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The entire history of Arizona mining is filled with stories 

of missed opportunities. Those individuals and companies 

with faith and foresight who had the courage to develop both 

mines and methods in almost inaccessable areas are now the 

industrial giants in the country. Arizona is coppers child. 

We feel that the claims being presented are a true bonanza 

and will become a great mine valued in the hundreds of 

millions of dollars. Development problems, in retrospect, 

are minimal. 
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Copper Camp Creek Prospect - Mad Claims 

The Copper C8mp Creek Prospect consists of 22 unpatented 

contiguous lode mining claims called the "Mad Claims" sit-

uated in Sections 7 and 8, Range 8 East, and Township 7 

North in Maricopa C_ounty,_A~izona. These claims were filed ----_.----------

on and validated by Mr. R. B. Rodney of 265 W. 1st St., Mesa, 

Arizona. The claims are on record in Maricopa COllilty, Mad 

Claims 1-22, Docket 8433, pages 673-694 inclusive. The 

claims are located in the Lion Mountain Quadrangle and are 

less than two miles inside the Mazatzal Wilderness Area. 

Work performed on these claims dates back to the 1890's and 

consists of surface exploration, geologic examination, geo-

chemical analysis of rock samples, assays for values, thin 

section analysis, shallow core drilling and shaft and develop-

ment work. Aerial radiation surveys and follow up on the 

ground surveys indicate the presence of uranium ore on the 

property also. 

The work has been performed by a large English Company which 

first discovered the property in the 1800's and competent 

modern mining engineers and geologists. In the interim 

between the English compa.nies work and the very recent work 

the property was developed by a Mr. Bill Winslow who did con-

siderable shaft and development to a depth of 170 feet. 

Following the development "'Tork performed by vlinslow, Mr. Rodney 

has continued development which has resulted in more than 
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17,000 tons of ore hoisted and ready for processing. 

Although the Mad Claims are only 50 miles North East of Phoenix, 

Arizona, they have been virtually inaccessable until modern 

times. Today via helicopter the claims are only minutes away 

from a large modern city. The claims may also be reached by 

driving to the Southeast of Horseshoe Dam ruld packing or 

hiking seven miles, two of which are thru a wilderness area. 
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Had Claims-Area Geological _Features. 

The Mad Claims mineralization is associated with a felsic 

rhyolite intrusion into a portion of the precambrian pinal-

yavapai schist. The rhyolite has in turn been invaded by an 

andesite dike. 'llhe zone of alteration appears to cover an 

area of 2,000 by 8,000 feet, and appears to extend under some 

flat lying, recent volcanics to the northwest. The dip 01' 

the contact of the rhyolite schist on the southeast, and a 

brecciated portion of the rhyolite on the northwest, in-

die ates the iIl trusi ve mas s increases in width am depth. I so-

lated is18.nels of schist F.tre found surrounded in some portions 

of' the rhyolite. 

Suostantial copper oxides are present on the surface. Dump 

material from the workings a.1.S0 ShOl'] a.ppreclaule oiLides. RocK 

brought to the surface from one 01' the snafts lS hJ..gn.LJ Sl1.-

icified and has a monozonite porphry texture. Investigation 

OJ' 8url"ace l"eatures and underground minera1.ization ShOH 8.11 

oxide outcrop of 60 foot width by at least a 200 foot depth 

of unlmown length. These oxides run to at least three per

c ent copper vJi th some sample s running as hlgn as 2t3~,;. The 

mineralization is primarily copper oxides occurrl.ne; 1n a 

shoet Ilke mass in an andesite host rock, dipping approxima~el.Y 

60 degrees to the southeast. 

The surface expression represents a massive sulphide type of 

occurrence at depth. Minor sulphide casts present in the 

oxides indicate that the oxides are exoti~ and have migrated 
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from below. This type of oxide occurrence is ind~cative of 

maSS1ve, at depth, sulphide deposits. The presence of por

phry dikes on the surface do not preclude the occurrence 

of a porphry copper deposit also. A favorable cornpar.lson has 

been made to the Ranchers Exploration nnd Devel.opment Com

panies "Big Mike" property in Nevada. This property has 

been predicted to eclipse the "Big Mike" mine 111 production. 

There is enough oxide copper indicated to develop a profit

able leaching operation even if a massive sulphide deposit 

is not found. 
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Copper Camp Creek Prospect-History 1890-1,976 

The Copper Ca.mp CreeK prospect was first discovered and filed 

on by an English exploration company in the It)90's. During 

that perlud many Engllsh stock companies were formed to 

capitalize on Arizona mineral properties. As far as we know 

the English were never successful and most or' tllelr efforts 

led to staggering losses. The Copper Camp Creek prospect 

, was a. typical example 01' tne English ineptitude in western 

mine development. At any rate the English gave up and went -

home durlng the financial panic of 1920-21. 

During the time tnat the Engllsh held the property they dLd 

du extenslve surface develoment work and proved tne existence 

of a large oxide ore body. Their old dLggings are still 

visible today and welle impressive enough to attract the at-

tentiuu u1' one Bill Winslow who refiled on the abanaolled 

claims. Mr. Winslow was an area rancner, prospector and 

miner of some repute wno fulLY int 'ended to make a working mine 

out 01 the prospect. 

Then, as now, a successful development program consisted or 

a desirable propeJ.-ty ,talent, and capital. Mr. Wins.luw Had 

the property and talent but was sad.ly J_a~King capital. He 

appealed to his old l'rlenu Ted Rodney to finance a develop-

mell~ program for an interest in the mine. lVlr. Bouney agreed 

and the Copper Cliff Mllle was in operation. Several ship-
.~- ..... -:~. 

men L,S 01' selec ted ore were packed out and shLpped to an 
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English smelter at Brlghamptoll. Shafts were sunk to a depth 

of' one nunored feet and still no end of ore was in t:iight. 

The future looked rosy untll the depression of the thirties 

took its toll of the copper industry. After tne depression 

the second world war interl'erred with further development. 

Wi~h WiI1Slow's death in 1938 the requi~ed talent to develop 

the property was missing and Mr. Rodney had mU.l'e pressing 

business commi tments tu contend wi tho The first 54- years 

0-1' this prospect, from 1890 to 1\j4-4, were marred by unfor

seen circumstances which prevented deveLopment. 

During the Forties the atomic bomb wa.s being developed ana a 

quiet search was being conducteu for sources of pitchblende 

by the major world powers. A t that time th.e only known mines 

were in Africa. A search 01' smelter recol'ds turned up the 

receipt, in the twenliies, or a few chunks of pitcnoleIlde 

from an Arizona miner named Winslow. The smelter sent a 

geologist by the name of Walker to this country to trace down 

~he source of the uranium ore. Mr. Walker arrived before ~ne 

1'irst bomb was dropped In 1945. Jt'inding Winslow had died tHe 

geologist looked up Mr. Houney and asked to be guided to H. Lime 

Creek location in the Ma~atzal mountains. 

Mr. liodney was shovm on e 01' tne pieces of pi tchblende that 

vJinslow had shipped to England. Although Rodney argued that 

\vinslow had worked only the Lamb Creek si te tne geologist in

sisted on tne Lime Creek trip. The tr.ip by horses and pack 
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anlmaLS was subsequently made but no ore was found at tne 

Llme Creek location. The geologist returned to the Phoenix 

area wlth Mr. Hodney and took' samples from a number of Arizona 

hot springs, shipping the water back to England. He to.La Mr. 

Rodney that he ",ras looking for the minera.L tnat heated the 

water. rl1he English geologJ.st remained in Arizona until he 

was overcome by heat prostration in the Gila Bend area later 

tnat same year. After tne English geologist's death l'lr. 

Rodney heard no more about the matter. 

An interesting sidelight to the story is that Hr. Rodney was 

able to get in on the New Mexico uranium boom of' the fifties 

at an early date and was one of.' the few who made a substantial 

amount of money out of the boom. Mr. ROdney, tnanks to the 

Engllsh, knew the value 01' uranium before the boom and acquired 

some uranium property in advance. 

