific Plan)
Page 7 of 7

et
Returned to the Legislative Secretary on the __&_ day of

‘ 2
e -y -
J‘Q;w.w 1977 L at Z 7 oclack, L M.

0 S . A
‘?ér/oqéﬁ—-«%/—/———'
égﬁanna Sarafl&o, Actixﬁ Legislative Secretary




January 8, 1999

The Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Atm: Maevesn Behan

Dear Ms. Behan:

I realize that I am very late in responding to your office concerning the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan, but I wanted you to know that although 1 did not get this letter off to
you by the December 28 deadline, I do feel very srongly about this plan and .
wholeheartedly support it. I feel that this is the most positve Siep that has been taken in
years toward preserving some of what is left of the desert so many of us have come to.

love.

I am particularly delighted by the concern given to native plant and animal life. It's so
discouraging to read day after day about someonc making fun of those who would protect
the pigmy owl. The bartle isn't about an owl--it's about the interconnectedness of all living
species, plant and animal. And when we diminish others, we diminish our own. This plan
has given me new hope for a future that has looked pretty dismal in the past few years.

Thank you for supporting it.
Sincerely,

ancy B. Wall
2000 S. Doubletree Lane
Tucson AZ 85713
578-2658




Gay Lynn Goetzke
PO Eox 667
Vail, Arizona, 85641
Home Phone (520) 762-5858

January 08, 1999

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry
Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10th Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Steering Committee, Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

I would like to express my interest in serving as a member of the Steering Committee for the
above mentioned Plan. While admitting to being a skeptic of the current draft of the plan, I am
fully aware of the pressure on Pima County to meet the demands by the Federal Government to
address the problems created by listings of species under the Endangered Species Act.

It is my belief that you need input from diverse backgrounds in order to come to a true consensus
as to the final details of the plan. I have lived in Pima County since 1969, and have seen the
pendulum swing back and forth as to growth vs no growth over these many years.

My greatest concern as to this plan is that it is the product of a very few people with a specific
agenda, rather than an inclusive, community process. There are many ways to achieve the
necessary objective, and I hope that some of these alternatives will be considered.

It is my sincere desire to become a part of this process, and I hereby respectfully offer to help in
this regard.

Thank you for your consideration,

Gay Lynn Goetzke




January 9, 1999

Mr. C. H. Huckleberry
130 W. Congress St., 11® Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Proposed Sierrita Mountain Park

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

Please take a few moments to understand the unique community of McGee Ranch. Our
family settled in this area in 1895 (our immediate family has four generations living on
the ranch). During the past century, our group has taken excellent care of all the land that
makes McGee Ranch.

We learned of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan through a report in the Arizona
Daily Star. We understand some changes are an inevitable part of life. However, we
would like to have some voice in how these changes will affect our way of life. We’ve
been warned that private land will be condemned and taken if landowners don’t agree to
sell (Arizona Daily Star, 11-20-98, page 4B). We understand the landowners in the
Reddington area are being allowed the option of selling or keeping private land (Arizona
Daily Star, 11-22-98, page 1B). Shouldn’t this privilege be offered to our community?

Please understand we are not against the environmental concerns of the plan. In fact, our
community has contributed a great deal to the preservation of our area, and we should be
recognized as a group who truly cares for the land. The ranch land has benefited

From Sierrita Mining And Ranching’s conscientious approach toward cattle grazing. If
we were no longer allowed to run cattle on this land, the result would be catastrophic to
other wildlife. The water provided for the cattle attracts an abundance of wildlife. The
grazing keeps the area from being totally overgrown and inaccessible, and reduces the
fire hazard. The families living on the ranch keep a loving and watchful eye over these
hills.

We’ve been told one of the primary goals of this plan is to achieve accessibility to the
Sierrita Mountains. For years, this area has been accessible to hikers, horseback riders,
bicyclists and birdwatchers. We have tried to limit access to the four-wheel drive
vehicles because of the destructive nature of some of the drivers. If the road becomes
accessible to all vehicles, there will be a constant cloud of dust over our community.

Our families have been the perfect stewards of this land. We want to keep the land pure
and the wildlife in abundance. We bave been doing this for one hundred years at no cost



to the taxpayers. Please allow us to protect and preserve the environmental and historic
value of our beloved Sierrita Mounatains. .

Thank you for your time.

Neal & Karen Harris

HC 70 Box 4631
Sahuarita, AZ 85629




N

C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administratcr Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have been very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 18925. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,

< AN o
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January 9, 1999

C.H. Huckleberry
130 W. Congress St., 11® Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Proposed Sierrita Mountain Park

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

The Sierrita Mountains have been my family’s homeland for one hundr.ed years. | have
definite concerns with the proposed park plan as I feel the general public would not
respect the land as we do.

The extra traffic would be a hazard to the many children who live bere, and the dust that
would be created would be a health danger we don’t deserve. 1 also fear for the general
safety of our community if this plan is allowed.

Hikers and birdwatchers have enjoyéd access to the mounta.ins‘for years. They respect
and appreciate the land. They’re able to observe the rich wildlife that occurs because of
the care taken by our ranchers to supply water for these creatures.

The old mountain cabin was home to my parents Over seventy years ago. How could this
historic site be protected if vehicles filled with people were allowed to invade the area?

These mountains have been lovingly cared for during this past century. Please don’t try
to fix an area that’s not broken!

Thank you.

Sincerely:

Patricia McGee Coughanour
HC 70 Box 4604
Sahuarita, AZ 85629




Augusta G. Davis
6540 W. Box Canyon Drive
Tucson, AZ 85745

January 9, 1999

Pima County Administrator
Attention: Maeveen Behan, re: SDCP
130 W. Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Hucklebery:

I learned of your long-range land-use plan through my membership in the Tucson Mountains

-

Association. I wholeheartedly support the SonoranDesert Conservation Plan. After living in Tucson
for more than 35 years and watching the steady destruction of our Sonoran Desert at the hands of
large developers, it is a great relief to see that county administrators have proposed such a plan to
arrest urban sprawl.

Thank you for your efforts to implement this Sonoran Desert protection plan.
Sincerely,

%/M s,

Augusta Davis
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C.H. Huckleberry
130 W. Congress St., 11® Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
Proposed Sierrita Mountain Park

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

The Sierrita Mountains have been my family’s homeland for one hundr.ed years. I have
definite concerns with the proposed park plan as I feel the general public would not
respect the land as we do.

The extra traffic would be a hazard to the many children who live here, and the dust that
would be created would be a health danger we don’t deserve. 1 also fear for the general
safety of our community if this plan is allowed.

Hikers and birdwatchers have enjoyéd access to the momta.ins.for years. They respect
and appreciate the land. They’re able to observe the rich wildlife that occurs because of
the care taken by our ranchers to supply water for these creatures.

The old mountain cabin was home to my parents over seventy years ago. How could this
historic site be protected if vehicles filled with people were allowed to invade the area?

These mountains have been lovingly cared for during this past century. Please don’t try
to fix an area that’s not broken!

Thank you.

Sincerely:

7 %o G’t?//a»mrﬂ/\/

Patricia McGee Coughanour
HC 70 Box 4604
Sahuarita, AZ 85629
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Mr. C. H. Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10th Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

TJanuary 10, 1999

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

It is most encouraging to watch the reception of the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan during the last few
months.

If we are to take the title of this initiative literally, it illicit a profound respensibility not unlike that taken
by the original inhabitants. And what an awesome task 1o establish guidclines for the furure of this
unique and precious environment.

This plan should protect the future of the Tucson basin for all species, not just the pygmy owl or other
endangered specics. If a species is not listed as endangered or threatened, then do we ignore it, allow it to
be trashed or treat it without a modicum of respect? The creatures that live here were here well before
humans and have as much right to this place as we do. Our job is to provide for all living beings and to
maintain a symbiotic relationship. :

This plan would hopefully address the need for open spaces and wildlife corridors within the city limits
as well as the already designated remote park areas in the county. If the plan becomes successful then
perhaps it can be addressed to the rest of the county, the state and the region.

Perhaps the most necessary of all life sustaining elements in this desert region is water. Therefore any
plan for the conservation of life forms or habitats would necessarily incorporate a sustainable water
conservation strategy. Having read the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, 1 cannot find any such water
conservation plan or reference to one. Without it we have no sustainable life plan. If there is such a plan
for this region, it should be the centerpicce of this strategy. If there is a one hundred year assured water
supply for city, why isn't there ane for the heavily populated areas of the county?

I live in the eastern Tanque Verde region where supposidly a few Pygmy owls exist. But here are vast
mesquite bosques and riparian areas thar need attention as ever increasing development consumes more
and more water. | can watch the mesquites and cottonwoods dwindle vear 1o year. Without immediate
attention, this riparian area in the eastemn valley region will become another Santa Craz cityscape without
the presence of the woodlands and wildlife people move here to live with.

There can only be managed growth. If we continue to allow the financial incentive to rule the planning
of this region we will only have that which makes the dollar work. Pavement. Malls. Endless urban
sprawl, Humans have other needs. The open spaces around us are invaluable to the peace of mind and
strength of a entircly pleasing experience here in the desert. People come here from all over the world to
marvel at the desert vegetation, the open space and the views. Only in the last few years have the views
begun to look like another California. another cast coast megalapolis. The private driveways and roads up
the hillsides on the edges of town are really unfortunate scars that ignore the basic value ot the landscape
here. They only exist because there is no ordinance or incentive to control this kind of mindless, selfish
development of no benefit to the commuaity.
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I'am committed in my work of the last twenty years to environmental and cultural conservation. This
work embodies the preservation of the essence of any given place and the people who live there from
outside interests overwhelming the simplicity of a natural environment. What is unique to this placs can
only happen here. We may have lost it already to those who cannot see it, who only see “vacant” land of
“no value”, who blade it clean and import another vision which is imposed on all wha live here. We may
have lost it already to the massive housing developments that have consumed vast areas of this valley in
a few short years, only for the profit in the development, not to enhance the aesthetic valuc or the
experience of living in the desert.

Many communities all over the world have planning initiatives which protect the nature, the integrity of
that region. They now have a character which visitors remember of that place, and retum there to
saturare in it.

1 am interested in how this community develops into the future, and would be honored to serve on the
Stezring Committee to work out a truly significant vision for the Conservation Plan for this Tucson
region,

Intelligent development provides a meaningful future.

Resume upon request.

Most Sincerely, L/m cl-‘/ 1"/7/

William F. Crosby

Director, ECCO

Environmental & Cultural Conservation Organization
1700 N. Wentworth Rd.

Tucson, Az 85749

749 0585, fax 0587 email skyl@goodnet.com

cc. by snail mail
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JANUARY 10, 1999

MR. CHHUCKLEBEERY

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

130 W. CONGRESS ST. 11TH FLOOR
TUCSON, AZ 85701

RE; SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN

DEAR MR. HUCKLBERRY,

I am in receipt of the draft from the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and wish to voice
my opposition to the entire concept. My family has been in the ranching business since
the 1800's and has created a way of life that expects to continue for many more years. We
oppose any plan that will effect a change of our livelihood and our future. We ranchon a
combination of state, federal and patented land that has been open to the public for the
entire time we have lived in Arizona. Any plan to spend taxpayer dollars on a deserst
conservation plan is ludicrous to say the least. We have private land totaling 4000 acres
scattered over a wide area that has always been open to hunting, birdwatching and
general access. We have developed water in arrid areas that benefit wildlife as well as
our stock. The work is always on going to benefit every animal on our ranch. A
conservation plan cannot do more to support this area anymore than we have already
done. For this reason we are very much against any plans that will take our property and
life as we know it from us.

We await and welcome your attention to this matter and are open to any dialogue you
care to open.

Respectfully,
(R 28 Lot

Bill and Clare Schnaufer

PO BOX 457

GREEN VALLEY, AZ 85614
NAVARRO RANCH
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January 11, 1988

subject:  CITY STAFF ASSESSMENT/RECOMMENDATION e 1 P
RE: SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN
(Clty-Wide)

BEACKGRQUND

On October 28, 1558 Chuck Huckslberry, County Administrator wrcte 1o the City
Manager requesting commertts regarding the Draft Sonoran Desart Censarvation Flan
(sttachment A). On Decemter 2, 1998 the City Manager wrcte to the Mayor and Council
csncaming the Plma County Board cf Supervisar's meeting with Secretary of the
interior. Bruce Babtitt to discuss the Draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. City of
Tucson staff was invited to @ briefing prior 10 the maeting with Secretary Babgitt, that
was also attended by representatives of other Cites and Towns, Arizocna Game and
Fish and the U.S. Fish and Wildliie Service.

City staff prepared an analysis cf the Sonoran Desert Conservaticn Plan that was
suEmitted to the Mayor and Ceuncil Public Werks and Eavironmental Subcommiftee on
Decemter 8, 1858 (sttachment B). Maveen Behan, Assistant to the County
Administrator and Carclyn Campoell, Diractor, Sonoran Desert Protection Flan
presentad an outline of the plan at that time. As requested by the Sutcommiliee, saf
is presenting information and recommendaticns regarding the Scnoran Desent
Conservation Flan today to the full Mayor and City Council.

DISCUSSION

Staff's analysis of the Sonoran Desan Conservation plan 'spasgd on existing Clty
policy, the Comprenensive Plan and the Growing Smarter legfslatxon adogted by.the
State of Arizena this past yesr. Growing Smarter, HE2361 requires that all jurisdictions
in the State adopt updates to the General Plan or Comprehensive Plan by December
31, 2001.

The enaciment of the Growing Smarter legislation requires the City to develgp four new
elements to the Comprehensive Plan:

o Open Spacs

e Growth Area

» Environmental Flanning

+ Ccst of Development.

Scecifically, the legisistion cslls for the fclicwing. ‘ o

« Ravisions to the Land Use Element to identify specific programs fer iniill or compact
form davelopment . . .

+ Ravisions to the Housing Eiement tc include standards for housing quality, variety
and affordability . .

« Revisions to the Censervaticn, Rehsbilitation anc Redevelopment Element to
include plans anc programs for neighterhooc preservatien and revitziization.

SS/JANL1<99«25

Mayor & Council Memorandum
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Mayor and Councii Memorandum January 11, 1989
City Statf Assessment/Recommandation Page2of 3
Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

(City-Widse)

AN

Growing Smarer Fromctes the follcwirg elements as Fant of its reguirements:

* Greater citizen and regional participation

* Closer coordination betwsen locz] jurisdictions’ plans and the State Land
Department's plans

. Conforrniry betwesn the General Plar: ard 2ohing.

Implementaticn cf the Crowing Smarter sgisiaticn will require 3 significant commitment
of City personnel and publlc inveemer: cver the naxt 2 Ye3rs to meet the mandatory
c<mplaticn date.

The Scnoran Dasart Conservation Plan is an ambitious uncertaking, as is the update to
the Comprehensive Fian. Both Plans wiil require ragional participation and ccoperation
10 ensure that all jurisdictions contributa and bansfit in proportion to their needs. The
Sonaran Desert Conservation Plan calls for an Oversight Committse. The Cy of
Tucson, along with other junsdictions, has been éncouraged to appoint membaers to this

- Oversight Cemmittee. City staff believes thal the mission and the work proegram of the
proposed Oversight Committee must address the impact of the Growing Smarer
Legislaticn on regionai open 3pacs, envircnmental and land use planning.

The City of Tucson has slreacy embarked on an opern space planning and
Implementaticn effort. The City’s acquisition of the Bellota Ranch is a prime example of
the City's ability to respond responsibly 16 opportunities to partner with other ggencies to
manage and presarve open space. The designation ¢f City owned parcais as cpen
Space By the Mayor and Councll demonstrates a commitment to Implement the Parks,
Recreation and Ocen Space Element of the Comprahensive Plan (attachment C). The
past development of major recreational aress adjacent to the major washes such as
Lincaln, Udall, and Fort Lowell Parks cn the Pantano; Sentinel Peak, E! Rio and
Silverbell Parks on the Santa Cruz have estatlished an open Space pattem for the City.

Currently the City is participating In many cf the activites cited in the Soncran Desart
Conservation Plan. Thesa aciivities inciude the Muttiple Benefit Water Projects, where
Tucson Water s using its watsr rescuress 1o recharge, Improve and protect natursl
washes and to visuaily enhance the community. Additionally, Pima County is a partner
with the City in the Kino Spents Pak, the Rillito Recharge, the Pimg Mine Road
Recharge and the Rillito Creek H3bitat Rasteraticn Projects.

Hslf of the present and future Cultural and Historic Frojezts in the Pian are lecated
within and sponsered Oy the City of Tucszn including the Tucscn Fresicio, Missicn San
Augusiin, the De Anza Trail and Fort Lowell.

Staff discussed with the Public Works and Environments! SuBcommitise halding a
specigl study session tc review and bring together many elemerts relzted to land uvse
Issues within the City cf Tucsen. These eiaments can include kems that the Mayor and
City Council have identified over the past year in their discussions (e.g. inill,
susiainability standards for neightorhocds etc.) Staff Froposes o schedule this study

S5/JaN1l1-99.35
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M_ayo.- and Council Memorandum January 11, 19388
City Staff Assessment/Recommendation Page 3 of 3
Re: Scnoran Desart Consarvation Plan

(City-Wide)

session in February. Along with the summary of issues, a propcsad wark plan will be
presented. This dizcussion wiil allow us tc set forth @ Umneline to meet the Growing
Smarter lagislaticn’s mandatory dexdline.

RECOMMENDATIONS

e Farticipaticn ty the City on the Sonoran Desert Consarvation Plan Ovarsight
Committes will be necassary to ccordinate the ccmplimentary work efionts ¢f the City
and County. It is reccmmended that the City Manager de diracies to sppoint the
apprepriats staff representatives lo the Oversight Committes

e Il is recommended that the Planning Degariment be directed 1o work with cther
apgropriats City degartments and return te the Mayor and Councii in Fezruary with 3
summary of Issues and a work pian for updating the Comprenensive Plan, at 3
special study session.