Mr. Rodney maintained the clalms under the Winslow name until 

1970 when he and a consulting engineer by the name of H. F. 

Dibble formally refiled unde~ their own names in December of 

1970. Mr. Dibble was convinced of the value of the property 

and spent a considerable amount of time on the ground per

forming survey work. The area had been eXBlnined by a Forest 

Service Mineral Examiner in 1967. 

For the second time the three conditions for mine development 

were met. Mr. Dibble had replaced the deceased Mr. Nins~ow 

and had the expertise required for property development. I·lr. 
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Rodney continued to supply capital. Now, however, a new 

specter had risen that the old timers could not have even 

guessed at: The U.S. Forest Service. The Forest Service 

blocked every early attempt of the claim holders to perform 

assessment work on the Mad Claims. 

At first the Forest Service simply dragged their feet on 

granting permission for operating back pack core drills in the 

area thinking that Mr. Rodney would just give up and go away. 

\nJhen Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dibble persisted by supplying the 

Forest Service with environmental impact statements, complete 

plans for exploration work, and anything else demanded, the 

Forest Service included the claims area in the wilderness 

area. Surely Hr. Rodney would give up and go away now. Little 

did they k110H. Not only did Mr. Rodney continue to demand 

access to his property but he even optioned the property to a 

foreign company for a substantial amount of money. The con

tract stipulated that a road be built to the claims within a 

two year period or the contract w:> uld be void. 

Now the Forest Service had something to get their teeth into. 

If they could delay the exploration required to prove the ex

istence of a massive ore body for only two years the justifi

cation for road construction would also be delayed, voiding 

an existing contract. No one, they reasoned, would continue 

to persue mine development under these conditions. Again 

the Forest Service underestimated their adversary. The Rodney-
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Forest Service battle began in earnest in 1971 and was won by 

Mr. Rodney in 197~. 

For Mr. Dibble the victory came too late. He had been offered 

a lucerative ene;ineering position in Peru which he accepted, 

relinquishing all interest in the Mad property. For Mr. 

Rodney the victory crume only after the contract he had nego

tiated for the sale of the claims had expired. The Forest 

Service had won a minor skirmish but in SO doing have used all 

of their ammunition. This valuable keystone property may now 

be developed. 

Although the FOi.est Service consented to an exploration program 

in mid 74 they did not know that the program had already been 

completed. In 1973 Mr. Rodney hired a driller and drilled 

three 1-1-00 foot holes wi th a diamond core rig which v.Jas packed 

into the claims area. The special use permits which the 

Forest Service finally agreed to issue have never been issued 

and are still available to any company that options the pro

perty. 

The last 32 years comprise the second half of the Copper Camp 

Creek history. The first 54 years saw the discovery of the 

ore body and subsequent development of the mine. The early 

years were plagued by transportation and communications pro

blems along with economic instabilities and personal problems. 

The second half of the areas 86 year history is highlighted 

by the discovery of uranium on the property, the modern 
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geologic study of the area and definition of a large ore body 

on the Clai.ms. Perhaps most important is the apparent waning 

of the awesome misdirected power of the Forest Service during 

the last few years of this period" 

The last chapter of this historical sketch may very well be 

written in advance. The history of Copper Camp Creek closely 

parallels the history of other copper mines thruout the west. 

An enterprising company will either lease or purchase the 

claims and perform the required exploration to define the 

massive sulphide deposit. The oxide cap will be stripped 

away and leached utilizing the Anaconda ammoniacal process 

or its successor exposing the sulphide ore for normal smelt

ing or leaching. 

About the tlme the mine and mill go on line a great new need 

for copper wlll be generated by the introduction of the elec

trically driven automobile engine or some other technical 

advance. Fears of overcapacity in the copper industry will 

be replaced by fears of shortage spurring a new hunt for ore. 

The same story has been told over and over again thruout the 

history of modern copper mining. 

Then following an ever increasing tonnage production the mine 

will play out. Ore will be leaner and lea.ner until there is 

no more and the land will return to a quiet sleep allowing 

nature to heal the scars. 
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Copper C~ Creek Prospect-Had C=!::a~ms-ConC?lusions 

rrhruout this presentation the Had Claims have been referred 

to as a copper prospect. They are a prospect only because 

their full potential has not been professionally determined 

thru a well planned exploration proGram. These claims are 

a riCht now copper mine with a very conservative 17,000 

r::'<1 torls of //u or better ore on the grounel ready to process. 

The knovTn ore body is 60 feet vlirie, 200 feet deep ancl long 

enougn GO be unKn01,rl1. Exi sting shafts are 170 feet deep and 

still in oXlde ore. A drift of 165 feet thru are terminates 

in a stopped chamber of 70 feet square by 25 feet high. All.. 

of the are removed is still at the mine awaiting a shippinG 

road or an on s~te mlll. 

other shafts and cross cuts on the claims indicate an ore body 

tnat will cross over $30,000,000.00 in leachable ore alone. 

The e;e01ogy of the area is typical of massive sulphide ore 

body occurrences in other mining areas. The nature of the ore 

body also indicates a wiuening ot' the body at depth. Nann of 

this is wishlul thinking but abso1.ute ract Which may be easily 

confirmed by an on site inspection. 

The Mazatzal Mountains are rich in minerals. We know that our 

claims comprise an economic copper deposit. Other copper 

deposi~s a1.Su exist in these mountains in the Saddle Mountain 

and Copper l-1ou.ntain areas. Besides the copper deposits we 

know of a gO.ld producing area that could easily be worked at 



a good profit if it were not in a wilderness area. These 

Mad Claims are the keystone in gaining access to the Mazatzal 

I·'Iou.ntains minerals. As it stands there is no other way to 

gain access to this area for mineral exploration than by 

acquiring our Had Claims which the Forest Service l1ineral Ex

aminer admits being mineralized to the pOlnt of warrantlng 

further exploration. 

A Forest Service Mineral Report written by Mineral Examiner 

Gilbert J. Hathews states: "It is my opinion as a mining engin

eer, the mineralization exposed on the subject claims tpre

vious party) INarrant exploratory drilling to investiga~e the 

possible existence of underlying secondary enriq.hed ore." Mr. 

Hathews exa.milled the area on October 2-3 in 1967. 

Pitchblenae certainly was found either on the ground or in one 

of the prospects by the former mine operator because some 

uranium ore was in a shipment to England. A radiation survey 

by air was flown and indicated the presence of uranium on the 

claims and thru the entire Lamb Creek Valley. Subsequent on 

the ground exploration with a geiger counter confirmed the 

uranium presence but did not pin pOlnt the source of the ore. 

The ore lS elther on the claims or is float from higher up. 

Since the copper showings were enough to warrant Forest 

Service special use permits, Mr. Rodney elected to keep the 

presence of uranium quiet un~il he could pinpoint the source 

and file clalms. Any exploration program planned to define 
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the limits of the secolldary enriched ore .body would a1..so 

find pitchblende if it is in the area. If not in the imme

diate area short exploratory excursions could be easily made 

from the IJlad Claims site to discover the source. \'Je 1mow it 

is there. 

There has never been a negative report made by ruG of the ex

perts who have seen the property. Everyone agrees that this 

very well could be the last great copper mlne to be discovered 

in A:ri zona. Ni tsub shia LTD of Canada thought enough 01' the 

property to option it for 22 million on the strength of cur

sory surface and works examination performed by their own 

geologists. The photographs included with this presentation 

were taken by the Japanese. The contract with the Japanese 

became void when access by road tu the claims was not made in 

two years. 

The Copper Camp Creek Prospect Mad Claims is a copper pro

ducing area whose time for development has come. Practically 

a1.1. or the preliminary work ha~ been done including the winning 

01 the battle with the Forest ServiGe. It is now time to 

defille the extent of the underlying sulphide deposit and the 

sourc e 01' the pi tchblende discovered on the property. 
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Copper CamE Creek Prospect~Mad Claims-~roEosal 

The economic value or the oxide ore deposit has been estim-

ated by a mining engineer to be in excess of (jJ30,uUO,OOO.OO. 