Respecifully submittec,

‘/ ?.az'.uf
Luis G. Gutierraez
City Manager

LGG:JSJkec
SS/Jan11-89- 25

Attachments: A) Lstter
B) Executive Summary: Clty Staif Review of the Scneran Desert

Conservation Plan
C) Map
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October 28, 1998

Luis Gutierrez, City Minsger
City of Tuesen

P.Q. Bex 27210

Tueson, AZ 85828.7210

Dear Mr. Gutierrez:

On October 27, 1998 the Pirna Csunty Bowd of Superviscrs aczested a dratt report entitled
the Sonarsn Desert Conservavion Fian, and directed staif to forward it 1o jurisgdictions in orger
10 OStain commenty during tme next 30 days.

The drakt Plan ougines six siamenrs which cauld bscoms the cuitral and nawr3l resourcs
Somoonent of an updated comprehensive plan. Elemens include: ranch consarvation: Suitural
and historic Preservarion; ripgrisn restcration; mountain Park excansion; establishment of

biological corriders and hatirat linkages; and protection of critica 8nd sensitive nabiat.

The Boare is Very interested in recsiving communts from the Cy of Tucsen ab-out the draf‘t
Plan during the next month. These commants can be sant clractly to my efficz and | will
provide them to the Bosrd. Thank you for your consideration.

Sinczrely,

C.

C.H. Huckeiberry
County Aomir}istratov

B R - -
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Allachment B

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
N CITY STAFF REVIEW OF THE
SONQRAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN

City staft applauds the County’s efforts to develop a comprehensive habitat
conservaticn pian and belleves many elements of the Scnoran Desert
Conservation Plan (referred to heraafter as the Plan) address the needs of Pima
County’s residents regardiess of where they live. In this first assessment, City
staft will comment on elemants cf the Flan that we belleve reguire sirengthening
or elements that need 10 be added lc Insure that needs and concerns which
maest immediately affect our citizens within the corcorats city limlts of Tucson ars
appropriately acdressed. Staff will elaporate verbally at the Putlic Works and
Environmental Subcommittes Mesting, and will prepare a full written report for
the Mayor and Councll.

Growing Smarter Legisistion

» The Growing Smarter legislaticn, which requires that all jurisdictions adopt a
comprehensive or general plans update by December 31, 2001, is not
addresssed.

« While the Plan calculatss the gross impact of population growth, it needs to
give greater weight to the mitigation of adverss effects through the application
of environmental regulations such as the Environmental Resource Zone,
the Hiliside Developmant Zone, the Wash Ordinance, and the Natlve Plan
Protection Ordinancs.

o Ths newly designated preserves, parks and cpen spaces are remote from the
City and further segregate the human pcpulaticn from the dessrt around
them.

e The Plan should inciude dedications of open space by the private sector 10 a
greater extent.

Planning Procsss
s The Plan should foliow a comprehensive planning process.

» The development of a public participation process is a requirement for good
planning and a specific requirement of the Growing Smarier egisiation.

Land Use

« The Flan should identify past Open Spacs arees such as the Desen Belt and
Tucson-to-Tonrolita Mourtains csnreclion.

e The continuity of Open Space such as Riverparks can and should be mare

unitormly treated in the Flan.

12/7/98




Artachment B

* Federal pfograrns such as Saguarc Natiocnal Park expansicn shouid be
addressad in the Pian.

Livable Tucson

¢ The Liveble Tuesen Vision Precsss and the 17 geals that call for mcre
natural open space within the City that is accassidie by bike cr feot can arg
8hould be addresssd In the Plan.

Water Blement

* Pima County's Senoran Desert Conservation Plan refers 1o projects that will
use reclaimed water or Central Arizona Project water, owned Ey the City of
Tueson.

* These propossd projecis would require careful Study and censultation with
Tucson Water prior to implementation.

Comprehensive Plan—
Parks, Recreation, Open Space and Trails Element

The Plan sheuld be censistant with the policies in the Parks, Recreation, Open
Spacse and Trails element of the Tucson omorehensive Flan fisted below:

* Frovide interconnected trail system throughout the City and connect cpen
Spacs in urbanizsd arsa to surrounding publlc natural areas;

* Implement an interconnectad regional open space systam through
Cloperative public and private efforts;

* Prioritze acquisition and preservation of open space on findings of Pima
County Open Spacsa Repon;

* Identify and astablish sources permanent hunding for acquisition and
Management of open spacs: and )

* Recognize value of cultural, historical and archeological sites as impcrtant
Open spacs resourcss.

DESCRIPTIONS OF:
Growing Smarter Legisiation

The Growing Smarnter legislation requires the addition of foyr new slsments on
open space, growth areas, snvironmental planning and cost of developmeant.
The legislation further requlrss that the elemsnts have ragional applicability and
Specifies that the open space slement include a comprehensive inventory of
open space areas, provide policies for managing, rrotecting and &cguiring open
Space areas and Strategies for promcting a regicnat System of integrated open
SPacs and recreational resources. The envircnmental element must contain
strategies to address anticipated effscts on natural resourcgs created by urban
development,

1277138 2
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Attachment B
Eastern Pima County Vision

The City of Tucson adopted the Ragional Vision for Eastern Fima County in
1980 which foresees an interconnscted network of open space Including park
lands, washes, riparian habitats ard public preserves throughout the regicn.
Critical natural arsas and designatad peaks and riges are to be pretected in a
variety of ways, including acquisition by public agencies. The_Regiona! Vision fcr
Eastern Pima_Countv recommendaticns to provide economic incentives to
preserve and resicra historic and cultural rescurces are alss consistent witn
those of the preposed plan. The Vision document seeks greater integration of
land uses in the urbanized area, including infill developmant featuring higher
gensity residential development and concentrated commercial activity centers,

as well as redavelopment corridors to replacs peripheral sprawl.

1277138 3
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January 11, 1999

Chuck Huckelberry
Pima County Administrator
130 West Congress Street
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Chuck:

A few weeks ago | was privileged to hear Maeveen Behan give a presen-
tation to EPAC on the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. As | listened, the
need for coordinating this Plan with water management objectives quickly
became apparent. Individuals who have a strong background in both water
and species protection need to be involved in the planning process.

Following the EPAC meeting | contacted Kathy Jacobs and Mark Myers
regarding their possible participation and found them to be very
interested. Therefore, | am submitting both their names for your
consideration. They are extremely well-qualified and their extensive
knowledge and talents would be of immense benefit on either the
technical committee component or the steering committee. Their resumés

are enclosed. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Kulakowski

7541 E. Knollwood Place
Tucson, AZ 85750

cc: Maeveen Behan
Kathy Jacobs
Mark Myers



BIO for Kathy Jacobs

Katharine Jacobs has been the Director of the Tucson Active Management Area since 1988, and has
worked for the Arizona Department of Water Resources since 1981. The goal of the AMA is to
ciiminate the overdraft of groundwater by the year 2025. This requires development of enforceable
conservation requirements for all water use sectors, implementation of rules that prevent new
subdivisions from using groundwater unless they recharge the groundwater within the same active
management area, and faciiitation of the use of renewable water supplies. She has an imderoradnare
degree in biology ﬁ'omNﬁdd]einn'v College in Vermont, and a master's degree in environmental
planning from the Urngversity of California at Beckeley. Her previous work experience includes

developing the Coastal Zone Managemernt Pler for Anchorage, Alaska and werking at 2 marine lab

off the coast of Mame,




KATHARINE L. JACOBS
Director, Tucson Active Manasement Area
Arizona Department of Water Resources
400 W, Congress, Suite 513
Tuocson, Arizona 35701
£20-770-3817
520-628-6759 (FAX)
kijacobs@adwr.state 2z.us

EDUCATION
University of California, Berkeley. M.L.A. in Environmental Planning, 1981.
Professional Project: Coastal Management Plan for Anchorage, Alaska

Middlebury College, Middlebury, Vermont. B.A. in Biology, 1977.

Cornell University, Ithaca, New York. Jurior year exchange smdemtt in Biology.

HONORS-Academic

Newhouse Grant and Heller Fellowship, Beckeley, 1580.
Award for Excallence as a Teaching Assistant, Berkeley, 1981.
American Sodiety of Landscape Architects Honor Awerd for the

Outstanding Graduate Student m Landscape Architecture, Berkeley, 1981.

Cum laude, Departmental Horors in Biclegy, Middichury College.
Elected to Mortar Board, Senior Honor Society, Middiebury College.
Dean's List and College Scholar 1973-1977, Middicoury College.

HONORS-Professional

Supervisor of the Year, Dept. of Water Resources, 1983,

Division of the Year, Dept. of Water Resourcss, 1989.

Special Achievement Award, Dept. of Water Resourees, 1001,

Special Achieyement Award, Dept. of Water Resourcss, 1993.
Nominated for Superviscr of the Year, Dept. cf Water Resourcss, 15%4.
Appoinred 10 National Academy of Sciences Panel, 1994.
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Katharine L. Jacobs
EXPERIENCE

Director, Tucson Acrive Management Arca, February, 1988, to present.

My resporsibilities include managing the Tucson AMA office and its 15 staff members; supervising
all planmng, operations, compliance, personnel and budget-related activities, and representing the
Departmem in public mestings. My work includes development of mandatory regulations to elimmate
groundwater overdraft, policy development, inter- and intra-office coordination, and consensus
huilding in solving water rescurce management problems. I represent the Tucson area in statewide
water issues, and work with community leaders and other agencies 1o address a variety of focal
resource problems. 1 developed and implemented the statewide Assured and Adequate Water Supply
Ruiles, which require muricipal water users to shift to renewable water suppiies in the major urbanized
areas.

Tni i T jve ! it Area Anrml 1QRA tA Tahrmoeewr 1009
= . Apra ey e iy W - w.--——), - v wrw,

1 served as lead planner for the municipal, turf and industrial water conservation programs for the
Second Management Plan.  This invalved analysis of water use patterne, idantification of conservation
altematives, working with advisory groups, giving public presemtations, conducting meetings, and
writing regulatory and non-regulatory sections of the Plan.  Related activities included preparation
of scopes of work for contracts, contract coordination, and direct involvement with water users.

As supervisor of the Operations and Compliance section of the Tucson AMA, I was also responsible
for five employees in charge of public information, maintenance of water right flas and comauter
registries, annual reports, record keeping and compliance and enforcement activities. Activities
included development of agency-wide compliance procedures for Management Plan and Code
violations.

September, 1984, to April, 1986.

I developed and implemented mandatory conservation requiraments for mumicipal and industrial water
users in the Tucson AMA. This involved identification, notification, and assistance to water users
affected by the First Management Plan requirements and development of preliminary approaches for
the Second Management Plan. My duties inchuded review and processing of applications for variance
and administrative review of management plan requirements.
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Responsibilities inchided Enalizing water rights estabiished by 1980 Groundwater Code, and
@ppearing as an expert witness for the Department in administrative hearings.

W igt pervisor. n Active M: A September, 1981, 1o March, 1984,

hearings and Departmenta review. Verification required review of ownership documents, aerial
photograph interpretation, mapping skiils, data analysis, coordination with jocal governmear agencices,
and working knowledge of the 1980 Groundwater Code,

preparation of text and graphics. Published document includes public access, resource protecton,
and scemic area elements, m addition to recrudon&dlhyd&gmandt-aﬂlomﬁons.

w@&@m@m 1679 and 1920.

Responsible for teaching thres field courses in site planning and field ecologiml analysis. Sub_fec:
matter included principles of ecology, hydrology, land use, elementary surveying, field sampling, air
photo analysis, and vegetation mapping

ity. Ithaca, New York and

PAR'I'ICIPA'I’ION/M'E;HBERSHIPS

Southern Arizona Water Resources Association and Tucson Ragional Water Coimcil Board of
Directors (current);

Arizona Town Hall (currenz);

Arizona Hydrologic Society (carrea);
American Water Works Association {curre=s);
' American Water Resources Association (current).
Citizeas CAP Oversight Committee - City of Tucson 1554;
Tucson AMA reprosemanive to Citizens Water Advisory Cormmittee, Tucson Water (1982-1992);

Joint Tucson/Pima County Effueat Comuittes {1552-1553);

-
>
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Edycation,

Master of Business Administration, Management, University of Arizona, 1981
Bachelor of Science with High Honors, Human Services, California State University,

Fullerton, 1977

Professiona] Summary.
Consultant—-Land Usc, Water Resources and Environmental Policy

Mr. Myers has broad expertise in balancing the policy concemns and economic considerations involved
in the integrated management of real property, natural resources and water rights. He has 15 years'
experience with structuring complex, multi-party transactions and with the planning and
implementation of multiple usc projects. He has worked extensively with private, non-profit and
public entitics. Mr. Myers has a special interest in projects and policy issues that require balancing
economic development needs and sensitive environmental concerns. He also has particular expertise
in developing the institutional framework and management structure for multiple participant, multiple
purpose projects that cross established jurisdictional boundarics.

Professional E o
Consultant, 1993 to Present

Mr. Myers' private consulting practice focuses on multiple purpose projects related to land use,
natural resources, water policy and environmental policy. He specializes in structuring cooperative
projects involving multiple participants and/or requiring the balancing of economic development and
cavironmental issues. With his background in finance, economics and management, Mr. Myecrs has
a strong business orientation that complements his expertisc in resource policy and land use. In
addition to his direct consulting work, Mr. Myers has also affiliated with Scicnee Applications
Intemnational Corporation (as Senior Specialist in resource management) to work on larger projects
with regional, national or international scope.

Palo Seco Companies, 1981 to 1593

Mr. Myers served as vice president and chief operating officer for a family of investment companies
specializing in investment real estate, asset management, finance and complex transaction brokerage.
He had primary responsibility for ail aspects of operational management and strategic planning.




Professional Experiencs {Continucd). .

Lane, Pontius and Myess, Inc., 1990-1992

Mr. Myers was co-owner and senior consultant for a consulting firm specializmg in public land,
natural resource and environmental policy issues. Clients included Federal and state agencies, as well
as an array of local governmental agencies and private sector entitics.

Since 1981, Mr. Myers has provided management consulting expertise to a diverse group of start-up
and rapidly growing small businesses. He specializes in the organization and operation of new
companies, as well as management of problems related to rapid growth and limited liquidity.

From 1988 to 1992, Mr. Myers was one-third owner of Accounting Resources Corporation, which
provided bookkesping, accounting and information management services to business and professional
clients. He sold his intcrest in Accounting Resaurces Corporation in 1992.

Whilc a graduate studert at the University of Arizona from 1980 to 1981, Mr. Myers worked as
Business Manager for the Laboratory of Tsotope Geochemistry on campus. Prior to that time, he
worked for two years as Administrator for the Tucson Wellness Center, Inc., a non-profit health
education agency. He began his professional caresr as Assistant Program Manager and then
Controller for Project INFO, Inc., 2 non-profit drug abuse prevention program in Whittier, California,
from 1976 to 1978.

Community Involvement.

1696-Present  Arizona Water Banking Authority $tudy Commission. Commission formed by
Arizona State Legislature to make recommendations regarding in-state and
interstarc banking of Colorado River water. Chairman, Interstate and Intrastate

Marketing Subcommittee.
1996-Present Tucson Regional Water Council Advisory Committee.

1985-Present  The Nature Conservancy, Arizona Chapter. Vice Chairman, Stewardship,
1993-1997. Treasurer, 1989-1992. Board of Trustees, 1988-1997. Advisory
Board, 1997-present. Chairman, Marketing Working Group, 1994-1996.
C¢-Chairman, Projects and Public Policy Committee, 1992-1993. Chairman,
Muleshoe Ranch Planning Task Force, 1989-1990. Chairman, Finance

Committee, 1987-1989.
1983-Present Arizona Town Hall. Participant, 42nd, 47th, 59th and 68th Arizona Town Hlalls.

1991-1994  Santa Cruz Valley Water District. Gubernatorial Appointment. Chairman,
1993-1994. Vice Chairman, 1991. Board of Directors. 1991-1994.




Community Tnvolvement (Coutinued),

1687-1993 Southern Arizona Water Resources Association.  Vice President, 1990-
1992, Beard of Directors, 1987-1993. Chairman, Central Arizona Project
Committee, 1990-1992. Chairman, Second Management Plan Review

Committee, 1987-1989.

1992 City of Tucson Stormwater Technical Advisory Committee. Appointed
by Mayor and Council.

1986-1988  Cerebral Palsy Foundation of Southern Arizona. Vice Chairman, 1987-
1988. Board of Trustees, 1986-1988.

1981-1987  Water Utlitics Association of Arizona. Treasurer, 1985-1987. Board of
Directors, 1983-1987.

1982-1987  Tucson Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce Land Usc Committee.
Chairman, 1986-1987.

Haonors,

Phi Kappa Phi National Scholastic Honorary

Beta Gamma Sigma National Business Honorary

University of Arizona Graduate Academic Scholarship

CSUF Alumni Association for Academic Exccllence and Community Service

Persoaal Information,
Date of Birth: October 9, 1953
Spouse: Tamra Whiteley-Myers, M.D.
Children: Lauren (age 10)
Thomas (age 8)
Office: 5800 N. Camino Arturo

Tucson, Arizona 85718
Phone: (520)742-0416
Fax: (520) 742-0537
c-mall: mhmycrs@aol.com




MARK H, MYERS .

RE NTA PRQ.JECT

N w n Active Man nt lenis Pr ‘ucson, Ari

Ongoing development and coordination of multiple purpose, multiple participant public works
program in the northwest quadrant of the Tucson metropolitan area in southeastern Arizona.
Program consists ol three major projests combining greundwater rechargc and recovery, regional
flood control, environmental enhancement and recrestion. Sponsors and financial contributors
include ten local, state and Federal jurisdictions and agencies.