Jeromes two grea"t mines netted over a ha.ll' bi.L.Lion dollars 

from less than fifty acres. There are similarities between 

thi~ property and that or Jerome. We are convinced tha.t to 

sell our Mad Claims o~tright would be a mistake. The contract 

with the Japanese for a tota~ purChase price of 22 million lS 

no longer of interest to us and will not be renegotiated. 

vie are also cOl1viIl~ed of the presenee 01' uranium on our pro

pel·ty.. ·v/e anticipate a greater return from uranium mining 

than from copper mining. We would be most interested in leas

ing this ground on a cash royalty basis. 

vi e wuuld expec t to be pain a fair market pric e l'or the ore 

already mined and ready for processing. vie further expect to 

be reimbursed lor some of the money expended for exploration 

and deve~opment work. We would also expect to receive a min

imum lease payment each year plus a royalty on all minerals 

removed as a result of our worK to open the area to exploit

ation whether the minerals are discovered on our claims or 

not. 

Preliminary l<\Tork v,Ti tn a c alcula "tor iudic; ate s the rougn dollar 

a.mo"lmts expected are as folloVJs: The ini tial cash payment 

required will be 2~2 mll..Lion dollars, armua.l lease payments 
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'VIill be ~)150,oOO.OO whether or not mining is done, and 

royalty payments will be 12% of values determined at the 

mill or smelter. Royalties will be paid in addition to lease 

payments. Should we come to an a.greement a.long these linos 

drill time will be made available for a minimum amount pro-

viding we are informed of all results. 

In all cases our interests must be protected and be clearly 

written in a formal lease agreement. Should these terms not 

be satisfactory, please feel free to make reasonable counter-

offers. 

All agreements are to specifically state percentage owner-

ship by Hr. Rodney and Mr. Deming. Hr. Rodney is in 

possession of 75;0 of the property and Mr. Deming 25~:~. All 

payments made are to be in the srune ra.tio to the two parties 

at their separate ma.iling a.ddresses. Those addresses are: 

Mr. R. B. Rodney 

265 W. 1st street 

Mesa, Arizona 85201 

Tel. 964-3677 

Mr. D. L. Deming 

8209 E. 3rd Avenue 

Mesa., Arizona 85208 

Tel. 9t36-9360 

To the best of my knowledge the material and information con-

tained in this presentation is truthful and accurate. This is 

an offer to lease mining cla.ims in the Mazatzal l/Iounta.ins to 

a. compa.ny for purposes of mineral 

,ney / 
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M. F. DIBBLE, P. E. \- ,{!~) 

CONSULTING MINERALS ENG INEER 

8537 EAST SAN MIGUEL 602-945-6023 SCOTTSDALE. ARIZONA 85253 

F'ebruelry 12,19?3 

Corp~r C~mp Crt'll"l k P1'n~ c"c r.- J.:~d Cl:l 1.ms 

The ~l~d n:roup of 22 cJainl~ is loc;ttnd in th,., ~~az~tz ... l ·,·Jild"'rnl"ls5 
.are~ 50 rrlil~s il, l~. or Phoonix, Arizon!!. 1-:1'. ;(. L. [{odnny ... nd I 
t5tak~d thf!ls~ cl~illlS in latM 19'10. Tho rropnrty ~ICl.s or1./~inally 
di5cov~r~d in tllU l",eJO' 5 by ~n l~rq~lish cOII1\,any wltrJ conduct~d sur
face explor ... tion Hork until .. bout 1919. 'i'llf"'ly ~i.1.nk fl series of 
shallow sru-.fts _nel dug sev~ral crosscuts. 

The minor ... liz ... r,ion i::; associ ... t""d with .. .f <"lsie rhyolite intru~ion 
into ~ portion of the pr~carnbri ... n pin:41-Y.1v41p;d. ~chi~jt. Tho 
rhyolite has in turn b~~en intrnd"d 1)y <.i.n andf'l.';it" ci:i.lco, The 
zone of _ltor~r,ion arJ[J(')ars to COV('lr an ar~~ or 2,O()O by n,ooo 
feet, .nd _ppoal's to ~xtend under uncl,.,r ~orn" fJat l'yin~~, recent 
volcanics to th~ nort}l\.Jest. The dip of th~ cont~lct of tho rhyolite 
schist on the southeast, .and ;l. br~cciab~d portion r)i' Lh~ rhyoli t~ 
on tho northH~st, indicates tho intrusive mass incre~.sr!s in Hidth 
in depth. Isolatf.'.ld i01aEds of schist arr-~ found !}urrounded in 
some portions of the rhyolite. 

Substancial copper orid~,s Ulre pre!}~Jnt on th~ surface. Dump rna t
erial from the old Horkinr~s £llso ShOH ~prrecl,',lbL~ oxidos. Hock 
bought to th~ surface from one of tht'') old shd.fts is hiZhly silicified 
and has ~ monzonite porphyry texture. 

AlthoUf~h tho prop~rty is in the wi ldorness area it has b60n exarn-
ined by a forest servic6 mint:lral ex.wlinor in Oct()1I!,n~, 1967. The 
brief of his rocolm~ondations to the forost s~rvic~ is a8 follows~ 

"It is my opinion, ag ,',l l;,ininl:, [';nt-:;ineer, the min"ralizution oxposed 
on the subjoc t claims (fo:crrt~r ly cullc,d Co p'P('~r Clifi.~) \'J~rr"nts ~xplor
ation drilling to invrJsti;~a te the possiblo existtj}1co of unch,rlyin~ 
secondary enriched oro. ::3uch explor_tory drillinl~ c~n be accompli5hed 
with a minimWll of soil disturb41.nce". 

We have submitted ~ propo~al to the forost service reque~ting pormiss
ion to construct ~ jeep roud into tho property and to u~e pow~r equip
ment for .. n oxplor~ tion pror:r~rr1. '.1~ propo~ed a pro~rarn involving 
geoloeic-l n~pping, geochm'lical 5all1plo ta.kinJ;, and ~-~eophysic~l sur
veyil)f; usin'-; inducod polarization. A ctrillinr!, prol~ralrl l,-ras also pro
posed Hith • miniLllWrl of ), 000 f~Jt:!t of drilling in thr~~ holes. 

\Je fool th.a. t 1~--i th th~ a.bove surfact') indic~ tions ;t H~ll conceived 
exploration proGram ("!ould possibly lead to econolnic concentrations 
of co pper are. 
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~tJ1 •. F. DIBBLE, P. E. (P~Hma) 
CONSULTING MINERALS ENGINEER 
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Febru~ry 12,1973 

Copuer Camp Cr l-~~k Prospect- Ha.d · Claims 

The Mad group . of 22 claims is located in the Ma.zatzal ~1ilderness 

area. 50 miles N. E. of Phoenix, Arizona. Hr. R. B. Rodney and I 
staked these claims in late 1970. The property was originally 
discovered in the 1890's by an English company who conducted sur
face exploration vTork until a.bout 1919. They sank a series of 
shallow shafts and dug several crosscuts. 

The mineralization is associated with a f~lsic ~hyolite intru~ion 
into a portion of the precambrian pinal-yavapai schist. The 
rhyolite has in turn been intruded by an andesite dike . The 
zone of ~lteration appears to cover an area of 2,000 by 8,000 .:; . 
feet, and appears to extend under under some flat lying, r ecent 
volcanics to the northwest. The dip of the contact of the rhyolite 
schist on the southeas~and a brecciated portion of the rhyolite 
on the northwest, indicates the intrusiv~ mass increases in vridth 
in depth. Isolated islands of schist are found surrounded in 
some portions of the rhyolite. 

Substancialcopper oxides a.re present on the surface. DtLrnp rna t
orial from the old workings also show appreciable oxides. Rock 
bought to the surface from one of the old sha.fts is_-; highly·:.silicified 
and has a .. monzoni te porphyry texture. 

Although the property is in the wilderness are;vit has been exam-
ined by a forest service mineral examiner in October, 1967. The 
brief of his recommendations to the .forest service is as follows; 
"It is my opinion,as a Mining Engineer, the mineralization exposed 
on thf!t ' sugjeot" claims (formerly called Copper Cliff) warrents explor
ation drilling to investigate the possible existence of underlying 
s·econdary enriched ore. Such exploratory drilling can be accomplished 
With a minimum of soil dis"tttrbance". 

We have submitted a propo~al to the forest service requesting permiss
ion to oonstruot a jeep road into the property and to use power equip
ment for an exploration program. We proposed a program involving 
geologioal mapping, geochemical sample taking, and geophysical sur
veyil)g l1!3ini induced polarizat.ion. A drilling program vIa.S also pro:, >; -· 
posed ~,Ti th a minimum of 3. 000 fee;t of drilling in three holes. . 

We feel thit- wi-th the above surface indications a ~Tell conceived 
exploration program coUld possibly lead to economic concentrations 
of Copper ore. . 



t' M. F. DIBBLE. P. E. J 
CONSULTING MINERALS ENGINEER 

8537 EAST SAN MIGUEL , 602·945-6023 SCOTTSDALE, AR IZONA 85253 

Notes---Mineral Examiner Report - Mazatzal Wilderness Area 

Examination date: ,October 2, & ), 1967. 

Date of report; March 1, 1968 

Examiner: Gilbert J. Mathews 
Chief Mineral Examiner. 

Approved E. A. Tragitt, 

'Cate~orv:, f1azatzal Wilderness Area, 

Claim Names: Copper Cliff 1 - 17 - LNG's 

Ge'ographic Location: Section 7, & 8, R 8 E, T' 7 N. Maricopa 
county, Arizona.-

Report on'File: Cave Creek Banger Station. 

Br1_ef of 'R:ramlner ts ConQ'lgs..lons: " It is my opinion, as a 
Mining Engineer, the mineralization exposed on the subject 
claims warrents exploratory drilling to investigate the 
possible existence of underlying secondary enr1ched ore. 
Such exploratory d~111ing can be accomplished with a 
mlninum of soil disturbance." 
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u.s. DEPART~mNT OF AGRICULTURE 
Forest Service 

MINERAL EXPLORATION PROPOSAL 
MAZATZAL WILDERNES S 

Notice of Availability of Final Environmental Stat~men7 

Pursuant to Section 102 (2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, the Forest Service, Department of Agriculture, has 
prepared a Final Environmental Sta~ement for a Mineral Exploration 
Proposal in ~he Mazatzal Wilderness. 

The environmental statement considers probable environment~l effects 
or impacts of a proposal for mineral exploration in the Mazatzal 
Wilderness . 

Copies are available for inspection during regular working hours at 
the following locations: USDA, Forest Service , South Building, 
Room 3230, 14th Street & Independence Avenue, S.W., '~ashington, DeCo ; 
USDA, Forest Service, Southwestern Region, 517 Gold Avenue~ S.W., 
Albuquerque, New Mexico; and Tonto National Forest, 230 North First 
Avenue, Room 6428, Phoenix, Arizona. 

Co.pies are available from the National Technical Information Service, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22151; and Colorado 
Plateau Environmental Advisory Council, P. O. Box 1389, Flagstaff, 
Arizona 86001. A limited number of single copies are available from 
the Tonto National Forest, 230 North First Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 
85025. 

Copies of the environmental statement have been sent to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies as outlined in the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines. 



I. Draft 

U.S.D.A. FOREST SERVICE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT 

Environmental Effects of the Proposed Mineral 
Exploration in the Mazat zal Wilderness 

( ) 

and Alternatives to the Proposal 

Prepared in Accordance with 
Section l02(2)(C) of P.L. 91-190 

Summary Sheet 

Final (X) 

II. Administrative (X) Legislative () 

III. Description of Action 

Mr. R. B. Rodney and Mr. M. F. Dibble have located 22 mining 
claims -in the Mazatzal Wilderness. They propose to diamond 
core drill three sites in order to determine the economic 
mineral potential of the claims~ The depth of the core 
drillings would each be a maximum of 1,000 feet. 

The purpose of this statement is to determine the method of 
ingress and egress into the Mazatzal Wilderness, the source 
of water to be utilized, and the support camp location for 
the purpose of prospecting for minerals that will create the 
least amount of adverse impacts on the environment. An 
Environmental Analysis and Report was prepared on this pro
posal which considered the adverse and beneficial effects of 
the proposal and alternatives on the environment. A Draft 
Environmental Statement was prepared that considered the 
proposal and seven alternatives. The draft statement was 
transmitted to the Council on Environmental Quality on 
September 25, 1972; and copies of the draft were sent to 
other governmental agencies and made available to the public 
subsequent to that date. The public and governmental agencies -
were invited to comment on the draft by November 1, 1972. 

Written comments were received from 11 en~ities. After 
review and analysis of these written statements, a combination 
of alternatives 2 and 3, using a helicopter to transport 
equipment which cannot be packed to the site by animals, is 
recommended as the mode of access to and from the drill sites; 
alternative 4, supply water from a source outside the 
lrlilderness, is recommended to provide water for the drilling 



operation; and alternative 6, develop a support camp outside 
the Hilderness, is recommended as a staging area. 

This proposed project is located within the Mazatzal Wilderness 
on Cave Creek Ranger District, Tonto National Forest, in 
Maricopa County, Arizona. 

IV. Summary of Environmental Impact and Adverse Environmental Effects 

The use of a helicopter to transport large equipment and 
material will require clearing the sparse vegetation for a 
heliport outside of the Wilderness and a helispot near the 
drilling sites. It might also be necessary to level the 
actual landing site as well as the drilling pad sites. 
Although such leveling will be filled in to conform with the 
surrounding landscape and the area reseeded upon completion 
of the use, it will result in the loss of the primeval and 
pristine character of the area for a number of years. 

The use of motorized equipment will be in conflict with 
the basic philosophy of wilderness as defined by Congress 
in the Wilderness Act. This noise plus the dust from the 
drilling equipment will pollute the air temporarily. The 
noise and activity in the area is expected to temporarily 
displace the wildlife. 

Soil erosion could occur from the disturbed sites. Water 
pollution could result from improper disposal of drilling 
waste. 

V. List of Alternatives Considered 

The proposal and following alternatives were considered: 

A. The proposal by Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dibble was to 
construct 3 miles of minimal jeep access road within 
the Wilderness and use four-wheel drive vehicles to 
transport equipment, supplies, and personnel to the 
drill sites. 

B. Alternative I was to do no mineral exploratory work 
in the Mazatzal Wilderness. 

C. Alternative 2 considered transporting all personnel, 
equipment, and supplies by pack animals over existing 
trails. 



D. Alternative 3 discussed transporting dri l ling r igs, 
personnel, equipm.ent, and supplies to the dr ill ing site 
by helicopter. Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dibble submi tted this 
proposal as their alternative . 

E. Alternative 4 considered supplying water from a source 
outside the Wilderness and transporting it to the 
drilling sites in 55 gallon drums which would later 
be utilized as settling ponds. 

F. Alternative 5 discussed supplying water from springs 
located within the Wilderness. Small check darns would 
be constructed at one of four spring locations and the 
water pumped through a flexible plastic pipe to the 
drilling sites. 

G. Alternative 6 considered the development of a support 
camp outside the Wilderness to act as a staging area. 

A spike camp at the drilling sites would provide only 
sleeping and eating facilities and would be supplied 
by pack animals from the support camp. The support 
camp would be serviced by four- wheel drive vehicles. 

H. Alternative 7 discussed developing a large support camp 
within the Wilderness near the drilling sites. Material 
would be stockpiled at this location for use as needed. 