Regi Water o v. Pima Coun

SARWMS is a planning effort [or water resources management for the northwest portion of the
Tucson metropolitan area that builds upon the feasibility study for the Northwest Replenishment
Program described above. SARWMS broadens the geographic scope of the planning process,
lengthens its timeframe, and ncreases the scope of planning to include all renewable water resources
(cffluent and surface water), water acquisition options including exchanges, leases and outright
purchase; and a full range of potential utilization options, not just recharge and recovery. Three new
water providers are participating in SARWMS that were not participants in the Northwest
Replenishment Program feasibility study.

k i i ignal

(1) Evaluation of environmental consequences of emergency repairs to El Portal Road, following
major flood in January, 1997. Waorking as part of SAIC team, researched and wrote sections on
history of road and associated improvements, and biological resources baseline conditions. Ilelped
develop mitigation plan.

(2) Again working with SAIC team, participated in development of Environmental Assessment for
permancnt reconstruction of El Portal Road. Primary responsibility for executive summary and
cumulative impacts secticns of reports. Assisted in drafting biological resources affected environment
and environmental consequcnces sections, as well as mitigation recommendations.

Ar 1 rd.

Environmental Assessment and environmental training curriculum for the activation of 2 national
guard armored unit at Fort Huachuca. Worked with team from Science Applications Imematio.nal
Corporation. Responsible for ensuring that policy concsmns related to water resources, coordination
with other agencies and jurisdictions, and cumulative Impacts of mission changes at the Fort were
adequately addressed. Drafting responsibility for report sections dcaling with cultural resources and

cumulative impacts.




MARK H, MYERS
REPRESENTATIVE i

Water Ri jations-- ta Cruz Active Management Area. Arizona.

Ongoing negotiations to dcvelop & consensus plan for conjunctive management of surface and
groundwater in the Santa Cruz AMA, including drought management; to develcp implementation
mechanisms and the institutional framework for instituting the plan; and to quantify, priontize and
settle surface and groundwater rights and claims in a form acceptablc to the Gila River Adjudication
court. The negotiations include most of the key water resources players in the region, and Mr. Myers
represents private water rights owners,

isition. T nan i

Represented Boyce Thompson Arboretum, Space Biospheres Venture and Arizona/Sonora Desert
Museum in evaluating water rights nesds and/or acquisition of water rights to meet those needs.
Additionally, represented private sector buyers and sellers in the purchase. sale and/or lease of
groundwater rights on several occasions.

Chaired working group that planned facilities development for the Muleshoe Ranch, a 54,000 acre
natural area owned and cooperatively managed by the U.S. Forest Service, the U.S. Bureau of Land
Management and The Nature Conservancy. Tasks inciuded integrated planning for resource
management and public access, plus planning and development of guest facilities for revenue
generation on the Conservancy-owned portion of the ranch

Assessment of portfolio of 15 properties throughout Arizona acquirgd by Pinsa as a result of loan
dcfaults. Issues addressed included physical condition, market conditions, environmental concerns,

potential uses and disposition strategies.

> Arizon i Arizon

Rescarched, wrote and edited policy papers that provided basis for discussion of interstate markcting,
instream recharge and Indian water rights settlements as critical pieces of an overall CAP

restructuring.  Assisted with the development of realistic 'policy pos@tions for a coalition of
environmental groups. Key components of the water marketing and Indian settlements proposals

were incorporated into the final restructuring recommendations. The State legislature has adopted
statutes that permit and encourage instream recharge, and has established and funded the Arizona
Water Protection Fund as a result of those recommendations.




Assessed potential for reimbursement from Arizona Water Quality Assurance Revolving Fund
(WQARF) for clean-up costs for lead-contaminated site adjacent to Santa Cruz River. Included
review of and opinion on the quality of Phase 1 and 2 environmental studies of site that failed to
identify the naturc or extent of contamination, plus dcvclopment of information on potentially
responsible partics.

v » m Nevy

Worked with SAIC team to develop disposition strategy and Federal land exchange plan for 1.4
million acres of land in northern Nevada. Primary responsibility for evaluating Burcau of l.and
Management exchange lands inventory in Clark Courrty, Nevada, and assessing capability and interest
of BLM in conducting cxchanges with client.

Palo Seco Corpgration, Tucson, Arizona.

Coordinated large multi-party land exchange involving the U.S. Bureau of Land Management, the
U.S. Forest Service and more than 30 private landowners. lavolved more than 10,000 acres and

required almost threc years 10 complete.
BKW Farms, Inc., Pima County, Arizona.

Helped coordinate BKW's role in development of major groundwater recharge projects and transport
of CAP water to those projects in the Avra Valley northwest of Tucson. Representation of BKW in
negotiations with Pima Cournty Flood Cortrol District for the acquisition of several hundred acres of
BKW-owned land required by the County for flood control and recharge activitics.

Wﬂﬁﬂﬂ_mmm

Rescarched and dcveloped water resource value-enhancement strategy for 780 acre property with
groundwater rights and a yerifiable pro-statehood claim for surface waer rights. Supervised assembly
of documnentation on original homesteads and patents, plus prepar ation and filing of surface water
rights filings Develdped strategy and worked with attorney/lobbyist to ensure protection of Amado's
interests in both the drafting of the Assured and Adeguate Water Supply regulations and the

establishment of the Santa Cruz Active Management Arca. Onguing representauon of client in
development of management plan for AMA




MARK H. MYERS
REPRESENTATIVE PROJECTS (continued)
Yort Huachuca, United States Army.

(1) As part of team from Science Applications International Corporation, worked on preparation
of Environmental Assessment for consclidation of western states’ civilian personnel offices at Fort
Huachuca. Primary responsibility for cultural resources and cumulative impacts portions of EA.
Shared responsibility for threatened and endangercd speciss sections ol EA.

(2) Again werking with SAIC team, working on ongoing mountain-front groundwater recharge
program for Fort Huachuca. Tasks mclude assisting with drafting of Arizona Water Protection Fund
grant proposal and providing guidance relative to the policy and political consicerations involved in
planning and implementing a recharge program.

3) Participated on SAIC team that rewrote Eavironmental Impact Statement for the Installation
Future Development Master Plan at Fort Huachuca. Primary responsibpility for cumulative impacts
and cultural resources sections. Additional responsibilities included input regarding water resourccs,
policy issucs and public involvement.

4) Part of SAIC team that prepared Environmental Assessment of Fort Huachuca Air Show.
Prepared cumulative impacts and cultural resources sections.

5) Working with SAIC, prepared the cultural resources section of Environmental Assessment for
the deployment and training of the 208th Transportation Company, U.S. Army Reserve, at Fort
Huachuca.

he Uni W N

Assisted U.S. Nuclear Waste Negotiator in assessment of land usc, natural resource impacts and
sociopolitical issues with respect to possible sitcs for the Momitored Retrievable Storage Facility for
high-level civilian radicactive waste, primarily spent nuclear fuel.

World Bank/Republic of Senegal.

Assisted consulting team from Booz Allen & Hamiiton and Republic of Seaegal with existing project
comparison (Salt River Project & Cemtral Arizona Project) for Canal du Cayor feasibility study.

W \ i istri Trizona.

(1) Analysis of appropriateness of cost allocations related to environmental mitigation measures

undertaken during the construction of the Tucson Agueduct of the Central Arizona Project. ]
(2) Assessment ot land ownership and environmental considerations related to the possible use of

Butler Valley as an underground storage basin tor Central Arizona Project water.




W r ine 1 v

The AWBA Study Commission has a legjslative mandate to evaluate the operations of the Arizona

Water Banking Authority, to assess the potential water banking and/or marketing needs of
constituencies within Arizona, and to recommend changes in the statutes governing the AWBA
before the 1999 legislative session. Mr. Myers chairs the Interstate and Intrastate Marketing

Subcommittee of the Study Commission.
AWBA Recov i rvey h

Waorked with team from WestLand Resources to research récovcry reguirements and options for
Arizona Water Banking Authority recovery plans for the Phoenix and Tucson Active Management
Areas. Primary responsibility for policy analysis, and provided support for economic and financial
analysis.
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PROTEST LETTER RE SIERRITA MOUNTAIN PARK

The McGee Ranch was homesteaded by my grandfather in 1300's, long before
Arizona became a state of the Union. Our family (over 100 families) have lived here for
many years and we just were informed that Bruce Babbit from the federal govemnment has
decided to take our ranch supposedly so that it will not be developed. He is promising to
give the Pima County Government millions tax dollars to do just that.

No one asked us and no one informed us of this endeavor. We first leared about
it in an article in the Arizona Daily News, Nov 19,1998.

For anyone's information, we have never developed this ranch nor do we intend to.
It is to be sold to no one for any reason. We have developed water for the animals and
anyone is welcome to come up and enjoy the mountains without a fes.

If the government takes this ranch away from us for millions of tax dollars and
loses millions of tax dollars they now receive and have to pay millions of tax dollars to keep
it up, what do you think we the tax payers are going to fee] about this expensive act
proposed by the federal and county governments.

Who gave the government the right to take our water, our grave yard, our historical
sites, our religion, our life style and our land away from us?

According to a Nevada news article, (See enclosed Article: "HAGE WINS
'CRUSADE' WITH FEDS, ENVIRONMENTALISTS Northern Nye rancher prevails in
years-long dispute over property rights, water, grazing.,") published Dec 18, 1998 in the
Pahrump Valley Times, Judge Smith, Chicf Justice of the United States Court of Federal
Claims, was appalled when he heard tapes between the environmentalist and the
government officials plotting to drive ranchers off their lands throughout this Country and
fined them 30 million dollars for damages. Could the Soncran Deseri Conservation Pian be
part of this plot?

I protest this Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Sincerely

G McGee

HC 70 BOX 4579
Sahuarita, AZ 85629
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January 11, 1999

Mona (Monna) Allen Wolters
HC 70 Box 4621
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the plan of making
the Sierrita Mountains into a park as stated in the Sonora Desert
Conservation Plan. I am a fifth generation Harris to live at McGee Ranch. I
have not always lived here at McGee Ranch. I grew up in Tucson, but I am a
part of the family nonetheless. McGee Ranch played a very important role in
my childhood.

No one has ever had more of a love or caring for the land than those
who were raised at McGee Ranch. These people have nurtured and cared for
these mountains like no one else ever could, because it has been their home
for generations. Please get to know the people from Sierrita Mining and
Ranching. With an open mind you can not fail but see that they are truly the

conservationists of the Sierrita Mountains.

Sincerely,

N, (e \ W eBBuon




January 11, 1999
Michael Tmmothy Wolters

HC 70 Box 4621
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the Sierrita
Mountains being made into a park. I am a sixth generation Harris living at

McGee Ranch.

JR. McGee, Daniel Harris, and George Harris homesteaded this land
in the 1800"s. If you will carefully look at how their ancestors have cared for
and nurtured the land you will see that those at McGee Ranch have been the

conservationists of the land all along.

Sincerely,

2 =

Michael Wolters



January 11, 1999

Larry J. Wolters
HC 70 Box 4621
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

Dear Mr. Huckleberrv,

I am opposed to the Sierrita Mountain Park as outlined in the Sonora
Desert Conservation Plan. My wife Mona(Monna) is a fifth generation
Harris, and my grown children are sixth generation Harris'. What I have seen
in the thirty years of being affiliated with the family at McGee Ranch 1s that
they have béen, are now, and will continue to be the only guardians of the
land that is needed.

Sincerely,

(Fansy Xolfoe

Larry J. Wolters
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January 11, 1999

County Administrator Chuck Huckleberry
c/o Maeveen Behan

130 W. Congress Strest

Tucson Az 85701

Pima County Board of Supervisors

130 West Congress Strest
Tucson, Arizona 85701 By Fax: 884-1152

RE: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

Dear County Administrator and Supervisars:

The Tucson Mountains Association fully supports the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan and its goals.

Sincerely,

Carol Klamerus, President

‘ L A— . v” “'p\———-d-'

TUCSON MOUNT/A INS ASSOCIATION
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I am a member of the Tucson Mountzins Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments:

Fip op gerd o]

My specnf c concerns regarding the Plan are:
Dot lf C@Jéﬂcﬁ—@m micihe /ﬂ&@,
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TUCSON MOUNTAINS ASSOCIATION

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

| am a member of the Tucson Mountains Association.
| support the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Comments:

My specific concerns regarding the Plan are:

/()a LQ\P2O&/C(W€> = ave U N (

Sincerely,
// % (Signature)
P7,,.u..,« Ka\(/\,[& . (Printed Name) |
/eé?/ L. Breosd ,(/ X)N‘U& (Address)
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Tucson Field Office
12661 East Broadway Bivd.
Tucson, AZ 85748-7208
In reply refer to:
1610 (0B0) (520) 722-4289

January 12, 1989
Mr. Chuck Huckleberry
County Administrator
130 West Congress, 10% Fiocr
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

The Bureau is pleased and excited about the possibilities the Sonoran Conservation
Plan Concept brings tc the multitude of biolcgical, historical, and cultural resources
throughout Pima County. As a land manager within Pima County we would like to be
considered as a steering committee member for the planning effort. In addition, we
have a wide variety of specialists that may be assets for the scientific and technical
groups that will probably be necessary to accomplish this undertaking.

| hope the current conceptual framework will have enough flexibility to allow for
enhancements to arez boundaries in order to meet jurisdictional, biclogical and cultural
needs. In some cases that may mean the expansion or removal of portions cf some
areas. This could best be determined through the course of the planning process. In
addition, several of us have received calls from permittees and landowners asking
about the opportunities to exchange or purchase lands identified in or adjacent to the
conservation areas identified. We are very willing to support these efforts but feel this
would greatly benefit all players involved if this was carried out in a ccordinated effort

through the planning process.

| would like to suggest we take the opportunity to present this effort to the Southwest
Strategy’s Regional Executive Committee in order to develop a strong level of
awareness, recogniticn and support across several agencies. This is an excellent on
the ground example cf what the Southwest Strategy Group is looking for in local
collaborative processes that have a high potential for success.

Thank you for the oppertunity to be a pariner in this forward thinking effort to conserve
our natural, biological, and cultural heritage for future generations.

Sincerely,

.

/ Jesse J. Juen
Field Manager
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“ennis Wells State Land Department RESRS

State Land
Commissioner 1616 W. Adams Street  Phoenix, AZ 85007 (602) 542-4621 www land state.az us

January 12, 1999

C. H. Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County Governmental Center

130 West Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

RE: Draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan; Agency Comments
Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

Thank you for offering the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD) the opportunity to review
and comment on Pima County’s draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. As the administrator of
the 9.3 million acres of State Trust lands statewide, and more than 800,000 aczes in Pima
County, the ASLD endeavors to take an active partnering role with local government in the
development of local land use plans such as the subject document. The Draft Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan ("Draft Plan") represents a notable continuation of the vision that was shown
in the Open Space Committee report of the 1980s, and we commend the Pima County staff and
your office for the ime and effort that the Draft Plan represents.

The draft could begin to serve as part of the open space element of the new Comprehensive Plan
that Pima County will be required to adopt in accordance with the 1998 Growing Smarter Act. A
fair amount of work would be required to do so, and particular attention should be paid to the
public participation element of the act. Also, incorporating past Pima County efforts such as the
Eastern Pima County Trails Master Plan and the Trails Access Plan of the 1970s would bring in
the user component to the open space system.

We applaud the plan’s vision and comprehensive scope in defining the boundaries of a regional
open space system in the unincorporated areas of Pima County. However, we do have a number
of comments and concerns about certain aspects of the document, and these will comprise the
bulk of this letter. The form of our comments will move from the general to the specific.

General Comments
Role and Scope of State Trust Land Sales in Pima County
Early in the Draft Plan (pages 3 and 4, "Ownership of Land in Eastern Pima County") there is a

discussion of the role of State Trust land in setting the urban form of the cournty. Specifically,
the Draft Plan states that, "...many State Trust lands will eventually be sold or leased for private

“Serving Arizona's Schools and Public Institutions Since 1915"




purposes." While there is some truth to this statement over the long term, we would hke to
provide some perspective based on our historic practice and scope of dispositions.

During the past ten years of exceptionally rapid growth, ASLD land sales in all of Pima County
have totaled 11,469 acres. Of this total, approximately 16% has been sold to development
interests. The balance of ASLD’s sales in Pima County have besn to local and tribal
governments, utilities, schools, and to mining interests. The majority of sales to mining interests
were in the form of conversion of existing leases for tailing ponds, not the sale of undeveloped
lands for new mining operations. Two important points arise out of these numbers: first, there
has been no "fire sale" of State Trust lands to developers in Pima County; and, second, the scale
of land disposition proposed by the Draft Plan - 103,072 acres - would take over 100 years to
process at our present rate and given our preseat staffing resources. Although a specific timeline
for these acquisitions under the Draft Plan is not identified, an unprecedented volume of sales
within a relatively short timeline would be difScult to justify to our beneficiaries as being in the
best interest of their Trust.

Arizona Preserve Initiative Eligibility

On Page 4 of the transmittal memo to the Draft Plan, Policy Recommendation #4 suggests that
the Board of Supervisors should direct its staff to pursue Arizona Preserve Initiative (API)
petitions on most if not all of the ‘dentified State Trust land acreage. As noted in detail below,
many of these areas are not eligible for such designation. Further, we would recommend that, of
those areas that are potentially eligible for classification as suitable for conservation, these
petitions be phased over time to increase the likelihood that finding will exist to successfully
purchase or lease these lands at public auction should the State Land Commissioner determine
that it is in the best interest of the Trust to designate them as such.

In the case of lands that are eligible for API designation, we must consider our various legal
mandates and obligations. While the primary purpose of API is to conserve unique natural
features and/or habitat, one of the legal justifications for API is that it would amenitize and

" increase future value on the remaining undeveloped adjacent State Trust lands. Since many of
the areas designated for conservation under the Draft Plan would encompass entire blocks of
Trust land, the bulk of the increased value brought about by conservation sales and leases would
likely be realized on adjacent private land holdings. This scenario is clearly problematic for the
Trust as it would be difficult if not impossible to argue that it meets the mandate of the Arizona

Constitution and the Enabling Act.

As you know, Proposition 303 matching monies can be used for lease or sale of state lands
designated as suitable for conservation under the API and for purchase of development rights for
other state lands once that program Comes into fruition. They cannot be utilized to purchase or
lease lands in fee that are not eligible under the API program. API-ineligible lands can be
purchased at auction, but not under API and not with "Growing Smarter” matching funds.



If API-ineligible lands were to be offered to Pima County at auction, statute requires them to be
reclassified to commercial and the grazing leases canceled. Depending on the property, this may
not be desirable from a land management perspective. There are other options that should be
considered, including, but not limited to, conservation leasing of API-eligible lands and working
on conservation easements with private landholders adjacent to state lands of longer term
concern.

Conservation of Ranching Properties

In general, ASLD shares Pima County’s desire to maintain ranching operations on the vast majority of
State Trust lands in Pima County. Conservation of ranch lands identified by the plan as a priority will
involve a number of creative techmiques, but all require the active participation of ranch owners. There
are also many other ranches in the county other than the ones identified; perhaps a comprehensive
strategy may be in order as the lands perceived to be threatened today may or may not be the flashpoints
of tomorrow.

The most important point we can make is that buying a ranch does not buy the State Trust land
that is leased by that particular rancher. Rather, those leases would be assigned to the new
landowner. If the new landowner chooses not to conduct ranching operations on this property,
the State Trust lands involved would no longer be eligible for a grazing lease. If, however, the
grazing leases were to continue on non-API lands, then we nezd to note for the record that the
lands involved are no more protected than any other land leased for grazing. Therefore, in this
scenario, ASLD can accept proposals for higher and better land uses and cancel the existmg
grazing leases. As examples, the Empire/Cienega, Posta Quemada, and Empirita ranches are not
"preserved"” as the Draft Plan indicates. We would encourage Pima County to resvaluate the
ranches identified in the Draft Plan and prioritize which of these ranches are to be targeted for
conservation.

Endangered Species Act Issues

. The ASLD, representing the interests of the State Land Trust, has been keeping abreast of issues
associated with the cactus ferruginous pygmy owl in northern Pima County, and now in
Maricopa, Cochise, and Pinal Counties, as the critical habitat area has been proposed. We
recognize further that the Draft Plan contemplates a multi-species approach. Before creating a
habitat conservation plan, ASLD would urge Pima County-and other participants to explore with
us the legal issues involved such as:

. The applicability of the Endangered Species Act to Arizona State Trust lands.
. ASLD’s ability to participate in mitigation activities
. The rights of ASLD lessees.

The interested parties in Pima County will need to proceed with great deference to the legal
obligations, plans, investmeants, and rights of land owners, State Trust lessess, and the Trust
beneficiaries. While at this point it is unclear which entity will be the lead agency in drafting a
habitat conservation plan, ASLD requests that as courses of action are continually refined and
debated, that the Deparmment and our lessees be actively involved prior to any recommendations




or decisions going forward. If owl or multi-species habitat is ultimately identified on both trust

and private lands, the trust land should not be singled out for preservation as a trade-off for
destruction of similar habitat on private lands for development.

Fire Management

As the responsible wildfire management entity on private, State Trust, and non-Federal public
lands, the State Land Department would like to see fire management issues addressed in the final
plan. Wildfire management strategies are very different depending on the relative importance of
the type of resources (structures, wildlife habitat, etc.) for which protection is necessary.

Specific Comments
Ranch Conservation

The Draft Plan makes assumptions about the preservation status of several ranches. Asan
example, the Empire/Cienega Ranch was purchased and is managed by the Bureau of Land
Management. The state grazing leases, which make up a large percentage of the propezty, have
no preservation status and are in direct conflict with management desires of the BLM. Asland
exchange authority does not exist, the issue of the status of the state leases should be recognized
as not settled and something that the county might

wish to address before taking on many new projects.

Historic and Cultural Preservation

While lying within the corporate boundaries of the City of Tucson, Esmond Station ought to be
considered for addition to the list of future projects. There has been a pending sale on this
property since 1992. '

Riparian Restoration

On Page 15, the Draft Plan indicates that the County "will encourage” ASLD to set aside land
along certain significant riparian areas. Asyou know, though, we have no ability to set aside
Trust land for this purpose under our constitutional mandate and statutory authority. Short of
providing protection within the context of development (unlikely in most of these places) the
County or another eatity would have to take some positive action to ensure that occurs. A
number of these are identified under the funding section of the report.

Mountain Parks

A laree number of acres of State Trust land in many of the expanded or proposed parks are not
eligible for API designation. Much of the ineligible land i classified for grazing, and as
previously discussed, the Department intends to maintain these lands for grazing over the long
term. Alternative means of conservation should be considered. ASLD is unlikely to move many
of these properties to development in the foreseeable future. Land exchanges, as mentioned on




Page 28, will be a study topic for the Growing Smarter Commission. Federal condemnation,
another possibility, would ne=d congressional authorization. N

Habitat, Biological, and Ecological Corridor Conservation
No State Trust lands appear to be included within these proposals.
Critical and Sensitive Habitat

On Page 22, reference is mace to "habitat owned by... the state and other public entities.” This
reference should be changed to refer to ASLD properties as "State Trust land" rather than
"public” land, thus accurately reflecting the true legal status of these properties.

Land Use Policy )

1. Categorically assuming that the existing zoning is better than upzoning in all instances is
probably not the case. Thers may be solutions that do involve upzoning which would enable
acquisition of the most sensitive lands in a given area at no additional cost to the county. The
same may apply to rezoning time extensions, the fourth proposed policy.

5. Many of the proposed mountain parks are likely slated for a time period far beyond the ten
year life of comprehensive plans. Their plan designation should allow some flexibility for
interim and alternative land uses, whether resource productive or development related, should a
mountain park fail to materjalize.

6. ASLD is generally supportive of local initiatives. However, in order to avoid potential
conflicts with property owners’ rights, ordinances should be supported with written proof of
necessity and justification.

7. An ordinance can allow for transferrable development rights, but should not transfer them
* without separate actions and agreements. It is suspected that this is what was meant by this
proposal.

8. Rather than create new zones particularly for those above the state subdivision law, working
with private property owners to create conservation easements or private deed restrictions

running with the land may be more viable alternatives.

11.There are a variety of land banking alternatives that could be considered. These should be
investigated and debated, and enabling legislation sought if necessary.

Figures

The title on Figure 2 is not quite accurate insofar as the Santa Rita Experimental Range and
much of the Empire/Ciezega is State Trust land. Alternate wording other than, or in addition to
"Public" would be more appropriate.




Figure 3 has a number of errors, but mostly needs an updated legend. N

Figure 4 actually depicts grazing and agricultural land use on private, state, and federal lands and
should be lzbeled as such. The bulk of the trust land on the map is ranched, as is much of the
federal land.

Figures 4, 5, and 12 should be prefaced with "Existing and Proposed".

Is Cienega Creek (Figure 7) considered 2 natural preserve or mountain park? Map shading and
the legend appear to differ.

State Trust land in the following proposed preserve areas may or may not be eligible for
classification under API: Davidson Canyon (Figure 8), Mescal Arroyo (Figure 11), and the
Catalina State Park Expansion (Figure 16). The latter will likely be eligible after the year 2000
Census results are reported. Further discussion should occur to clarify the potential status of
these areas.

State Trust land in the following proposed preserve areas is not eligible for classification under
the API: Buehman-Bingham (Figure 9), Penitas Wash (Figure 10), Colossal Cave Mountain Park
expansion (Figure 15), Santa Rita Mountain Park (Figure 17), Cerro Colorado Mountain Park
(Figure 18), Waterman-Roskruge Mountain Park (Figure 19), Sierrita Mountain Park (Figure 20),
and the Helvetia Grasslands Conservation Area (Figure 21).

The Tortolita East Biological Corridor, the Tortolita Mountain Park western expansion area and
the Tortolita Ironwoods Area (Figure 13) appear to be configured to almost exclusively apply to
State Trust lands. Rather than identifying a potential preserve area that appears to encompass
mostly State Trust lands defined by section line boundaries while leaving the adjacent private
lands open to development, we would prefer to see the potential preserve area defined by the
actual location(s) of environmentally and ecologically sensitive areas on both State Trust and

© private lands as determined by experts in the various fields of natural resource management.
This would both remove the burden of the State Trust lands having to carry the majority of the
weight for preservation efforts and allow development within agresd-upon parametes to take
place on non-sensitive lands when market conditions warrant.

In Figure 14, it is unclear due to map coloration whether Tumamoc Hill properties are designated
merely as State Trust land or bond open space parcels. Itis our understanding that only the
eastern half of Section 16 in Township 14 South, Range 13 East should be identified as the latter.
The same coloration issue also suggests that state and county staff should mest as to whether
identified State Trust lands in the Tucson Mountain Park area are eligible for designation under

the API.




Preliminary Work Plan to Achieve Interim and Long-Term Goals Relatgd to Endangered Species
and Habitat Protection

On page 7 of the Preliminary Work Plan on Endangered Species and Habitat Conservation, the
first bullet should recognize that the map identifies public, State Trust and private lands. In the
next to last paragraph on the page, while certainly we recognize that State Trust lands will play a
role in a proposed interim plan, it should not do so without compensation to the trust or to the
exclusion of impacts to private land. To our understanding, the map itself does not indicate
pygmy owl] habitat as the map legend suggests, as that critical habitat has not yet besn defined.

Conclusion

It is important to have a vision, to think bold and lay out a plan that excites. Pima County’s Draft
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan has taken this first step. It is also important to be pragmatic in
what is reasonable to achieve over both the near- and long-term, to provide alternative land uses
in the interim that allow for the reasonable use of property, to note whether existing resource
productive uses would continue to occur or be phased out, and to ensure that the plan accounts
for operation and management costs, as well as capital costs for acquisition. We look forward to
the opportunity to work with the County to refine the plan, and insofar as Trust land is
concerned, provide for a meaningful open space system while still being responsible to the Trust
beneficiaries.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or require further
information, please contact Arlan Colton at (602) 542-2643 or Mark Edelman at (602) 542-2644.

Sincerely,

| Demmia Wella

J. Dennis Wells
State Land Commissioner

JDW/me

c: Arlan Colton, Director, Arizona Preserve Initiative
Michael E. Anable, Deputy State Land Commissioner
Maria Baier, Office of the Governor, Phoenix
Steven Jewett, Office of the Governor, Tucson
Gail Kobetich, U.S. Department of the Interior

FAWPDOCS'SDC? Comment.wpd
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Mr. Chuck Huckelberry.

Pima County Administator

130 W. Congress, |Cth Fioor - .
Tucson, AZ 8570! T

January 12, 1999
"Re: Sonoran De‘sértv Cd.né.eryajﬁ-qn-Plaq,'MSIﬁCF SfceeringComghitt_ee o
Dear Mr. I--luckc!b'érr_y: L |
© . Women for Sustainable Téchnologies takes ajgr;eat intére;t in the progress of the Sonoran *~
Deser Consefvaticn Plan. Central to our‘mission staternent is the encouragement of - =
" sustainable communities. We see the SDCP as an opportunity to Qtsqover how to mest -
the need for housing and commercial growth without the destruction of the-environmental |
“resources of our regicn. - -, Tl R

In light of our inté'ré's,t, ihe' WST 'Qoafd V\}bﬁid like to bé r_;epres:e"nfed by Lisa Stage on "yéur .

teering Committee to coordinate developrnent of 2 regional Pima County multiple species | .

administration, she holds leadership positions in other local organizations such as'the "
© Tucson Peacc Center, a non-profit networking: organization for local peace, social justice "
" and environmental groups. and the Tucson Solar Alliance. We, would greatly appreciate the.
© oppcrtunity to have her grassroots and s_dsj:aigablility.pel_'spgcﬁve at the table in "
rjcpresem:.atioh' of the interests of WST. . . an ST T

habitat conservaticn plan. In‘zddition 1o several years, partjcipation in WST activities and =

AR

Vivia/n%;:g)ea. s

~ President Do T
. for the Board of Directers ~ - .

B SR RIap e T

women for sustainable technologies

TR YA AR LA
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Line by Line

Editorial Services

8381 E. Hillwood Ci. Tucson AZ 85750
(520) 296-3691

January 12, 1999

Charles Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County Administrator’s Office

130 W. Congress, 10" Floor

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

I am very interested in your Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, and would like to be
considered for the Steering Committee or any other related committee or task force. I
serve on all four governmental committees at the Tucson Metropolitan Chamber of
Commerce, and would like to be an active participant in the Conservation Plan. I have
previously discussed this interest with Ms. Maveen Behan when she was a guest speaker
at the Chamber.

Enclosed are my business card and brochure. The brochure outlines some of the services
Line by Line provides. Line by Line is registered with the City of Tucson Procurement
Office, and is certified by the City of Tucson Equal Opportunity Office as a woman-
owned business.

I hope I can be of some help with your upcoming projects, either as a volunteer or in my
professional capacity. I look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

/

/(_ L AT {
Luc;ZGT_ﬁzéle

Editor

Encl.
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January 12, 1999

C. H. Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County Governmental Center

130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

Dear C. H. Huckelberry, County Administrator:

My name is Norman L. Harris I would like to go on record that I oppose the Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan as it is written.

I have been a resident of McGee Ranch located in Pima County all my Lfe. Iam part of
the fifth generation to be born and raised on McGee Ranch. 1 have a wife and three
children ages 19, 18, and 16 they would be the 6 generation to live on McGee Ranch. I do
not understand the need for the county to include the Sierrita Mountains in their plan. We
have been good stewards of the Jand and will continue to be if left alone. I beleve taking
this property to be an unnecessary tax burden on the residents of our community. Iam the
office manager for Sierrita Mining & Ranching Co. I can tell you that we have maintained
this property at great expense the way it is with no help from the county. I do not mean
this in 2 derogatory way. We do not expect help. I believe this county was founded on the
nghts of its cinzens to obtain and use the land for ther prosperity, as it state’s in the
constitution of the United States of Amenca. If in fact this plan is in the works because of
2 mandate from the federal government, take their land it composes more than 20% of
eastern Pima County. The State of Arizona has in its control another 50%. How much do
we need? . We are surrounded by National Forests maintained by the taxpayers.

Respectfully,
MM/\\
Norman L. Harnis

HC 70 Box 4577
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

cc: Sharon Bronson, Pima County Supervisor




C.Z. Huckleberry

Ccunty Administrator

130 West Congress St.

Tucsen, Arizorz 85701

Dezr Mr. Eucklezerry,

1 am very disazcgointed with your decision to back M-,
Baroitt in his sforts to tzke over sc m v lands under tne
guise of "preservation". This mey &pcly to some lzads but
NCT the Sierrizz Mt. area. The land here is being very well
preserved as it stands. If you ocren this up to the "pecple"
on 3 sides, it will not be preserved anvmore You Xnow how
cestructive "pecgle" are.

What about our water supply that comes from these hills

Are we to be run off our lands beczuse you have cut c¢ff our.
water? What about the towers that exist on

Keystone Peak? Will you ruin that for the owners cf them?
Whet abou t the cattle? I am aware tha: the goal c¢Z the
envirconmentalists goal is to eliminate 211 cattle rznches
ellm 1nn1ng, &nc all forestry in this country. Wha: are you
going to do when there is no more beef for your dinner? Or
No more lumber for building, nor metals for everytning else?

Have you ever read the Constitution? I believe it rsads
that government is not to be involved in business nor is it
to own property. It was written to orotect our agency. We
ére surely losing all of that.

1f you back any program suggested by the environmentalist
you can't care zpout people. These environmentalist are out
Lo destroy civilization as we know it.

A very alsapoo;:teH citzen

P ZCE;}/LM‘]?%/ (e ALL

hc 70 Box 438§
Sehuearita, Arizcna 85629




Judy Ann Fox
N HC 70 Box 4257
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

January 12, 1999

C.H. Huckleberry, County Adminstrator
130 W. Congress St., 11th Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. C.H. Huckleberry,

I'm writing to your to express my concerns over the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.
Since the Sierita Mountain Park Plan is especially affecting my immediate lifestyle and
consuming my thoughts, I oppose this plan.

I live at McGee Ranch, at the foot of the Sierrita Mountains. It has been in the family
since the late 1800's. Some of these people are six generations here. That should make
some real roots. These mountains have been shelter, comfort, recreation and natures
beauty. Many groups, churches organizations come to enjoy the nature. Our hills can be
enjoyed by all with no charge. Why would we want to ask our tax payers to pay for
something that most will never use. We have many parks close around to us already, like
Mt. Lemmon, Madera Canyon, Tucson Mountain Park, Piccacho Peak, and so on.

I'm just rwriting to keep our private land private not to open up our mountains for a
commercial business.

I've not dealt with communicating with our elected officers much before, but what I have
read and heard of the Plan - it sounds like a dictatorship, and the country I live in is not
run that way.

In conclusion, just leave the Sierrita Mountains the way they are.

Sincerely,

%Ji@w Ty
‘/udy Ann Fox

JAF/mkb




C.H. Huckleberry, County Adminstrator
130 W. Congress St., 11th Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. C.H. Huckleberry,

I am writing in regards to the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan that is being considerad
by Pima County and would like to go on record as being opposed to the taking of more
land then Pima County can afford to pay or or manage. I feel that with the amount of
National Forest, BLM, State lease land and National Monuments that we already have a
very unique area of protected lands. With the removal of more private land, our tax base,
which is already quite small, will continue to decrease and add more taxes.