VI. Written Comments Were Received From the Following Groupsz 
Agencies, Individuals, and Companies 

Arizona Wildlife Federation 

National Wildlife Federation 

Sierra Club, Southwest Office 

Arizona Game and Fish Department 

United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation 
Service, Arizona State Office 

United States Department of the Interior 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 

F. J. MacDonald, Chairman of Advisory Commission on 
Arizona Environment 



H. Paul Friesema, Associate Professor at Northwestern 
University, Evanston, Illinois 

Salt River Project 

Western Wood P,roducts A$sociation 

VII. Dates Statements Made Available to CEQ and Public 

Draft Statement - September 25, 1972 

Final Statement -
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Prepar~d iri Ac~ordance with 
Section 102(2) (C) of P.L. 91-190 

August 1973 

Type of Statement: Final 

Date of Transmission to CEQ: 6 1973 

Type of Action: Administrative 

Responsible Official: Wm. D. Hurst, Regional Forester 
Southwestern Region, Forest Service 
517 Gold Avenue, S.We 
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I. DESCRIPTION 

A. Background 

Wilderness land differs from other National Forest land in 
that it has been analyzed and set aside to be used in 
harmony with the uses which are in accordance with the 
wilderness objective which states: "The wilderness is to 
be managed in such a manner as to leave it unimpaired for 
future use and enjoyment as wilderness. • • • It is to be 
devoted to the public purposes of recreational, scenic, 
scientific, educational, conservation, and historical use." 
(Forest Service Manual 2320.2) "Ie can surmise from this 
that the basic purpose of a Wilderness is to provide an 
area untrammeled by man, an area left in its natural 
environment for man to visit and enjoy by primitive means 
of transportation. Thus, mankind may preserve and enjoy 
natural and unique features as they existed when he found 
them. 

Even though the Wilderness has been set aside for a definite 
purpose and use, there are times when conflicting activities 
are proposed. To meet the objectives in wilderness adminis
tration, the Forest Service is striving to "accommodate and 
administer those uses and activities which are of the type 
general ly prohibited by the Wilderness Act , but which are 
specifically excepted by that act or subsequent establishing 
legislation in such manner as to minimize their lasting 
impact on the wilderness resource, and values, and so that 
the end result will provide optimum total benefits to the 
American people." (Forest Service Manual 2320.3, emphasis 
added) 

The natural environment which is described in detail in the 
body of the statement consists of the following: air, of a 
relatively standard quality; water, of which some is potable 
as it exists presently ; soil temperatures, controlled by 
vegetative cover; water temperatures, controlled by vegeta
tion and width of the drainage bottom; wildlife population, 
controlled essentially by water, food, and vegetative and 
geologic cover; riparian vegetation, dependent upon moisture 
content of the drainage; soil productivity, which has been 
established through time by climatic conditions; vegetative 
cover, which provides food and shelter for wildlife and 
protects the soil from erosion; and natural beauty which 
encompasses all of the above. If any of these components 
of the natural environment are altered or obliterated, the 
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environment of that portion of the Wilderness will change 
to some degree. To restore an area to its natural state 
after it has been disturbed is a very costly and sometimes 
impossible undertaking , especially in a semi-desert location 
in which the proposal is located. 

Road construction on a short-term basis would leave a scar 
that might never heal. Such a scar could attract undue use 
and result in a change in the environment of the area forever. 

Hore and more, we see land designated for certain types of 
uses which are compatible with uses on adjacent lands. Cities 
and counties have found that through this designation of use 
called planning and zoning, the growth and development of 
cities and counties become more functional and meaningful, 
resulting in adequate commercial facilities, residential 
areas, schools , parks, open spaces, and industrial areas. 
Likewise, a National Fores t can provide wood, water, forage, 
wildlife, and recreation. Some of these resources are 
compatible and can be provided at the same time on one 
portion of land. This is called multiple use. In some 
instances, existing natural condit ions point out that a 
certain tract of land is best suited to be managed for a 
single resource. In the same light, a ~l7ilderness has been 
designated to serve a particular use and may provide for 
more than one use at a time without distracting from the 
natural environment the wilderness was established to 
preserve. Thus, the natural environment is at stake when 
any changes threaten to alter it. 

This Environmental Statement is concerned about the environ
ment of a portion of the Mazatzal l-lilderness. 

B. Proposal 

A proposal has been received to perform sufficient explora
tory work to establish confidence in the economic mineral 
potential of some mining claims located in the Mazatzal 
Hilderness. 

The claims site is situated in the southwest corner of the 
Mazatzal Wilderness, Mazatzal Mountain Mining District, 
Cave Creek Ranger District of the Tonto National Forest. 
The specific location is sections 7 and 8, Range 8 East 
and Township 7 North. It lies in the Copper Camp Creek 
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drainage. Access to the area is now about 9-1/2 miles by 
dirt road, jeep trail, and pack trail from t he Horseshoe 
D6n-Verae River cLossing. 

The claims can be reached by driving 26 miles from Cave 
Creek in an east and northeast direction until reaching 
Horseshoe Darn; thence across the Verde River on the dam, 
and continue for about 2 miles to the K. A. Ranch head
quarters. Beyond this, because of the poor quality of 
the road and trail, horseback or four-wheel drive transporta
tion is recommended. From the ranch headquarterR, proceed 
a.bout 5-1/2 miles by road and finally Jeep trail bearin8 
right at all intersections. Just past the end of the1eep 
trail is the west boundary of the Mazatzal ~.Jilderness. 
From this point, pro'ceed hy foot or horseback down about 
1/2 mile of trail to Sheep Creek at its junction with 
Copper Camp Creek. Cross Sheep Creek and proceed about 
1.6 miles by trail up Copper Camp Creek to Anderson Cabin. 
The claims area is a short distance up the drainage from 
this point. 

Sponsors of the proposed project are: Mr. Ro Ba Rodney, 
265 W. 1st Street, Mesa, Arizona 85201; and Mr. H. F. 
Dihb~e, 8537 E. San Miguel, Scottsdale, Arizona 85253. 

Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dibble filed 22 mining claims totaling 
440 acres and located in the Hazat zal Wilrle rness on 
December 8, 1970. They have since made application with 
the Tonto National Forest to prospect for minerals. They 
propose to core drill three sites to a depth of 1,000 feet. 
The drill and the required support equipment would be 
transported to the sites by four-wh eel drive pickups. 
Construction of 3 miles of minimal jeep access r oad would 
be required. Their alternate proposal was to transport 
this equipment with a large helicopter and utilize an old 
miner's cabin on the South Fork of Copper Creek as a prime 
staging area. 

To support the operation, the mining claimants proposed 
to utilize one of two sources of water within the Wilderness 
for the drilling operation. A series of 55 gallon drums 
would be utilized as settlin~ ponds and be removed when 
exploration was completed. Slurry and drilling mud would 
be recirculated. The proposal included the establishment 
of a support camp at one of two sites within the Wilderness. 
A drillin~ period of 90 to 120 days is forecast with two 
crews working with one drill rig. 



The sponsors have conducted a prelimi nary geochemical 
sampling program which indicated an anomalous copper 
content of from 3 to 15 times the regional background 
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of 40 ppm. They feel this is significant. They also 
contend that portable equipment ~vith a limited depth 
capacity of 100 to 200 feet would not provide the 
information needed to establish a true picture of the 
mineral potential of the area. A Forest Service mineral 
examination of the Copper Cliff claims concluded that 
the mineralization exposed on the claims warrants 
exploratory drilling to investigate the possible 
existence of underlying secondary enriched ore. 

On September 25, 1972, the Forest Service released a 
Draft Environmental Statement outlining the proposal 
and listing alternative courses of actionG The public 
and other governmental agencies '"ere given until 
November 1, 1972, to comment. After reviewing public 
comments, a combination of alternatives 2 and 3 is 
recommended as the mode of access to the proposed drill 
sites, alternative 4 to supply water for the operation, 
and alternative 6 for the support campo 

The proposal would be to use a helicopter to transport 
only the drill and other equipment or supplies which 
cannot be transported by pack animals. A Longyear "34" 
drill with a gasoline engine and a net weight of 3,045 
pounds would be used. It can effectively be broken down 
into three sections. each weighing approximately 1,000 
pounds. The required support equipment consists of a 
slurry recycle pump, hoist, water tank, water hose, and 
gasoline-powered fresh water pump.. Fuel» lubricants, 
tents for the drilling crew, approved sanitation facili
ties, drinking water, and supplies for the crew will also 
be needed. Animals will be used to transport personnel 
and all packable equipment and supplieso All refuse would 
have to be packed out. 

This method of transportation was favored by the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency. The National 
Wildlife Federation and Mr. F.J. MacDonald also supported 
helicopter transportation. 

This alternative would require the clearing of approximately 
1/3 acre at each of the drill sites to allow for safe 
helicopte r operation. The rugged terrain is made up of 
narrow ridges with steep side slopes. The sparse vegetation 
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is of the semi-desert species and includes shrub live oak, 
mesquite, catc1aw, ocotillo, yucca, agave, saguaro, and 
other varieties of lesser cacti and native grasses. Arizona 
Cypress, sycamore, willow, and wild grape grow in scattered 
clumps in the canyon bottoms of Sheep Creek and Copper 
Camp Creek. Drill sites numher 1 and 2 are slip,ht1y 
upslope from a drainage bottom; site number 3 is in a 
saddle. There is a site suitable for he1ispot construction, 
which would require minimal vegetative clearing of 1/2 acre 
in the canyon bottom near the spike camp site. 

The ·equi-pment could be moved to the drilling sites from an 
area on a ridge top near the Wilderness boundary at an 
elevation of 2,960 feet. Approximately 1/2 acre would 
also be cleared at this site. This area is 3.6 miles from 
the claims and requires four-wheel drive travel for app roxi
mately 4 miles to reach the site. The highest drilling 
site is 3,720 feet elevation. 

This mode of transporting the heavy equipment would have 
the least impact on the resources. The major impact would 
be at the heliport and supply area outside the Wildernesso 
However, this impact will be minimal with proper design of 
the site and prompt restoration after the use has terminated. 

The drilling operation would require water. Approximately 
15 to 20 gallons per minute of fresh water are needed for 
each hole until circulation can be established. Once this 
occurs, the water requirement will be minimal as water from 
the sludge will be recycled. This proposal advocates that 
the water be supplied from a source outside t he Wilderness. 
This water would be hauled to the drilling site in the 55 
gallon drums that would later be utilized as settling ponds. 
The sludge contained in these drums will be returned t o the 
holes once the drilling is completed. This will prevent 
downhole sloughing and save numerous trips to a dumping 
area. The drill hole will be plugged so that it will not 
present a safety hazard to the public or become a trap for 
wildlife . 

Under this proposal, a support camp would be established 
outside the Hilderness and would act as a staging and 
supply area. It would be located in the vicinity of the 
heliport. Supplies would be delivered to this camp by 
vehicle and thence to the mining claim area by pack animals 
or helicopter, depending upon the item's packability. 
Drilling crews would camp at a spike camp on the site of 
the old miner's cabin on the South Fork of Copper Camp 
Creek. The cabin is no longer in place. 
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The Mazatzal Pri mitive Area was established in May 1938 
under authority of Secretary of Agriculture Regulation 
L- 20. The area was so designated hecause of its varied 
vegetation, outstanding rock formations, and rugged 
character. In 1940, the Primitive Area became the 
~1azatzal Wilderness under authority of Secretary of 
Agriculture Regulation U-l. With the passage of the 
l'1ilderness Act by Congress in September 1964, the 
Mazatzal Wilderness was included in t he National Wilder
ness Preservation System and is subject to the provisions 
of that Act. The subject claims are entirely within the 
l-lilderness. 

By definition, wilderness is an area where the earth and 
its community of life are untrammeled by man, where man 
himself is a visitor who does no t remain. 

However, the Wilderness Act specifically provides for the 
use of the land within the wilderness for mineral location 
until December 31, 1983. This use, however, is subject to 
reasonable regulations governing ingress and egress as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Previous claims had been filed in the subject claims area 
by Mr. Anderson and Mr. Cline in lQS6. They unsuccessfully 
tried to interest several other parties in doing exploratory 
work. Among these was American Smel ting and Refining 
Company. Their geologist completed an examination and 
reported that there were fairly widespread and spotty 
oxidized copper occurrences along a relatively narrow 
mineralized zone • . The company, however, did not feel 
that it was the type of deposit they were interested in 
at that time. 

Years previous to this, other exploratory work was done 
in the claims area, and several shafts and tailing dumps 
resulted. 

A Forest Service mining engineer made a mineral examination 
of the Anderson and Cline claims in October of 1967. His 
report stated that there was "sufficient evidence of a 
fairly wide zone of low grade carbonate copper to justify 
drilling a few diamond drill holes to check for the 
possible existence of underlying secondary enriched ores." 

Summer thunderstorms during July, August, and September 
contribute to most of the 14 inches of annual precipitation. 
Snow fall is light. The area has a mean January temperature 
of 32°F and a mean maximum July temperature of about 102°F. 
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The soils in this section of the Mazatzal Wilderness are 
developing in a thermic soil temperature class in a 14- to 
19-inch precipitation zone. Soils are shallow, weakly 
developed, and moderately to hi~hly erodible. 

The three proposed drill sites are on a shallow stony 
McFadden-like soil over fractured quartzite . Outcrops of 
quartzite bedrock are found. The McFadden-like soil is a 
weakly developed clay loam soil with 50 to 80 percent 
stones and is 10 to 20 inches deep over fractured bedrock. 
This soil is moderately to highly erodible. Once disturbed, 
it will not be possible to stabilize the disturbance 
without special revegetation practices. 

The proposed support camp outside the Wilderness boundary 
is on soil and geologic materials similar to the proposed 
drill sites. 

The proposed spike camp site and, helispot within the claims 
area are on a more gently sloping river terrace. The soil 
materials are several feet deep and are subject to gully 
erosion. The soil materials are highly stratified and 
range in texture from extremely stony sand to a deep clay 
loam. 

The riparian habitat downstream from the claims area is an , 
important nesting area for white-wing doves, mourning doves, 
western tanagers, hooded orioles, Arizona cardinals, 
Gambel quail, and several other bird species. Also, a 
small fish population of long-fin dace (Agosia chrysogaster) 
and suckers (Catostomus spp.) is found in the lower part 
of Copper Camp Creek Canyon. 

Deer, javelina, and coyote are among the large resident 
wildlife species in the claims area. 

Copper Camp Creek is an intermittent stream during most of 
the year. The main channel is in a semi-stable condition 
having been scoured by flooding in recent years. In many 
areas, bedrock is exposed in the channel. Banks are steep, 
and adjacent slopes are convex. Much of the area is armored 
by rock outcrop, cobbly alluvial, and coluvial materials. 

The exposed bedrock in the streambed forms a barrier to 
subsurface stream flow, forcing the water t o the surface 
in a few areas. This water has been referred to as springs 
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by Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dibhle. Because its source is within 
a well-defined channel, and the nature in which it occurs, 
these pockets of water would not normally be considered 
springs, but rather surface flow. 

Chemical analysis from two of these seeps (referred to as 
springs #1 and #3 on the attached map) indicate that the 
water is of high quality suitable for drinking. Seep 
number 4 is either dry or nonexistent. There is some 
question as to the availability of the water in this area 
in that all surface waters of the Verde River and its 
tributaries have long been appropriated by downstream 
water users. According to a letter from the U.S. D.A. 
Office of the General Counsel dated June 15, 1971, the 
surface water is not available under Federal law to 
private parties, and water rights probleMs should be 
resolved by the State. 

II. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The natural beauty of the Wilderness in the sense of "an area 
where the earth and its community of life are untrammeled by 
man" will experience the largest impact. 

Wilderness has heen defined by Congress as an area of undeveloped 
land, n ••• re aining its primeval character and influence 
without permanent improvements or human habitation •••• n It 
has been further defined as an area that n ••• generally appears 
to have been affected primarily by the forces of nature, with 
the imprint of man's work substantially unnoticeable. • ." and 
". • • has outstanding opportunities for solitude. • • ." 

Any evidence of the use of motorized equipment will be in 
direct conflict with the basic philosophy of wilderness as 
def ined by Congress in the T>lilderness Act. Any dynamiting 
of rock, or clearing of vegetation and site leveling fo r 
helispots and drill sites, will result in a loss of the 
primeval and pristine character of the area within sight of 
such disturbance. 