In regards to the Sierrita Mountain Park, which I live near, I do not feel that this area
mests the criteria for the endangered species act and as their is no natural flowing water, it
does not meet the needs of the Conservation Plan. Sierrita Mining and Ranching the
major land holder is a family enterprise, dating back over 100 years, and has made a very
serious effort over the years to preserve the land and with considerable expense to develop
water for wildlife and livestock. The land has always been open for hiking, picnicking,
hunting and other wholesome activities and will continue to be kept that way for all to
enjoy. So it does not seem prudent in the best interest of Pima County, financially wise, to
try to take over this ranch, when it has been managed in such a careful way, over so many
years,

Sincerely,

Qb D

Sheldon G. Fox

SGF/mkb
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Tuesday. January 12, 1999

CH HUCKLEBERRY

PIMA COUNTY SUPERVISOR

130 W CONGRESS ST !ITH FLCOR

TUCSCON AZ 85701 -

RE: SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

AT ——
R. J.Au.l.l.ls and.i m uj' A—'uvz y‘u mer in ul\.u;am :.Rv' "‘dﬂg &

My name is Jeremy
Ranching Co. I have been a resident of McGese Ranch all my life (28 years) and have
three children ages 6. 3, and 9 months. My wife Dicna M. Harris ard I would like to
g0 on record that we c"po se the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan as it is written.

I am part of the fifth generation born on McGee Ranch. [ do not want the
Siertita Mountains to be a part of this plan. We as a community have taken care of this
land for over 100 years. I cannot understand how the county in any way could take

better care of the land than we have.

Respecifully,
\.....!TIV ...I""
vaev-nta yamng & Ranching Co.

Sierrita Mining & Ranching Cempany HC 70 Box 4260 - Sanuanta, AZ - 25629
(520) 625-1204 - Fax (520) 625-3234




Stephen R. Bacchus
HC 70 Box 4531
Sahuarita, AZ 35629
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January 12, 1

C.E. Huckleberry, County Adminstrator
’ J
130 W. Congress St., 11th Fleor

Tucson, AZ 85701

-

Dear Mr. C.H. Huckleberry,

I am going on record as strongly opposed to Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and
particularly the Sierrita Mountain Park - the local, state, and federal Governments already
own and/or manage too much land in Arizona. Private land owners and ranchers are the
most endangered and important species in our state. To take care of our lands and to
protect Arizona's heritage, our land must be taken care of by the best stewards of the land

- Ranchers and private land owners. Government bureaucracy is not the answer.
Sincerely,
AAp— R Poeh
Stephen R. Bacchus

SRB/mkb




Melissa K. Bacchus
HC 70 Box 4531
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

January 12, 1999

C.H. Huckleberry, County Administrator
130 W. Congress St. 11th Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. C.H. Huckleberry,

I an writing to you to express my concern in the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. T live
in the Sierrita Mountain Park Plan area. And I live it here. It should not be a sight that is
included in your plan. My reasoning is basically family oriented. Now to you, that might
be insignificant, but if you think about it, family is essential. My family has lived here for 6
generations. Now, when do you get a chance to hear of that? All generations in the same
place.

We live in property that is private land, but yes we do lease the land that is trying to be
taken away. We have always paid our dues on the leases. So we do not feel we should be
punished. And yes this is a punishment. We do not want to loose this land. It is very
important to us. We use the land for grazing and use the water from it. We are not doing
any developing on it, so basically we are preserving it ourselves. We do not want the
Government to do it. That is like a slap in the face to those people that love the land. We
do not need to pay more taxes just for you to say this property is a park. And the other
people that love this land are hikers and hunters that enjoy the land and they don't abuse it.
Now if you make this a park, that might bring more people up here that it then might get
abused '

Our family came here and decided to settle here and we so respect that. So please do not
just take land from people, that has not been looked at, or talk with them about it. Not

just our land but any of the land in this plan.

Sincerely,

7 VL/LL/Q/DQ K E)C«.COZ’LLLJS

Melissa K. Bacchus




Dear M. Huckleberry,

[ am very upset to find out
that my children's family history
is going to be taken away.

This is concerning the Sierrita
M . This 15 very wrong. There are
lots of families who go into these
mountains to hunt, my husband
hunts for deer every year it 1is
very needed in our family because
we are so large and meat 1s so
expensive. We have a family of 7
and growing. Our children enjoy
the freedom of hiking in the

mountains. We also go to the
Homestead where my children hear
stories about their Grandparents

and Great Grandparents. They are
able to see were they worked and
how they built their first home.
The McGee Ranch is also a
working ranch with cattle all
around . There are many families
who depend on this type of
income. We are a community besides
a family. This i1s a very special
place to a lot of people. We take
care of the land and the
mountains. If you open this up to
the "people " on 3 sides, it will
not be preserved any more.




You know how destructive people
can be. There are many people who
get water from this mountain. W]
you take water from these people ?

We are citizens and we have the
right to keep our land and
mountain.

There are plenty of parks. We
don"t need to push families off to

have another

Help us keep our land and
heritage.

Very Disappointed,

Kat hy McGee
HC 70 Box 4774
7600 W. McGee Ranch Rd.

Kcﬁ% Lo




Charles E. Bristow
HC 70 Box 4529
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

'I‘uesday,’ January 12, 1999

C. H. Huckelberry, County Administrator
Pima County Governmental Center

130 W. Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701-1317

RE: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

I have lived in the Sierrita Mountains since 1986 and my wife was born and
raised there. I have reviewed the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and
must tell you as a registered voter I am firmly against this! There is NO need
to include the Sierrita Mountain Range. We have kept this land open to the
public and well maintained at no charge to taxpayers. I feel our rights have
been violated and that no real time was spent investigating this. I have joined
the Sierrita Mountain Coalition to help fight this and I am sending letters to
every newspaper in Pima County to help shed the light on this injustice. I
have also realized that many people support this Plan for many reasons but
few really have taken the time read the plan. Once the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan is opened up and exposed I think when election time
comes some of our politicians will see it in an entirely different light

harles E. Bristow

Cc: Sharon Bronson, Pima County Supervisor




C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Soncran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work ané live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have been very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattie benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there z need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although cven to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for aill
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dezr Administrator Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have teen very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there 2 need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Acéministrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,ariz. 85701

Dezr Administrator Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interssts of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have teen very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

Wnen the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
yYears has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
See plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers -
and egquestrians. The lower part of the ranch is oven for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountazins. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Acministrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:
After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation

Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have been very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
ané equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Admi >
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor ' ﬂé; 4 ;
Tucson,Ariz. 85701 : 777@&LX> 2] =

Dear Administrator Huckleberry: i C/

Plan,that was presented to the pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to Dbe in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and jive on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have been very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling éifficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
pecause there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams Over the last one hundred and four
years has increased vildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricteé auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and eguestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access. .

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost tc the taxpayer. Plezse consider this:

e
After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation //,23/%%7

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely,
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.l11th Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have been very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their mznage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed klocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for california when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The manacement of the springs
ancé building cf many dams over the last one hundred and four
Years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
See plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already

there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

Sincerely, .
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress St.llth Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't kelieve this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have been very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife also benefit from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefzthers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
beczuse there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
years has increased wildlife so that even in drought years you
see plenty.

The gquestion is; Why now is there 2 neeé¢ for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
anéd equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for all
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Please consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!
Sincerely,
)Y 58 o O areettle SOX
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C.H.Huckleberry,County Administrator
130 W. Congress sSt.11th Floor
Tucson,Ariz. 85701

Dear Administrator Huckleberry:

After reading the draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan,that was presented to the Pima County Board of Super-
visors,I don't believe this to be in the best interests of
the taxpayers,ranchers or the wildlife.

The people that work and live on the ranch in the Sierrita
Mountains have bkeen very successful at improving the water and
the grasses. Not only do the cattle benefit from their manage-
ment program,the wildlife 21so benefi:t from the developed water
sites and the grass that is planted. The salt and feed blocks
are shared by the wildlife as well as the cattle. The pastures
are not overgrazed and any disturbed ground is always reseeded.

A group of families began the McGee Ranch in 1895. They were
headed for California when traveling difficulties slowed them
and they decided to stay. Many descendants of these original
families are currently living and working on the ranch.

When the forefathers began the ranch the wildlife was sparse,
because there was little water. The management of the springs
and building of many dams over the last one hundred and four
Years has increazsed wildlife so that even in drought years you
See plenty.

The question is; Why now is there a need for the County's
Conservation Plan?

The land is already being managed at no cost to the taxpayer
and as well the county. The mountainous part of the ranch is
under restricted auto access although open to hikers,bikers
and equestrians. The lower part of the ranch is open for aii
access.

You are cordially invited to visit this community and see
for yourself the need for a park does not exist in the Sierrita
Mountains. The park that everyone is talking about is already
there at no cost to the taxpayer. Plezse consider this:

THE RANCHER IS THE ENDANGERED SPECIES!

j}ncerely, Y /7

~ZL aA]er— - ;a7 /727
—_ — o Por o 7 b,,‘} .
Jeso 7/074/‘?//.%‘,/,9

/,/7/?24:/267\/ ”//Z:




Southern Lago del Oro Communitz

Mail: 7925 North Oracle Road, Number 331, Tucson, Arizona 85704
Telephone: 293-1020 Fax: 292-0525

i
)
(.

January 12, 1989 =

a1 N

Supervisor Sharon Bronson

Chair of Pima County Board of Supervisors
130 West Congress Street

11th Floor Administration Building
Tucson, AZ 85701

200 0d

RE: Your vote to remove our community from the proposed
designation of Mountain Park as shown on the first
draft of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
thereby retaining the community’s private
property status. County staff supports this action.

Dear Supervisor Bronson,

You have expressed your desire to 'help our 243 acre community which was established over 30
years ago. Your constituents and supporters live their lives here, and look forward to our
futures here as well.

As you know, our community happened to be drawn in as a Mountain Park in the draft of the
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan presented to the Board on October 27, 1898. As you can
imagine, this has been very stressful for many members of our community, and we are looking
forward to closure on this matter soon.

Upon meeting with County Staff, it was discovered that the boundaries drawn were only
preliminary in nature, and were to be viewed as one possible idea for a wildlife corridor -along
the Canada del Oro wash.

Due to the vastness of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, County staff were unable to
research the particulars of every locale in detail. They were not aware that the CDO wash"in our
community is already protected by four currently existing wildlife corridors, which ioin to
form one large corridor of protection. Wildlife continuously moves freely through our
community, and along the CDO wash unhampered.

On October 27, 1998 our community representatives attended the Board Mesting and made a
presentation to the Board including this new essential information, and we requested that the
Board remove the cross-hatching designation of Mountain Park from our private property.

The Board then asked Mr. Huckleberry to respond to our community’s request.

Mr. Huckleberry answered stating that the objective of the County was wildlife corridor
protection of the CDO wash. In his own worcs he said that the County was concemned “with the
corridor protection of the Canada de! Qro wash, and if there gre other means 1o do that and retzin
their orivate orogertv rights, and allow them to use their property, that is an-appropriate

ion w Id follow.” LeFs i sublR

) Y

st




At the end of the public meeting, you suggested our community follow the process and work with
County staff, which we did. In all, we had ¢ meetings with County staff and officials, and the

documentation from those meetings is attached.

N

Our final meetings were with Mr. Dan Felix, Director of Parks and Recreation who expressed
his support for our community, as well. He stated that he * r v es-

ing_designation of Mountain Park,” and that “the CDOQ wash itself is an existing wildlite
comidor that the Countv recognizes...already protected through Zoning and Fioodplain

Restrictions.”

Mr. Felix also said he “recognized our community's private property rights and preexisting

holdings that need to be honored. There is v Imin ] fv
land, and that the Countv has alternatives gvailable to the east and west of vour communitv on
State Trust lands. It does not make sense to pursue purchasing private property when

taxpayer's money can be better spent in the acquisition of State Trust lands primarily.”

Supervisor Bronson, based upon the views and statements of support our community has
received from both Mr. Huckleberry and Mr. Felix, the goal of wildlife corridor protection in
the CDO wash has been achieved in our case, and therefore, the Mountain Park cross-hatching

designation can be removed.

We request your assistance in having this placed on the Board Agenda, and your vote in support
of this measure.

Action Requested

We ask you, as a member of the Board of Supervisors, to request that the County Administrator
prepare a Resolution to be placed on the Board Agenda. This Resolution would leave our Southemn
Lago del Oro community, south of Rollins Road in Cataiina, in its existing private property
status by removing the proposed Mountain Park designation from our boundaries. Perhaps this
Resolution might be considered by you and the rest of the Board at the same time Mr.
Huckleberry presents his report and recommendations to the Board on public comment.

Our community thanks you for all that you have done to help us. Working with and through the
process can accomplish good when all parties work together. -

-

Please reply to our community’s letter at your earfiest convenience. Thank you.
Sincerely,

bl

Charlés M. Award: M.B.A.
Southem Lago del Oro Community Liaison to Pima County '

cc: Supervisor Boyd Clerk of the Board
Supervisor Carroll Mr. Chuck Huckleberry
Supervisor Eckstrom Mr. Dan Felix

Supervisor Grijalva
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CHRONOLOGY

Supervisor Bronson meets with delegation from Southern Lago Del Oro
Community regarding the proposed mountain park designation placed on

our community.

Supervisor Grijalva meets with delegation from Southern Lago Del Oro
Community regarding the proposed mountain park designation placed on
our community.

County Administrator's staff person Ms, Maeveen Behzn meets with
delegation from Southern Lago Del Oro Community regarding the proposed
mountain park designation placed on our community.

Charles Award, on behalf of Southern Lago del Qro community, gives
presentation to Board of Supervisors at Public Meeting requesting that
the proposed mountain park designation be removed from our community.

nty Admini r Ch Huckleberry responds at public meeting to

community’s concems.

County Administrator's staff person Ms, Maeveen Behan meets with
delegation from Southern Lago Del Oro Community regarding the proposed
mountain park designation placed on our community.

im nty Floodplain Staff meeting takes place. FEMA maps are

reviewed, and provided to community.

Pima County Zoning Staff meetjng takes place. Zoning maps are reviewed,

and provided to community.. -

County Administrator's staff person Ms, Maeveen Behan makes public
presentation at Asarco Building about the proposed Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. Delegation from our community attends.

Parks and Recreation Director Dan Felix meeting takes place regarding

their decision to support our community and remove the proposed
mountain park designation.

Parks and Recreation Director Dzn Felix meeting takes place regarding

their decision to support our community and remove the proposed
mountain park designation.
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PRESENTATION TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PUBLIC MEETING - SONORAN DESERT CONSERVATION PLAN

OCTOBER 27, 1998

PRESENTED BY:
CHARLES AWARD, M.B.A
SOUTHERN LAGO DEL ORO COMMUNITY LIAISON TO PIMA COUNTY

Good morning Board Members and Mr. Huckleberry.

We are here on behalf of the Homeowners of the Southern
Lago Del Oro Neighborhood in South Catalina. Over the weekend, a
large group of us met to express our concerns about the Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan.

Some Background ...

We are a2 community of property owners that have been in
existence for nearly 30 years. We have retired homeowners,
families with children, professional people, etc., in our

community. This is where people live their lives, and want_ to

continue living.

We would like to be able to support the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. However, there is a correction that needs to be
made in our area for us to be able to give our support.

Would the Board please turn to Figure 16 - Catalina State

Park Extension. You will notice there are three neighborhoods in

this same vicinity ...




(1) The Mountainaire Neighborhood,

(2) Our Southern Lago del Oro Neighborhoed, and

(3) The Golder Ranch Neighborhood.

You will notice that our neighborhood is cross-hatched as
a mountain park while the other two are not. Our goal is to remove
the cross-hatching designation of mountain park from our private
property neighborhood and for the mountain park designation to be
placed more appropriately on the State Trust land where it is
vacant ‘land and it will not disrupt or impact a neighborhood
community.

This area over here would be more appropriate for a
mountain park and people's homes and lives would not be disrupted.
Our neighborhood's private property would cost
approximately $5 million, while State Trust land in the same area

would cost a mere fraction of that amount and would not impact a
residential community. Why would we waste needed taxpayers' money
in this fashion. '

Yesterday a delegation of our community met with Mr.
Huckleberry's staff and we determined that we have mutual goals of
protecting wildlife.

Due to the preliminary nature of this proposal for our

area, County Staff were not aware that current zoning restrictions

and floodplain requirements already in place at this time dc indeed

adequately protect wildlife. Most of our community is zoned one




house to 4.3 acres and floodplain reculations\restrict all use of

the floodwav, as well as requiring a 500-foot setback from the

wash. These facts give wildlife in the area ‘the full access

corridor thev need to exist and flourish.

Our neighbors to the east in the Golder Ranch
Neighborhood have virtually the same habitat as our neighborhood.
In fact, they have two washes rather than one wash like us, yet

they were not designated a mountain park. We feel that this is

unecqual and should be corrected.

In summary, we request that the Board order the removal

of the cross-hatching designation from our neighborhood, and return

it to private property status so that we can sleep at night and

support this wonderful plan for protecting and preserving our

desert environment.

Thank you.

Charles Award, M.B.A.

Southern Lago del Oro Community Liaison to Pima County

October 27, 1998




County Administrator's Response to Southern Lago del Oro Community
Text from minutes of Board Meeting--October 27, 1998

Charles Award:

Chairman Boyd:

Mr. Huckleberry:

Finishes speaking (see previous pages for text of
presentation)

“Mr. Huckleberry...can you comment on any of that ?

“Mr. Chairman...that's the purpose of public review
and comment...is to obtain information that would
indicate to the staff that we should in fact modify
the maps...which should be taken into consideration,
the only....again...the staff who worked on this
particular element was concerned mostly with the
corridor protection of the Canada del Oro wash, and
if there are other means to do that and retain their
private property rights, and allow them to use their
property, that is an appropriate action that we
should follow.”
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Coalition for the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan .

300E. Ufl_iversity, Suite 120, Tucson, Arizona 85705 pbbne/faj; (520) 629-0525 emaik c_ac@azstarziet.com'-t

rizona Center for Law in the Public Interest/ Arizona League of Conservation Voters / Arizona Native Plant Society /- .
Alliance Marana / Buffers / Center for Environmental Ethics / Center for Environmental Connections / Defenders of Lo
Wildlife / Desert Watch / Drylands Institute / Environmental and Cultural Conservation Organization/ Friends of Cabeza _
Prieta / Human Ecology Action League / Neighborhood Coalition of Greater Tucson / Northern Tucson Mountains Resource
Coaservation-Education Project / Northwest Coalition for Respoansible Development / Oro Valley Neighborhood Coalition /
Pima Farms-Scenic Drive Neighborhood Association / Pima-Pinal Trails Advisory Committee / Protect Land and : R
Neighborhoods / Saguaro Forest Associates / Save the Scenic Santa Ritas / Sierra Club / Silverbell Mountain Alliance / Sky
Island Alliance / Sky Island Watch / Society for Ecological Restoration-UofA / Sonoran Arthropod Studies Institute / -
Southwest Cencer for Biological Diversity / Southwest Tucson Eavironmental Alliance / Student Environmen tal Action .
- .Coalition-SW / Tucson Audubon Society / Tucson Herpetological Society / Tucson Mountains Association / Tucson Solar
) " .Alliance / Wildlands Project / Wildlife Damage Review / Women for Sustainable Technologies ) CT -

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry =~ -~ > .= . .

Pima County Administrator -~~~ 7 . ... RN
. 130 W.Congress, 10th Floor - -... =~ * < - oo BRI

- Tucson, AZ 85701 - : -~ .-

- Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, MSCP Steering Committee "~

Asyou are aware,theCoa]mon for the 'Sondfan-'l.)esért'Prdt'e_'c'ti_éﬁ' Plan (CSDPP)15 IR

“.very interested in Pima County's multi-species habitat conservation. planning - BRI
- process. -Indeed, our Coalition was formed for precisely the purpose of guiding - - e
- this process toward real protection of ‘endangered and Ao;hglr_ target species, while "

/providing-a blueprint for future urban growth.: -~ -

.

“Many of our member organizations are requesting representation on the Steering AT
- Cormmmmittee that is now being formed within this process. - As well, we would like to . Sl

. request that Carolyn Campbell, the 'Coéliti.on‘Di:e_ctor,'_be included on the - .. .7 . e

Thanlx yo.'u}‘fof your 'cdxisideréﬁoﬁ.' Pleﬁsé E:dnféc"f me ait-529-'4899 if yoﬁ :li'a\:/e any - ‘

.- questions or need more information.: Or feel free to call Carolyn Campbell at'the .
CSDPP office at629-0525. .- Yoo o T T R

cc: Pima County Board of Supervisdrs




From: Carol Duffner Fax- +1{520)7446880 To: Chuck Huckelberry Fax: {820)740-8171 Page 2 of 2 Weanstday, January 13, 1939 8:47 AM

e

January 13, 19€9

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry
Pima County Administrator
130 W. Congress, 10" Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701

RE: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, MSHCP Steering Committee

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

It is our understanding that you are now in the process of establishing a Steering committee
to coordinate development of a regional Pima County multiple species habitat conservation
plan. With this letter, we wish to convey interest by the Northwest Coalition for Responsible
Development in the formal participation on this Steering Committes.

The Northwest Coalition for Responsible Development representatives to the MSHCP
Steering Committee are Joe Murray and Carol Duffner. We can be reached at 742-6721

(Joe Murray) and 744-6880 (Carol Duffner) if you have any questions regarding this letter.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Carel Duffner

Carol Duffner
Secretary, Northwest Coalition for Responsible Development

cc: Pima County Board of Supervisors




Gene I. & Marvyl M. Wendt
WRONG MOUNTAIN WILDLIFE PRESERVE
18000 E. Papago Springs Rd.
PO Box 326
Vail, AZ. 85641-0326
520/647-7538

13 January 1889

PIMA COUNTY ADMINISTRATORS OFFICE
130 W. Congress, 10th Floor, SDCP
Tucson, AZ. 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

Congratulations:

On the outstanding efforts in drafting a plan to promote the
preservation of at least a portion of the beauty of the Sonoran
Desert and link the riparian areas to the surrounding mountain

ranges.

The Rincon Valley is the "Last Great Place®™ in the Tucson
basin and we urge you to hasten preservation of the remainder of
the Rincon Valley that would include:

1l.The preservation of all remaining state land as opren space.

2.The rapid expansion of Colossal Cave Moutain park to the area
outlined in the plan in an effort to forestall the dozers
from destroying additional desert & foothills on remaining
private lands within the proposed park boundry. (e.g. the
latest destruction of the SW1/4S33T15SR17E)

3.NO UP-ZONING of private land that is currently in, adjacent
to or within 1/2 mile of any proposed open space or park
areas. : :

4 .Prohibit construction of any RV park within the valley boundry
whether overmiters or long term. There is adequate area
along I-10 for this type of business.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your proposed
conservation plan.

e sincerely,

Gene I. Wendt Marvyl M. Wendt

GIW/giw
Env/Pimcty/SDCP/011399

RECYCLED
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Written at the time of visiting my mother, Adina Medema (McGec)
Jan. 13, 1999

Officers of Pima County, State of Arizona, and Federal Governments:
Re: Protest Against Sierrita Mountain Land Violation of Residents Rights.

I am part of the large McGee family who has lived in the Sierrita Mountains for six
generations; I was born in Tucson and grew up on the McGee Ranch which was
homesteaded and founded before Arizona was even a state of the U.S.A. My mother was
the tenth child of James Riley McGee by Zinah Bingham, and still lives at the McGes
Ranch today. Others in our community have written similar letters and are trying to
protest, like mysclf, against the takeover of the Sierrita Mountains by federal, state and
county agencies who presume that this arca needs to be managed by government so that it
docs not get exploited or ruined. 1 want to join in this protest because this land does not
need any more government management than it already has.

The Sierrita Mining and Ranching Company and many related families have lived on and
maintained this mountain land continuously and done a good job for all of the hundreds of
relatives of the original pioneers who still hark back to this piece of earth and regard it as
_ their historical, spiritual, as well as physical homebase. These residents have been mindful
of the environmental balance, have been fair with any visitors who wish to hike, hont,
picnic, camp, etc. even when Visitors have shot cows mistaking them for deer, left garbage,
gotten themsclves stuck in arroyos and necessitated rescue. It is a shock to be told that the
Sierrita Mis. will be taken from our care without us being properly informed, much less
consulted. There scems to be no clement of fairness, really, in being irvited to "form a
coalition" or nominate interested parties for " a steering committes™ as the Pima County
representative has suggested, because such actions, though constructive from the view of
the governmental agencies, actually admit to acceptance of these government plans for our
land. Not only do these residents object to the land management being usurped, we also
object to the implication that the land can or would be sold. Certainly Sierrita Mining and
Ranching Company has clearly stated in public and letters, that they have no intention of
selling any land. Right of Public Domain is unjustified.

Sincerzly, . _ -
! L. Coie

Sharon L. Conine ( Mcdema-McGee) P. O. Box 3154, Amherst, MA. 01004




January 13, 1999

Dear Sirs,

I am writing this letter in opposition of the McGee Ranch Park. I was shocked when I
read in the newspaper that my family's ranch was considered for a park. First off, the
landowners were not given due process by reading it in a newspaper.

I am the third generation of the Mcgee family. I grew up on this ranch and am now 27
years old. I, my wife and our three children just remodeled our home and now I am
finding out that you are going to construct the park right through my home. This is not
right.

My grandfather, Chad McGee, passed on to us how his father, J. McGee founded the
property, harvested the land and preserved it. There is a lot of history here. My
grandfather founded and developed the Sierrita Mining and Ranching Co. His intent was
to have the family work the land through cattle ranching and construction. Many families
here work for this company to support their families and they also take great pride in our
ranch. They are passing down to their kids what our ancestors intent was, along with the
morals and values that society today doesn't seem to acknowledge.

My grandfather told me to raise my children up here, there was no better place. He was
right. We lived inTucconfor a while, the kids grades were poor and were more concerned
with violence and gangs than with morals, values and school. My wife and I took a cut in
pay to live here, for the sake of a great environment for our kids. Now they are honor roll
students. They are in a 4-H club, taking on the responsibility of raising market hogs.
They also do community volunteer work with their club. Iam passing down to them my
family's history and they are learning to take care of our land, how to garden and many
more responsibilities that many children these days don't have. Most of all they; learning
morals and values and responsibility and being a family. are,

There are more than 100 families living here all with the same goal; to go back to the
basics of life and raise their children to become well rounded educated adults. We take
great pride in preserving our land. If there were 2 park here it would destroy the

preservation of this land.

The public is already invited to go through the gates at the top of the ranch and hike and
sight-see. Why must there be a park? '

McGee Ranch is a cattle ranch where the decedents of the McGees' and Harris' are up
keeping the land and raising their families. We value what we have and what has been
passed down to us and are not willing to give any of it up. We urge you to reconsider.




Sincerely,

£ Lk

Ernest Burnham
Great grandson of J. Mc Gee

cc:

Attorney General Grant Woods.

Senator John McCain

Senator John Kyl

Jim Kolbe, Congressional Rep. District 5
Ed Pastor, Congressional Rep. District 2
C.H. Huckleberry, County Administrator
Mike Boyd, Pima County Supervisor, District 1
Dan Eckstrom, District 2

Sharon Bronson, District 3

Raul Grijalva, District 5

Green Valley News

Govenor Tone Dee Hull




JAN-15-88 ©08:35 FROM: iD:

The

TLCSON OFFICE: : | Nﬂﬁ«ﬂ’e
300 East University Blvd., Suite 230 COTLS
on. Arizana $5705. o N
(224) 622-3861 Fax (520) 620-1799 - Arizona Chapter

LESLIE N. COREY. JR.
Vice President & Jixecutive Director

January 14, 1999

Mr. Chuck Hucklébcrfy

Pima County Manager

Pima County Administrator’s Ofﬁc.,
130 S: Congress Avenue - :
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry:

il
3
()
m

PEOENIX OFFICE:
5305 North 12th Sceet, Suite 402
Pheenix, Arizona 85014

(602) 264-4665 Fax (602) 2644960

The’ Anzona Chapter of The Natun. COnsafvancv is interested in participating as &
member of the Steennz Comittee for the Pima County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

This is a bold and historic conservanon effort for Pima County

and we appland the leadership

that you and thé Pima County Board of Supervisors have tzken in this regard.. We look forw: ard

to working with you and your staff to assist the County’s efforts.

1 look forward to hearing from you.

ec. Margaret Madder".; Chair, Board of Trustess, Arizona Chapter-

&5 Prinoed on secyded papes




Vicki L Cox Golder
3415 E. Goider Ranch Road
Tucson. Arizona 85739

Phoune 520-825-3922
Fax 825-3977

January 14, 1999

Chuck Huckleberry
County Administrator
130 W. Congress
Tucson, Arizona 35701

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

1 am writing to submit my name for consideration on the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan Committee.
I and my family have a vested interest in this plan and I feel I am qualified to serve.

The plan calls for the expansion of the Catalina State Park. That expansion would greatly impac;t our cattle
grazing operation. That expansion would also greatly effect surrounding property owners. 1 beheve.l have some
solutions to these problems that could benefit everyone involved. With every park expansion. you will encounter
these same concerns, so any solutions would also benefit everyone in the county.

I hope you will seriously consider my appointment. I will do my best to.be constructive in trying to help you meet
your goals while at the same time addressing the many obstacles that this plan presents.

Sincerely,

c

Vicki L. Cox Golder




Symgé  Silverbell Mountain Alliance
F Pt 13457 North Red Hill Road * Marana. Arizona 85653
Phone/FAX: 520-632-6182

Cougar en. 14, 1999

Pygmy Owl -

To: Office of Chuck Fuckelberry
(Re: Oteering Committee)

G am Guy Kirkpairick. vice-president of Oilverbell Nin. Alliance. F am a pen
and ink wildlife ariist, a family man and properly owner of remote and rare lands in
Arizona and MNew Mexico. .

G have been involved in the rebabiliiation and re-iniroduckion of many endangered
species in the southwest, especially the rapfors. Iy family and 7 bave built an
elaborate natural riparian sanchuery in o beautiful areas of the southmest < We
bave observed an ever increasing need for responsible buman inierackion in order fo
maintain the precious balance of all ihe threatened species of life; especially
regarding the systemafic, insensifive invasion of our natural habitats end corridors.

G hope F can be of some service as & member of this commitfee and cause.

Oincerely,
PBephaniab Guy Kirkpatrick
Dersone! Pailing Address:

P.O. Box - 71324

Tucson, AL 85703

Telophone # (520) - 682 - 6137

ial Site

10.000 year old Hohokam Ceremon

Bighorn Sheep ,._'_—';_ Printed on Reeycled Paper Jaguar

P




FROM : CNTR ENU ETHS PHONE NO. : 5297439441 Jan. 14 1S5S @4:18PM P1

Quinn Simpson . Jan. 14, 1999
Center for Environmental Ethics '

6550 West Sunset Road

Tucson, Arizona 85743

Chuck Huckleberry 4
Pima County Administrator
Pima County Administration
130 West Congress

10th Flcor

Tucson, Arizona 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

Dear Mr. Huckleberry,

Please accept my request to assist in the planning process of the Sonoran Desert Conservation
Plan, particularly its MSCP comporent. | am a willing and able representative of the Center for
Environmental Ethics and am requesting a seat on the Steering Commitiee which will act to
formulaté decisions pertaining to your Consérvation Plan. -
If I might supply you with information regdrding my credentials or my qualifications to serve
on such 2 Committee, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Quinn Simpson
Director, Center for Environmental Ethics
Tucson, Arizona

cc: Supervisor Raul Grijalva
Pima County Supervisor




United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE .
Saguarc National Park
3693 South Old Spanish Trail
Tucson, Arizona 85730

INREPLY AEFIR TQ:

D18 (SAGU-SUPT)
Jaruary 15, 1999

Mr. Chuck Huckleberry
Pima County Adminisator
130 W. Congress, 10® Floor
Tucson, AZ 85701-1517

Dear Mr, Huckleberry:

First, we want to congratulate you on your Jeadership in developing an exceptional and
progressive integrated plan to identify important conservation parcels and to develop
strategies for their protection, The fact that this effort has come so far with such strong and
diverse support is remarkable. [ wanted to pardeularly recogrize the outstanding job your
special assistant, Maveen Behan, has done in bringing everyone to the table and effectively
establishing consensus.

There are many positive aspects 10 this conceptual plan. By combining six elements into an
integrated whole, you envision a system of protected areas that is much greater than the sum
of its parts. The strategies outlined in the plan, when implemented, will be extremely
beneficial in protecting Saguaro National Park and will establish Pima County as a leader in
comprehensive community-based conservation. Just as Saguaro Natonal Park cannot
mmaintain ecosystem integrity/viability withcut interconnecting protected areas, Pima County
cannot reach your goals without integrating with your neighbors. In fact, this may well
serve as 2 national model for other counties facing similar situztions.

Generally, I found that the presentation of the material in the plan was well organized and
thoughtful. The objectives were clear and comprehensive and most of my questions were
answered in the document. My specific comments will focus on areas that are most closely
connected with the east and west units of Saguaro National Park.

1. We are particularly interested in maintaining biological and ripariar corricors that link
various protected areas, thus reducing habitat fragmentation. We also want 1o reduce the
potential for the invasion of non-native species, primarily fire-prone plants and aggressive
amphibians like bulliogs.

2. In the Rincon Mountain Distict (Saguare East), we endorse the concept of the entire
length of Rincon Creek, from where it exits the park boundary to its junction with Pantano
Wash, to be identified as a biological corridor (fig. 24). However, Rincon Cresk is not

SAGURRO NATICNALFARY NO.TTa =,
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accurately represented in Figure 24. Midway through the Rincon Valley, Covote Creek, 2
tritutary of Rincon Creek is highlighted, instead of Rincon Creek proper, which comtinues
northeast into the park (not that Coyote Cresk may not mezit designation/protection as well.)
The upper end of this streambed crosses private land'and has key water fearures where
native frogs stll breed. Similar designations for Rincon Cre=Xk wibutaries, Chimenea and
Madrona Cre=ks, would help protect sections of these streams that cross private lads. The
Rincon Creek restoration projects mentioned on p. 16 are very important for improving the
biological integrity of the Rincon watershed We support the Rincon Institute’s proposal to
expand Colossal Cave Mountain Park even more by adding more adjacent state lands than
curreatly shown in the plan.

5. On the north side of the Rincon Mountain District we would like for you to consider
including the small sliver of land berwesn the park boundzary and Tanque Verde Cresk as
part of a biological corridor linking the park with the wash. The potential for more dense
development in the arsa would seriously degrade migration routes for park wildlife that
leave the pack and use the riparian corridors such as Tanque Verde Creek. Furthermare,
protecting riparian habitat within the Tanque Verde cresk bed from where it exits National
Forest land to where it joins Agua Caliente is important for wildlife movement. possible,
protection should extend to its juncture with Sabino Cresk or Pantano Wash.

4. The Tucson Mountains are a relatively small range and maintaining connections between
them and other nearby ranges is excesdingly important for maintaining viable wildlife
populations. Linkages between the Tucson and Santa Catalina Mountains have besa
compromised beyond restoration, but protecting corridors to the west may still be
accomplished. Additional scientific studies would be nesded to determine the sigaificance
of these corridors. Designation and protection of the Waterman-Roskruge Mountzin Park
and protection of the Tucson Mountain West Biological Corsidor, shown with cross hatches
on figure 14 are essential projects for maintaining these important linkages. There may also
be some remnant corridors on the east side of the Tucson Mountain District that have not
beezn identified in your draft.