However, unde r the Act of June 4, 1897, the right of ingress 
and egress for prospecting, locating, and developing mineral 
resources is a statutory right. It is the understanding of 
the Forest Service that within Wilderness the right shall be 
exercised under reasonable rules and regulations established 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
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With the Wilderness Act and the Mining Act mentioned above, 
it becomes a matter of degree of how much of what type of 
encroachment can be allowed. 

If drilling substantiates the presence of a large body of 
ore and mining results, a portion of the Mazatzal Wilderness 
could be lost. Construction of helispots, pads, and camp 
sites will result in shallow soils being disturbed and possible 
erosion taking place . Any sludge or tailings left after the 
drilling has been completed will contrast with the surface 
soil • 

. If a full-scale mining operation were to result because of the 
proposed drilling explorations, the claims eventually could 
be patented. A road could be constructed to the site, and the 
ore would be mined. The value of the wilderness resource 
would be decreased, while the mineral resource would be 
utilized. The development would create jobs and enhance the 
economic environment. 

Should a full-scale mining operation result from this proposal, 
a large amount of water would be needed from local sources. 
Downstream riparian vegetation could be affected should this 
water be utilized. 

The construction of one heliport (helicopter landing area 
serviced by roads), one helispot (helicopter landing area 
not served by roads), three drilling sites containing 1/3 acre 
each, more or less, one support camp, and one spike camp would 
affect the following resources: 

Air 

The proposed drilling operation would have a very minor, short
term effect on air quality in the immediate area. It would be 
in the form of noise and dus t from the drilling equipment. 

A similar situation would exist in the case of the proposed 
helicopter operation. The air quality would be affected 
temporarily by dust during landing and taking off. A considerable 
amount of noise would be generated during flights, but this 
would be of short duration. 

Thus, dust, noise, and smoke created by internal combustion 
engines would temporarily degrade the air quality in the ,l,ocal 
area. 
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Natural Beauty 

The placement of the drilling rig and settling drums may 
require the temporary leveling of small areas. This is 
especially so for drill holes #1 and #3 (see attached map). 
An area of approximately 1/3 acre in size will have to be 
cleared of any vegetation that will interfere with the 
helicopter operations. 

If the disturbance is held to a minimum, it would seem rea
sonable that the slopes could be restored to a natural grade 
and reseeded with native species of grasses. The sites are 
visible from the adjacent slopes. The diameter of the actual 
drill hole would only be 4 inches; therefore, its impact would 
be negligible. However, such a hole, if drilled in soil and 
left unplugged, may widen due to sloughing and erosion, forming 
a safety hazard for animals and humans. Sludge from the 
drilling operation, if allowed to spillover on the ground, 
would leave a lasting contrast with the surface material. 
It should, therefore, be adequately disposed of. Once drilling 
is completed, the sludge should be returned from the drums to 
the drill hole to prevent downhole sloughing. A possible 
disposal site for any additional sludge would be one of the 
old mining shafts found in the claims area. 

, 
The proposed helispot and the heliport sites are located in 
areas of sparse vegetation so that a. minimum of clearing will 
be required . By insurine that the perimeter of the clearing 
is irregular in shape, the sites should retain much of their 
natural appearance after the sites are abandoned and revegetated. 
Soil disturbance should be held to a minimum at these sites also. 

Outdoor Recreation 

Although visitor use in the Mazatzal Wilderness is light, 
especially when compared wi.th the Superstition Wilderness, it 
has increased 25% within the past 6 years. During 1971, 8500 
visitor days were recorded as compared to 6400 in 1965. Popula
tion trends in Arizona, together with a developing appreciation 
of wilderness, indicate that the use will continue to increase. 
The period of April through December accounts for about 90% of 
the total use which is primarl.ly deer and bear hunters. 

lihile the mining claims lie wi thin the big game hunting zone, 
/1 most of the hunt ing activity takes place near the eastern edge 

of the Wilderness. This is basical ly because of easier access 
found on that side. If big gante are scared away from the claims 
area, it would only be while the project is in operation. 
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It is not anticipated that the drill project will appreciably 
affect the present major recreation activity of the Mazatzal 
Wilderness. If the proposed work was scheduled during a period 
other than April through December, there would be even less of 
a potential conflict. 

Range 

The claims area lies within the Sears Grazing Allotment. The 
occupation of the proposed drilling sites, spike camp, and 
support camp would not affect the grazing to any appreciable 
degree. Cattle are usually not spooked by the presence of 
men or machinery. However, a low-flying helicopter may 
disrupt cattle temporarily for short periods of time. 

Soils 

This is a highly sensitive environment because of the low 
precipitation and warm temperatures. Any great disturbance 
of the area could destroy the vegetation and increase soil 
erosion. The removal of the shallow soil will expose raw 
geologic rock that will require hundreds of years to again 
weather to soil. Erosion could remove the unstable decomposing 
quartzite or schist, and disturbed areas may never heal. 

The thin soil mantle is essential for the growing of a pro
tective cover. The soil forms the seedbed and is the major 
source of plant nutrients and water. The established plants 
draw additional moisture from the fractured bedrock. 

Any leveling of heliports, helispots, or drilling sites would 
expose bare soil and geologic rock and increase erosion. 
These soils are moderately to highly erodible and should be 
protected. Once disturbed, it will not be possible to again 
stabilize without special revegetation practices. Tailings 
and sludge from drilling operations will also contrast with 
the surface soil. 

The proposed spike camp is situated on the river fan which 
is subject to gully erosion. Any uncontrolled surface water 
runoff from higher areas would cause an increase in the erosion 
rate. 

Timber 

Since there is no timber in the claims area, none would be 
affected by the proposed project. 
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Hater 

Any water, slurry, machine oil, or other residue used in the 
proposed drilling operation should not be returned to or 
deposited in the stream channel. These wastes should be either 
removed from the area or disposed of in such a way that they 
will not pollute either the groundwater or surface water. 

If drilling takes place, strict inspection and supervision 
would be needed to assure that any water leaving the watershed 
remains of a high quality. 

Wilderness 

Any operation of motorized equipment will break the "solitude" 
of Hilderness. However, it can be a short-term conflict which 
ceases when the operation stops and equipment such as a water 
pump and helicopter is removed. The operation of a diamond 
core drill itself will not produce as great a loss of wilder
ness solitude if the actual drilling operation does not result 
in substantially showing "the imprint of man's work." Drill 
site construction will destroy the pristine, "untouched by 
man" characteristic of all land from which the developments 
can be seen. 

Hildlife 

The drilling of the three proposed test holes on the subject 
claims will have a minimal effec t on the resident wildlife 
in the area. By hauling water to the site, the integrity of 
the stream and its associated riparian vegetation and wildlife 
habitat will be maintained. The dace which is presently found 
in lower Coppe r Camp Creek will be affected by increased 
siltation if overflow or leakage from the drill mud settling 
drums occurs . Otherwise , bird nesting areas and fish popula
tions would not be affected. 

The increased human activity on the claims area will probably 
cause a temporary movement of deer, javelina, coyote, and 
other resident animals from the drilling locale. After comple
tion of the proposed work and subsequent withdrawal of human 
activity, the immediate area should be reinhabited by the large 
resident wildlife species found in that area. 

The spike camp located at the old mining camp and the support 
camp near the Wilderness boundary should have a minimal effect 
on wildlife since they are not near natural watering holes. 
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If copper is discovered in any appreciable amount, care should 
be taken not to pollute t he limited water supply in Copper 
Creek. Copper sulfate can kill phreatophytes such as cotton
wood and sycamore which are the two main tree species found 
in the riparian zone. 

Fire 

Hith a fire plan, proper firefigh ting tools, and approved 
spark arrestors on all internal combustion engines, the 
danger of fire can be kept to a minimum. 

Insects and Diseases 

The proposed project should not have any effect on insect 
infestation or plant disease incidence. 

Landmvnership Adj us tment 

The claims area is entirely on Feder al land of the Tonto 
National Forest .. 

Land Use 

The claims area receives very little use except by the grazing 
permittees , Mr. T. E. Leavy and Mr. J. Thomas McCarthy, within 
the Sears Allotment. 

It was previously claimed by the Copper Cliffs Claim No. 1-17 
located by Kenneth L. Anderson and Lech Cline on February 11, 
1956. 