5. Some of the figures do not porzay Saguaro National Park’s boundary accurately.
Specifically, figures 1, 2, 5, 6, 12, 14 and 22 do not include the expansion areas that were
added to both districts in the 1990’s. Figure 3 seems to skow the boundaries accurately,
except for the extreme scutheast corner of the Tucson Mountain Distict, where some
additional areas should be included inside the boundary, Figure 3 seems 1o illustrate state-
owned within the park boundary accurately; however, it would benefit from a mare
comprehensive legend. Figure 4 uses the same boundary, but shows some private land
(white) within the boundary in areas that are all federal ownership. Current boundary maps
for Saguaro National Park will be sent separztely.

Finally, I would like to offer Saguaro Nationa! Park’s wildlife biologist, Natasha Kline, as a
possible member of the technical commitres assigned to devzlop the multi-species habitat
conservation plan and biolegical assessment. I would also voluntesr to serve on the overall

steering committes.

Best of luck with a remarkable and courageous plan!




Sincerely,

-

ranklin C. Walker
Superintendent
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Altar Valley Conservation Alliance

¢/o Pat King, Anvil Ranch, HC ] Box 97E. Tucson, AZ 85736 (520) 822-1065
c/o Mary Miller, Elkhom Ranch, HC 1 Box 97. Tucson, AZ 85736 (520) 822-1040

January 15, 1999

Mr. C.H. Huckelberry, County Administrator (by Fax and Mail)
Pima County Public Works Center

130 West Congress 10th Floor

Tucson, AZ 85701

Ph (520} 740-8751

Fax  (520) 740-8171

Regarding: Comments on Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

The purpose of this letter is to introduce you to our orgamzation, the Altar Valley Conservation
Alliance, comment on the draft Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, and propose members of our
organization who would like to participate in further development of the Sonaran Desert
Conservation Plan. We had the opportunity to begin leaming about this effort last month when
Maeveen Behan and Linda Mayro spent the aftemnoon with us. During our session with them,
members of our organization expressed interest in working with you, particularly on the portions
of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan applicable to the Altar Valley. We look forward to
having Maeveen and perhaps others from your staff attend our next meeting on Sunday February
7, 1999 at the Anvil Ranch to begin this effort.

Before we provide our comments, we would like to introduce ourselves to you. We are a group of

ranch families and citizens committed to stewardship of the Altar Vallcy where we live and work.

A handful of folks began working together as the Altar Valley Conservation Alliance in Septemnber

1995, Since then, our group has grown to include most of the Altar Valley ranches, several private

citizens from the communities of Robles Junction and Arivaca, and numerous representatives from

;_Ofal. State and federal government agencies (please see the attached mailing list). Qur vision
ollows:

The Altar Valley Conservation Alliance has a vision for stewardship of the Aliar Valley
watershed for the nexx 50 years. First, open space should be maintained and enhanced,
while respecting private property rights. Second, economically productive use of the valley
lands, both private and public, should continue. Third, management efforts should
accelerate the rate of improvement of the Altar Valley watershed. Fourth, Western cultural
values and the historic ranching communities of the Altar Valley watershed should be
preserved. These elements of our vision are interwaven -- nore can be achieved
independently, nor can they be achieved without cooperation between all land stewards
within the Valley. This vision will guide Alliance projects and ejfforts to wark '
cooperatively with public and Sate lund managers and others who have a stake in the future
of the Altar Valley watershed.
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Currently we are working on a watershed resource assessment project, funded by the State of
Arizona Watershed Protection Fund. We are compiling historical and current stewardship data for
the Altar Valley watershed and will use this information to create an action plan for future
stewardship projects. We have developed and continue to maintain a prescribed natural fire
management map for the watershed, and have made significant progress on transferring this data
into a Geographic Information System database. We support each other and share information
about other situations as the need arises, ranging from the various lawsuits affecting US Bureau of
Land Management and Forest Service grazing allotments to State grazing lease issues to
endangered species challenges. We have also actively opposed transfer of Baboquivari Peak
Wildemness to the Tohono O'odham Nation and have encouraged the US Bureau of Land
Management to initiate cooperative management planning for this area to resolve concerns aud keep
the area accessible to all people. In general, we strongly believe that ranching and conservation are
ideal partmers. We strive to act upon our beliefs and seek every opportunity to spread the word
about the positive role ranching plays in preserving open space and habitat, maintaining open lands
for public use and economic activity, and building healthy productive communities.

We will now provide our comments on the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (the Plan). We will
begin with some general observations and then become more specific. As should be clear from our
vision, we are enthusiastic about the idea of open space protection. The Plan's recognition of
ranches as part of the conservation solution is truly refreshing and encouraging, and we arc pleased
1o see the Altar Valley highlighted as an area worthy of preservation and protection. Ranching is
certainly affected by many endangered species situations, so the notion of resolving endangered
cperies canflicts reginnally is appealing. At the same time, as ranchers wo are admittedly wary of
the potential for additional government coatrol. When we first saw the Flan on December 7, 1998,
we were defensive and somewhat offended to find the Altar Valley and our ranches highlighted in
what looked like 2 rather stick finished product when we had never been consulted. At our
December meeting, Maeveen and Linda assured us that the process has barely begun and that the
County does indeed want us to help create this plan. And so at this point, we find our opinion of
the Plan to be 2 mixed bag of curiosity, hope and concern. We do notintend to take a defensive
stance. Rather we would like to be involved to assure that the Plan helps us achieve our vision for

the Altar Valley.

From here on, our comments will be more specific.

1) Regarding urban expansion (pp. 1-3). We share the Plan's concer about urban expansion.

We are keenly aware of the pressure of growth southwest of Tucson and in the Robles Junction
area. Many ranches have already been purchased for development, resulting in permanent change
to the productive agricultural capabilities and open space character of the Altar Valley. Weare keen
to avoid having additional Altar Valley ranch land head this direction.

2) Regarding the importance of State Trust land (pp. 4-5) . The Plan points out the importance of
State Trust lands in protecting Pima County open space. Here in the Altar Valley, our future is
closely tied to the fate of State Trustland. Given the uncertain future of State land, 1t is difficult for
private land owners to consider land protection measures such as conservation easements on their
own land. There are numerous ways that State land open space preservation could be stabilized
ranging from longer leases to purchase or transfer of State land development rights to
establishment of State range land preserves. We hope that stabilizing the future of State Trust

Jands in the Altar Valley will be considered as a goal of the Plao.

1T 10QC MO AaRdm DN
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3) Regarding ranch conservation (pp. 5-9). As we mentioned above, we are pleased to see that
ranching recogaized as a vital part of Pima County's heritage and future. We are pleased to see
Altar Valley ranches included as a component of the open space preservation puzzle, and at the
same time the recognition raises concern since the Plan provides so little detajl about what the
County has in mind. We hope that you will allow us to work directly with you to plan for our
area. Please note that your Figure 4. Ranch and Agricultural Use map has some errors and
omissions, for example "King" is the Anvil Ranch. Chilton family ranch lands around Robles
Junction are not represented nor are the Palo Alto or Encinas Ranches, to mention a few examples.

4) Regarding the Robles Ranch (p. 10). We support restoration and use of the historic Robies
Ranch as a community center.

5) Regarding the Mountain Parks (pp. 16-18). We would like to point out that the Mountain Park
aspect of the Plan was one element that caused widespread concern. At first glance, the Plan
would lead one to believe that any private or leased land within 2 proposed Mountain Park would
be subject to serious management changes. possible condemnation or the like. Philosophicall y
speaking, this apparent threat to private property rights and additional layer of potential public
management direction provoked a negative response. The media splash that accompanied initial
public display of the Plan did not clarify points that had raised doubts. We would hope that well
managed ranch operations would continue to be a positive part of the open space preservation in
Mountain Parks, as you have suggested in your Ranch Conservation section.

6) Regarding Corridor Conservation (pp. 18-19). The Los Robles/Brawiey/Altar Wash Complex
is highlighted as an area for Habitat, Biological, and Ecological Cormridor Conservation. We really
cannot comment in detail, as the Plan provides no detail as to what this corridor designation will
mean refative to the significant parcels of private property and the important adjoining State lands
leased historically for productive agriculture. We are concerned about stewardship of the Brawley
Wash area, and hope to identify ways to enhance this watercourse through our Watershed
Resource Assessment Project funded by the Watershed Protection Fund. As with the Ranch

Conservation clement of the Plan, we hope the Couuty will work dircetly with us to determine how
this corridor will be protected and managed.

7) Regarding Critical and Sensitive Habitat (pp. 20-22). We feel that this section needs significant
development. We have a great deal of site-specific experience regarding endangered species
situations among our members. We want to part of developing this Plan to assure that specics
concerns are addressed. as well as the interests of the people using the land. Itis importantfor you
to understand that we are wary of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Many people are using the
ESA as their primary lcgal tool in their efforts to systematically remove grazing from public land.
Arbitrary usc of the ESA severely threatens ranching. Ironically, this situation has contributed
greatly to sale and subsequent development of ranch lands that were once prime open space and

habitat.

All this said. we are willing to jump in and contribute to making this Habitat Conservation Plan
work for all of us. We sincerely hope that others involved in further development of this Plan will
pause to realize that threatened and endangered species living on ranch lands are probably there
because of good stewardship by ranchers, not in spite of ranching.
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More specifically, the current draft of the Plan seems to be focused on the Cactus Ferruginous
Pygmy Owl. This bias is understandable, given that conflicts over how to protect the pygmy owl
were the major impetus for developing the Plan. The Plan doesn't even mention Pima Counrty's 18
threatened or endangered species -- the list provided in the Resolution appended to the December 3.
1998 Board of Supervisors Memorandum. Maeveen Behan suggested to us that one of our
primary reasons for supporting the Plan should be that endangered specics challenges affecting us
now orin the future would be addressed regionally for all of us. At this point, it would appear that
the Plan will need to broaden it's attention significantly to achieve this goal. In additon, we are
concerned about current and future critical habitat designations and what they will mean tous. Our
collective experiences have also taught us that the science of endangered species situations can be
highly political. Itwill be extremely important that all parties involved in developing the Plag
support the scientific methods chosen and the personncl contracted or assigned to do the work.

8) Regarding Funding and Implementation (p. 24). We agree that public / private partnerships and
intergovernmental cooperation will be important. As we discussed earlier, coordination with the
State Land Department re garding State Trust lands will be crucial.

9) Regarding Land Use Policy (pp. 31-32). To be honest, we have not had time to discuss these
policies individually nor determine how they would affect the Altar Valley. We are definitely

1nterested in participating in further development of thesc policies and do apologize for not having
specifics to offer at this time.

We understand that you are refining plans for how to organizc people interested in helping with the
Plan. We would like to offer the time and expertise of several members of our organization — Pat
King, Mary Miller, Micaela King, Andrew McGibbon and Sue Chilton. In addition, our
organization as a whole would like to meet with your staff regularly to work on portions of the
Plan specific to the Altar Valley. We would be happy to provide whatever additional information
you might need about our organization or members. We appreciate your attention to our comments
and Jook forward to working with you.

Sincerely,
Pat King, President Mary Miller, Secretary

Attachment:  Altar Vailey Conservation Alliance Membership List (Mail Only)



George R. Bender
3509 W. Blacksill Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85741

520-648-8752 Voice
520-648-8755 FAX

Date: January 185, 1999

Pima County Administrators Office
130 W. Congress
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Sirs,

I am interested in participating in the steering committee for the Pima County regional multi-species
habitat conservation plan. It is my understanding that the steering committee would help in reviewing
options and information from technical advisory teams for recommendations that would later go to the
elected officials for consideration.

My reasons for seeking to be a member of the steering committes are:

I am a concerned employee of a mining company, Cyprus Sierrita, which is near one of the areas proposed
for protection in the Sierrita Mountains. I want to see that mining is considered in the process.

I am the Vice President of the Tucson Chapter of People for the USA, which has over 100 members in the
Tucson area. We support private property rights, multiple use of public land, and use of facts and good
science to make public policy decisions. I want to see that this philosophy is considered in
recommendations on the plan.

As a resident, property owner, and parent in northwest Tucson I am concerned about the effect on property
taxes, the construction of facilitities( such as Pima College) and access for outdoor recreation. Iam
particularly interested in the possibility of having a northwest area Pima College campus built since this
would reduce the commuting for my children while they attend classes.

Sincerely,

MW@@@JQ«

George R. Berder




:J.an-15-99 13:51 Gerald Juliani. 8§20 6222256

PURE WATER COALITICN
630 East Second Street
Tucson, Arizona 8570%
Vox: 622-5222 Fax: 622-2256
e-mail: juliani@azstarnet.com

15 January 1999

Mr. C.H. Huckelberry
County Administrator
Pima County, Arizona
Fax 740-8171

in re: Sonoran Desert Protection Plan
Steering Committee

Dear Mr. Huckelberry,

On behalf of the Pure Water Coalition this is my epplication
and request to be appointed to the Steering Committee of the
Sonoran Desert Protection Plan.

I understand that present thinking has it that the Steering
Committee will function for around two years, and thet it shall
meet, normally, about once per month.

I pledge that, if named to this Committee, I will be a
diligent member, will attend all meetings unless prevented by
force majeur, and will do my best to meke a positive
contribution to attaining its goals.

with thanks for your consideration, I am,

Cordiallyj\yours,

Gerald B
Spokesma

-01
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January 15, 198S

Mr. C.E. uucl-‘elr:er'fy

Cou 1Ty Acdminietrator

Pima County Covernmenta1 Center
130 W. Congres

Tucson, Ar lzona 85701

Re: Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan for Pima County
.
Dear Mr. Auckelb y:

The Ari zona Game a’id FlSh Departmet (Deo¢ftmeut) aﬂorea_latea Pima :
County‘s close cocrdination with our azgency during’ development of - -
the Sonor‘n Desaxt Conservation Plan (CDCP) " Consistent w:.th the. -
Department’s Nc‘vevnooz. 30, 1988 commen lettev on the October drait
cf the bJ.JCP we . look forwarc. to woz.‘-c ne cooperat*vely with. Pima.
County and OthP*.eULILLes on ‘this nl:nnlng effort.: Some snec1;;c -
comments on -the SDCP have ‘already be_-- provided to Pima -County in-
our last letter|and at receant meetinge. The Department anticipates
providing additional commentb on the SDCP thruughuug the planning
process associzted with this effort. o

|

During the review period for the .October version of the SDCP,
inceresrad parties wers invited to notify Pima County of. their
interest to participate in the Steering Committee tasked with
development ofia multi-species habitat consérvation plan, Tre
Department respectiully req1 ests -full reprssentation on this
Steering Commitu:e. ‘

2gain, thank vcou for the opportunity to be involved in tke
development of| the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan for Pi ma -
County. If.you have any ‘questions reca*dlng this lpttpr, please
contact me at (1609) 789-3604. A

Singerel

] 4 /ﬂ;é%&/

David L. Walker )
Habitat Branch Chief

DLW:=3x '

izcna Game and Fish Deparctment
tor, Wildlife Manacsmens Div.

An Eoual Ooaortunity Reasonable Aczemmedations Agency
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January 15, 1999

C.H. Huckelberry

Pima County Administrator
130 West Congress, 10* Floor
Tucsor, Arizona 85701

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

I am writing to request a seat on the steering committee of Pima County’s upcoming regional
multiple species conservation planning process for the Southwest Network for Environmental and
Economic Justice. Iam a grassroots facilitator in search of connecting bioregional issues and
people across political boundaries.

The Southwest Network for Environmental and Economic Justice, a grassroots network of
people of color, commmunity based groups, Indian nations and independent trade unions along the
southwestern part of the United States and northem part of Mexico, is deeply concerned and
committed to stopping “rezoning” strategies which only serve corporate greed without
consideration or respect for Mother Earth, culture, history and the disenfranchised.

Environmental and economic justice requires that we as individuals make personal and consumer
choices to consume as lirtle of Mother Earth’s resources and to reprioritize our lifestyles to insure
the health of the natural world for present and furture generations. Environmental Justice
mandates the right to ethically balanced and responsible uses of land and renewable resources in
the interest of a sustainable planet for humans and other living creatures.

Please keep me informed as to upcoming steering committee meeting dates and times.
Sincerely,

Teresa Leal
Co-Chairperson, SNEEJ

441 Grand Ave. Suite 7 #7
Nogales, Arizona 85621
(520)287-6317
(520)287-4349 fax
borderlands@theriver.com

cc: Pima County Board of Supervisors

Southwest Network for Environmental & Economic Justice

[ SO ~T. o
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January 15, 1999

C. H. Buckelberry

Pims County Admmistrator
130 West Congress
Tucson, Arizona 85701-1317

Dear Mr. Huckelberry:

On behalf of Defeaders of Wildlife, 2 national conservation orgamization
dedicated to the protection of plants and animals and ther native habtats,
we are pleased to provide you with commments on Pima County's Draft
Soporan Desert Conservation Plan and Preliminary Work Plan for
Endangered Species Protection. Defenders, with over 300,000 members
and supporters nationwide, mcluding over 6,000 in. Arizona, is an active
member of the Coalirian for the Sonoran Desert Protection Plan. In
addsrion, as an mdependent organization, we &re committed to promotng
regional, ecosysiem-level conservation planning in Pima County and to
aggressively protecting the Arizona population of the Cactus Ferruginous
gmy-Owl (Glaucidium brasilianum cactorum; heremafier,

-

"pygmy-owl").

Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan

The task for the SDCP is hoge: crafting a system of lands that will
preserve the pgtural resources and landscapes that attract and keep people
in Tucson, while managing the huge influx of residents expected In the
coming decades. The thought of developing 160 square miles of addidonal
land to accommodate that influx,.and the impacts to air and water this will
Jikely have, is nightmarish to current residents. The SDCP clearly
articalates the scope of this problem, and represents the begmning of 2
visionary plan that has the potential to Jead to the preservation of
immportant habitats and historic features into the future. The recent
umanimous vote by the Tucson City Council to join with the County in the
SDCP is auspicious.

National Headguarters ;

i C. Il‘sg(r)wc::rh Sireet, NW The County 1.5 currenﬂy be:'ng tes{ed by pIOpOSCd llpZODjﬂgS on land
e ingron, DC 20005 parcels of varying size, the development of which has 2 detrimental
Teieshone 202682940 cumnulative impact on the environment. With regard to Canos Ranch, we

7ax 202.662-1331 applaud the County’s decision to defer 1o and be consistent with the

Py,

"""" oo defendezs ors principles set forth by the draft SDCP. In kesping with these principles to
avoid making land use decisions on a piecemeal basis, we mamtain our
position that all proposed upzonings for lands likely to have ecological and
Historical value be denied in the :nrerim. In addition. we recommend taking
this policy one siep further to deny all upzonings until sach time as an

e
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assessment of the cumularive environmental mpacts of development has been done.

While Defenders appreciates SDCP’s broad six-pronged approach, it is important to note that
from an ecological perspectve, the proposed land acquisttion to date, while praissworthy, is not
based on a comprehensive assessmeat of lands needing protecticn to ensure recovery of at-risk
species or on scientfic priaciples of biological linkages. As such, mere protection of proposad
lands to date is not likely o achieve the goals set forth in the SDCP unless further land
acquisition, protection, and regulation is iitiated and compieted. One specific example is
“Riparian Restoration”, which ideally should require furure projects to be derermined based on
scientifically determined ecological requirements. Acquisition prorities may change based on the
production of the biological assessment yet to be completed.

Based on the apparent intent of the SDCP as well as Defenders’ commitment to maintaining
current survival of the pvgmy-owl population 'n Arizona, we believe that the SDCP omts key
tracts of land in need of immediate protection. This cannot wait years for the completion of the
biological assessment, as further delay will likely preclude survival of this extremely endangered
species. In addition to furthering species protection, the up front acquisttion of as much land
currently known to be sensitive will make the upcoming mscp process that much easier. We have
several preliminary recommendations for land acquisition/protection to this end and would like to
commumicate with the County, AGFD, FWS, and private landowners to facilitate protection of
other areas in need of immediate artention for this reason & the very near furure.

Tortol P

Defenders believes that due to recently obtaimed information about the heightened mmportance to
pygmy-owls of land slated for development at Dove Mountain, we would like to see the proposed
Tortolita Mountain Park expanded to include all undeveloped areas of Dove Mountain, including
the “Bajada” acreage in addition to Ruelas Canyon W ich the SDCP proposes to acquire as part
of the Tortolita Mountain Park expansion. The expansion of this particular mountain park
defiitely falls under the category of «Critical and Sensirive Habitat Preservation” as well.

Ecological Corridor Conservation
In line with the County’s proposed acquisition to lmk the Tortolita Mountains with the Santa

Catalina Mountains, we also believe that protection of currently undeveloped land connecting the
Torolita fan across I-10 to the Tucson Mountains as well as to the Silverbell Mountams warrants
immediate action. Maimtaining the currently vegetated linkages that are likely to connect existing
pygmy-owls in the Torroiitas to the remaimder of the Arizona population firther west should be a

priomry.

Critical and Sensitive Eabitat Preservation

The site of the proposed new high school for the Amphitheater School Distric, as one of the
most heavily documented areas used by pyemy-owls in the northwest Tucson area, cextainly
warrants immediate acquisition. As such, it is also important to acquire or otherwise protect
currently undeveloped land which would connect the Amnphi site to the southern end of the
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Tortolita Mountains as part of “Ecological Corridor Consezvation™ and “Tortolita Mountain
Park Expansion”. Another axample of important pyemy-owl habitat in ne2d of immediate
protection would be any fiedgling dispersal corridors. documented by the Arizona Game and Fisa
Department, which are at sk of being developed. If areas such as these are not protected in the

interim, short-term as well as long-term survival of the species will be preciuded.

If the County would like further nput abour these and other important areas in nesd of mmmediate
protection, we would be mterested, willing, and eager to discuss these with you.

Preliminary Work Plan to Achieve Interim and Long Term Goals Related to Endangered
Species and Habitat Protection

Defenders is most interesied I the Work Plan, which is appended to the end of the draft SDCP.
As a national conservation organization and as an environmental group with substantial staff
presence in Tucson, we hope hat we can continue to work closely with you in making Pima
County's proposed muitiple species habitat conservation a scientifically responsible model that the
rest of the nation can follow. Aswe articulated in a Decezmber 15, 1998 letter to you, the
pygmy-owl is the driving force behind the Department of Interior's considerable attention to this
sesue and funding for multiple-species planming at the regional level. The known pyguy-owl
population in Arizona is extremely small and relatively lirdle is known about this species;
therefore, the work plan's goal of "2 high environmental siandard of long term survivability” will
require a high degres of habitat protection. The conservation plan must start with protection of
currently occupied pygnry-owl habitat, and the umbrella of protection must extend to previously
occupied habitat and lands necessary for feeding, reproduction, sheltering, and dispersal Crizical
habitat that will be designated by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service must be included among
protected lands as well. We hope that there will be close coordination with the Fish and Wildlife

Service’s pygmy-owl recovery team throughout the mscp Process.

Our national perspective on this issue is contained in a Defenders’ report entitled Frayed Safety
Nets: Conservation planning under the Endangered Species Act. The report, published in 1998, is
the first detailed, comprehensive analysis of endangered species conservation planning to date,
and it includes mformarion about all aspects of different types of private landowner agreements.
The report contains an analysis of 24 representative conservation plans from across the country,
including several regional HCPs designed to bring urban growth in compliance with the
Endangered Species Act (ESA). The report highlights the best and worst examples of various
aspects of conservation planning. We hope that you will consider the report's recommendations
as you craft a conservation plan that will avoid the problems of HCPs in other cities and set an
example of science-based conservation. In paricular, we recommend that HCPs enhance the
recovery of listed species, that large-scale HCPs (such as Pima County’ s) have mdependent
scientific review of multiple stages of the process, that HCPs define biological goals, and that

biological monitormg and adaptive management direct ongoing implementation.

The fate of the pygmy-owl I Arizona largely lies in Pima County's planning efforts and in mnterim
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protections, and we commend the County for the first sieps taken in this direction and encourage
the County to continue to take further steps toward conservation of this crirically endangered
species. The County’s demonstrated commitment to protect pygmy-ow] habitat in Arthur Pack
Park is an excellent nterim measure. Nevertheless, a number of parcels of land with prime
pvgmy-owl] habitat within Pima County and adjoming jurisdictions have been lost since the bird
was listed as endangered, and further loss of habitat is likely to preclude long-term survival of the
pvgmy-owl before 2 conservation plan is in place. Interim solutions wiil require substantial
protection of private lands in Pima County, and we are pleased that your office is working with
Defenders and the Coalition on interim solutions.

We are encouraged to see that the Work Plan contains 3 aumber of interim pygmy-owl studies to
be carried out. ' ’

More Comprehensive Surveys
More comprehensive surveys are essential to science-based planning We are enclosing a copy of
a letter from a group of esteemed scientists commenting on the survey protocol for the pygmy-
owl. This group of some of the mos: knowledgeable and prominent ornithologists and
conservation biologists from across the country have agreed that an ultraconservative approach
ould be taken to detect and protect pygmy-owls, and that the loss of even one individual bird
could severely undermine Pima County’s goal of long-term survival of this species in Arizona. For
further information, please refer to the survey protocol comment letter subrmitted by a mumber of
conservation organizations including Defenders of Wildlife. This lerter was previously seat to
your atrention. It is also Important that only qualified surveyors be retained; we recommend that
individual surveyors be approved by Region 5 of the Arizona Game and Fish Deparunent.

Telemetrv Studies

Telemetry studies are also a priority research tool for learning more about pygmy-ow behavior,
demographics, habitat utilization, and dispersal patteras. Because pygmy-owls with radio
transmitters are at higher risk of mortality, these studies should only be conducted such that the
benefit to the population is greater than the cost to the population. This work should be done in
conjunction with Region 5 of the Arizona Game and Fish Department.

Habitat Assessments

A scientific habirat assessmentis clearly necessary. As with other aspects of biological research,
independent, academic scientisis should be selected to perform this important work in conjunction
with Region 5 of the Arizona Game and Fish Department.

Population Viability Analvsis

Population viabiliry analysis may be usefil, but only to the extent that accurate information
determines the parameters of the model. Al this time, this tool may be misleading to
decision-makers, as not enough surveys, telemetry srudies, habitat assessment, and genetic
evaluation have been performed to date to inform the analysis.
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Generic Research

Genetic research is not an immediate priority, certainly not on the same level as surveying.
telemetry, and habitat assessment, but it is ultimately necessary to produce an accurate population
viability analysis. It would also generate information about how genetically simiiar birds in the
Arizona population are to those in northern Mexico; this information may assist i recovermg the
species in Arizona. Despite being a lower priority, i birds are to be captured for purposes of
telemetry and banding, we recommend obtanng genetic samples from them at the same time m
order to reduce the extent to which each bird is handled. Considering the current lack of
demographic and patural history nformation about the pyemy-owl, discovering more about the
genetic relationship at this time betwesn the Arizona population and other pygmy-owl
populations, especially those I Texas, eastern and southern Mexico, will do liztle to mform
management decisions under Pima County’s plan- By virme of the international border, the
Arizona pygmy-owl population is protected by the ESA as a distinct population segment,
regardless of its genetic relationship to pygmy-owls in Soor, Mexico.

Overall, we are pleased t0 se¢ Pima County's commitment 10 conservation planning based upon
good scientific information. Aswe articulated in our December 13, 1998 letter to you, scientific
habizat assessments should be contracted to independent, acadermic scientists workmg in
conjunction with Region 3 of the Arizona Game and Fish Department, and not to biological
consultants who work for the development mdustry. The Work Plan articulates the benefits of
scientific oversight and peer review, and such oversight is an fmportant component of 2
science-based plan. In the future, the County will need to clarify how and when sach oversight
and review will occur. As a starting point, we suggest that peer review be incorporated at various
stages of the process, starting early on. A review after the plan is negotiated is unhikely to be
effective (again, see Frayed Safety Nets). As for public involvement and imput from stakeholders,
it appears that the County is developing an effective process of imviting representatives from
stakeholder groups to participate in the steering committes - this will strengthen the plan in the
long-term.

In addition to our comrments contained herem, we would like to eadorse the comments submitted
by Buffers on December 26, 1998.

Thank you for the opporrunity to comment on the SDCP and the related Work Plan for the
SDPP/MSCP. We hope that we can continue to work together t0 make sure that these plans
protect Pima County's narural resourcss, mncluding the pygmy-owl. In that spirit, we reiterate the
request of Defenders' President, Rodger Schlickeisen, that we establish regular commumication
and meetings between your staff and Defenders staff and resiate Defenders’ interest in bemg
represented on the mscp steering committee. In addition, Defenders plans to actively lobby in
Washington, D.C. to secure Land and Water Conservation Fund appropriations i order to further
conservarion goals within the scope of this regional planming effort.

t
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We look forward to communicating with you sooz.

Sincerely,

- ]

e

Andra S. E
Southwest Coordinator

Laura Hood
Program Manager, Conservation Planning

John Fritschie, Esq.

cc: Pima County Board of Supervisors

Enclosure
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inuary 15, 1999

- imie Clark, Director

1 S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Strest NW
Yashington, DC 20240

Tom Gatz

1.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Arizona Ecological Services Field Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 105
Phoenix, AZ 85021

Re: Survey Protocol and Critical Habita for the Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-Owl (Glaucidium
brasiliarum cactorum)

The purpose of this letter is to comment on the development and design of survey protocols for
the endangered Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-Owl In Arizona (Glaucidium brasiliarum cactorum
— hereinafter, "pygmy-owl"), and to lay out principles designating pygmy-owl critical habitat.
.= pygmy-owl was federally listed as endangered in April 1997 in Arizona due to its small

. pulation size and its perceived decline due to loss of habitat. We understand that the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (heremafter, sService") will use the results of surveys to determine presence
or absence of owls on both private and public lands and thus decide how habitat should be
managed for eventual recovery of the species. We also understand that critical habitat for the

species may soon be designated.

Development and use of adequate and scientifically appropriate survey protocols are critical for
determining the status of this species because of the extremely small size of the pygmy-owl
population in Arizona. Recent surveys for pygmy-owls m Arizona found fewer than 35 -

individuals, 16 of which were fledglings, an age gToup with hish mortality during their first year.

The Arizona population is so small that it may become extinct as 2 result of natural stochastic .
factors in its environment, such as periods of drought, in addirion to habitat loss. Based on
historic observations, there is little protected suitable/porential habitat left for the long-term
survival and recovery of the species. Many of the habitats used by pygmy-owls, such as
mesoriparian, Xeroriparian, upper bajada and desert scrub lands, are difficult to restore once
modified or developed. Consequently, the Joss of even a single bird or nesing site may

greatly diminish the long-term chances of recovery for the species.

To illustratc the problem, in 1998, the Acting Director of the Service's Arizona Field Office relied
upon the result of a single survey te determine that a particular site was 10t occupied, even
though a nesting pair had been found at that location the previous year, and birds had been found

the area for several vears prior to the survey. Subsequent to the Acing Director's
determination, the site was graded and therefore permanently renderad unsuitable to the pygmy-
owl.
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As scientists with experience conducting surveys of owls and other raptors, or with the study of
rare species or bird species m general, we urge that the Service adopt the most comprehensive

and conservative approack possible in developing its survey protocol, and that the protocol

adhere to widely accepted scientific standards (e-2- Ralph ez al. 1993). Given the small oumber of
known birds, we urge that m surveying for the pygmy-owl every precaution be taken to mcrease
the likelinood of detecting any pygmy-owls that may be preseat. Specifically, we recommend at
least four surveys per year at a partcular site, since the owls may ot be detected on the first or
cven third visit. Because pygmy-owls are more likely to be detected during one stage of their
breeding cycle than another, the four surveys should be spread throughout the breeding season,
but with two surveys conducted betwezn February 15 and Aprl 13 (spaced 30 days apar).

At least three or four years of surveys chould be conducted in areas known to have bees recently
or historically occupied, carrently occupied sites, areas desmed critical habitat, and other areas
having a high likelihood of occupancy or otherwise importaxt to the survival of the species (e.g-
dispersal corridors) before a site is desmed likely to be unoccupied. While this may appear overly
cautious, extreme prudence is dictated by several factors. First, we currently do not have a good
understanding of the habitat requirements of the pygmy-owl. Second, previous studies m Texas
have shown that cactus ferrugmous pygmy-owls present at 3 site may not always be detected
using standard methods (Proudfoot and Beasom 1996). Third, in small and declining populations
like that of the pygmy-owl in Arizona, territorial use may vary from year to year and not all
suitable sites will be occupied every year. Fourth, in highly variable environments like the
southwest, currently unoccupied but suitable breeding terzitories may be critical for populations,
and can serve as a buffer that will allow them to respond to changing environmental conditions
("reserve sites”). Finally, we note that once developed, sites may become permanently unsuirable
for future use by pygmy-owis, and thus may permanently impede the recovery of the species.
Sites identified within or partially within active territories or home ranges in prior years should be
afforded additional protection and surveymg.

In our opinion, the Service should fnalize and adopt adequate landowner guidance and a science-
based survey protocol as soon as possible. An adequate protocol should be i place during this
pygmy-owl breeding season. If that is not possible, we recommend that an interim survey
protocol incorporating these principles and suggestons be implemented right away.

We believe that critical habitat for the pygmy-owl should include not only sites currently used by
pygmy-owls, but also sites with suitable/potential habitat that were previously occupied, and
dispersal habitat (which includes habitat for new fledglings to establish territories). This habitat
includes areas of northwest Tucson where pygmy-owls are carrently breeding and fledgmg
successfully. For occupied and previously occupied sites, protection of habitat including lands
necessary for reproduction and recruitment, fesding, sheltering, dispersal to suirablepotential
habitat, and connectivity between existing members of the species is crucial.

We request that this letter be ‘ncluded in the administrative record with regard to the Proposed
Landowner Guidance and Survey Protocol, and Proposed Critical Habitat. Each one of us is
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sioning this lerter as an individual, not a5 3 representative of affiliated instirutions ot
organizations. Thank you very much for your time, and we are available to provide any
additional information that vou might require regarding our suggestions.

Sincerely,

Jim Bednarz, Ph.D.

Associate Professor, Wildlife Ecology

Arkansas State University .
Chair, Conservation Commirtes, Raptor Research Foundation

Jim Belthoff, Ph.D.

Associate Professor, Department of Biology
Raptor Research Center

Boise State Universiry

P. Dee Boersma, Ph.D.

Professor of Zoology

University of Washimgton

President, Society for Conservation Biology

John W. Fitzpatrick, Ph.D.
Director, Cornell Laboratory of Omithology

Stephen Hoffman
Raptor Biologist

Laura C. Hood
Science Advisor, Defenders of Wildlife

Carl D. Marti, PhD.
Professor of Zoology
Weber State University

Anthony Povilitis, Ph.D.
Professor, Sierra Instiruze
University of California, Santa Cruz

Michael Soulé, Ph.D.

Peter Stacey, Ph.D.
Professor of Biology
University of New Mexico
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cc:  Arizona Game and Fish Department Region 5
Pima County Administrator
Pima County Board of Supervisors
Gail Kobetich, Fish and Wildlife Service
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