Transportat ion 

The claims area is about 2-1/2 miles inside the Wilderness 
boundary. The rugged terrain increases the difficulty of 
transporting equipment and supplies to t he drill sites. For 
all practical purposes, the heavy drill rig (3,045 lbs.) can 
only be brought to the site by a large helicopter or four
wheel drive vehicles. Pack animals can carry the majority 
of the other equipment and supplies. 

Informat:i.on and Education 

The unique quality of a wilderness can be lost through mineral 
exploration and development. On the other hand, an ore body 
may help produce a necessary product. It will have to be 
decided whether a mineral resource or a wilderness resource can 
do the greatest good for the most people over the long run. 



14 

Historical and Archeological 

No known historical or archeological sites would be affected 
by the proposed drill sites, heliport, helispot, or camp sites, 
There are no sites within the area of operations which are on, 
or would qualify for, t he Nat ional Register of Historic Sites. 

Social and Cultural 

Any consideration of environmental impacts has to concern 
itself with the intangible relationship of man to his environ
ment. One of the objectives of the environmental analysis 
and draft statement is to determine the attitude of the 
general public toward the proposal. Public response to the 
draft statement indicates the proposed action to be contro
versial and, therefore, can be considered to have social and 
cultural effects on a large number of people. 

As metropolitan areas grow in size, the need for open space 
and natural areas will increase. A visitor to the Mazatzal 
r.Jilderness in search of "solitude" would view the proposed 
mining operation as being in direct conflict with his needs 
and desires .. 

Economics 

Prospecting ~vill enable Mr . Rodney and Mr. Dibble to deter
mine if there is a sufficient ore body present to develop a 
feasible mine in the Copper Camp Creek area. If a full-scale 
mining operation were to result because of the proposed 
drilling explorations, the claims eventually could be patented. 

A full-scale road would be constructed to the site, and the 
ore would be mined for profit. The value of the wilqerness 
resource would be decreased, while the mineral resource would 
be utilized. The development would create jobs and enhance 
the economic environment. 

III. FAVORABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

There are no favorable effects to the physical environment 
to be realized from the proposed mineral exploration. However, · 
should a marketable body of ore be discovered as a result of 
the proposed exploration, many Americans will benefit from 
the resultant copper products. 
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Copper is the most important nonferrous metal in use today. 
It ranks second only to iron, both in quantity and value of 
world output of our natural resources. Alloyed into bronze, 
it is one of man's oldest and most useful metals. It has 
~ade possible the large-scale electrical progress that is 
enjoyed by every modern nation. Our high standard of living 
and our national security depend on adequate supplies of 
copper. The United States is the world's largest producer 
and consumer of copper, producing nearly 1/3 of the total 
and consuming nearly 1/2 of it (Arizona's Natural Resources, 
a review prepared for the Arizona Development Board by 
Arizona Research Consultants, Inc.). 

During 1971, Arizona continued to lead the nation as a copper 
producing state as it has every year since 1910. Over 820,000 
tons of copper were produced to provide a revenue of over 
$851,900,000. This accounted for 53.9 percent of the nation's 
total production, and was 3 times the output of second-place 
Utah. Copper accoun ted for 87 percent of the total mineral 
value Arizona produced during 1971. (Figures from 28th annual 
edition of Arizona Statistical Review.) 

The mineral resource is nonrenewable, and each mineral deposit 
is a finite quantity. Once an ore body has been exhausted, a 
new and larger one must be brought into production to meet 
the growing demand for copper. Thus, the only favorable 
environmental effects of this proposal are related to the 
social and economic aspects of the use of copper in this 
country. 

IV. ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED 

Any mechanical encroachment into the wilderness solitude would 
create an adverse effect. It would be in direct conflict with 
the basic philosophy of wilderness. In addition to the noise 
pollution, the motorized equipment will also create temporary 
pollution through the creation of dust and smoke in the vicinity 
of the drill sites, hel i port, and helispot. 

Any extensive earth work in leveling drill pads or wasting 
sludge down hill sides would also cause lasting contrasts on 
the landscape and could adversely affect the water quality 
as well as the aquatic life. Man's imprint in the wilderness 
would then be more evident. 

Resident populations of deer, javelina, and coyote would ' be 
temporarily displaced by drill site construction and operation, 
as well as by the low- flying helicopter. 
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V. ALTERNATIVES CONS IDERED 

Proposal 

This alternative is Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dibble's proposal 
and was considered as such in the Draft Environmental 
Statement. The proposed drill transportation system would 
require the construction of 3 miles of minimal jeep access 
road within the Wilderness boundary. The alignment would 
branch off to the south near the end of the existing jeep 
trail. It would descend, cross Sheep Creek, and ascend the 
opposite slope. Crossing the Hilderness boundary, the 
alignment would continue to the top of the ridge that 
separates the South Fork of Sheep Creek and Copper Camp 
Creek. The narrow ridge line would he followed until 
reaching the claims area. The alignment would then drop 
down and cross the South Fork of Copper Camp Creek. The 
drill and required support equipment would then be trans
ported on the bed of a four-wheel drive pickup. 

Impact Evaluation 

This alternative would temporarily affect air quality during 
construction and, to a smaller extent, during the actual use 
of the road . Vehicle operation would create minor noise 
pollution. 

This is a highly sensitive environment because of the low 
precipitation and warm temperatures. A thin soil mantle 
exists and is essential to support the protective plant 
cover. The construction of a primitive road would remove 
the soil and expose raw geologic rock that would require 
hundreds of years to again weather t o soil. Building drill 
pad access routes to sites 2 and 3 which would facilitate 
a four-wheel drive vehicle with drill rig would require 
extensive earthwork. It would be very difficult to return 
those areas to their natural state. 

Much of the proposed access road would be visible from 
higher , adjacent areas including sites outside the Wilder
ness. The vegetation is thin and sparse along the proposed 
alignment and would offer little concealment. The natural 
beauty of the Wilderness in the sense of "an area where the 
earth and its cormnunity of life are untrammeled by man" would 
be affected. A constructed road would produce a long-term 
conflict with wilderness values because of the lasting scars, 
as opposed to temporary degradation which results from the 
temporary noise pollution. 



The proposed access road could possibly cause a change in 
livestock grazing habits. In traversing terrain , cattle 
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tend to take the easiest route. This could result in over
grazing alon~ the proposed road. Since the alignment follows 
exposed ridge lines, it might also increase the natural 
eros i on rate. 

The Salt River Project expressed concern over t he potential 
increase in sediment production which reduces t he capacity 
of the reservoirs. The main source of such sediment is r oad 
cuts . Their main concern was that the road be designed to 
keep sediment losses to a minimum while providing adequate 
drainage to prevent ponding and loss of water to the down
stream water users. 

The Arizona \-Jildlife Federation was opposed to t his alterna
tive because it was in direct conflict with t he long-term 
use for which the are~as set aside. They did not fee l that 
sacrificing the long-tel~ use for short~term mineral explora
tion was justified. 

This method of transportation has the greatest environmental 
impact and was, therefore, not selected. 

Alternative 1 

Do no mineral exploratory work in the j'1azatza1 Hilderness. 

Impact Evaluation 

This proposal 'would have the least i mpact on t he environment. 
The Arizona Wi ldlife Federation points out that this is the 
only action compatible with wilderness, but it also realizes 
the exceptions writt en into the Wilderness Act. Mr. H. Paul 
Friesema points out the recent Federal Court ruling to ban 
mining and mineral exploration work in t he Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area I.<Ti1derness. Hm>1ever, the Hi1derness Act is 
ex?licit in t'hat under existinp.: mining l aws , the use of the 
land for mineral location within the wilderness may continue 
until December 31 , 1983. This use is subject to reasonable 
regulat i ons governing ingress and egress as may be prescr ibed 
by the Secre tary of Agricultureo It is for this reason that 
this alternative was not selected. 
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Alternative 2 --_. __ .-
Transport al l personnel , equipment, and supplies hy pack 
animals over existing t r ails. This would entail a ride of 
approximately 1-1/2 hours on an existing trail from a support 
camp located outside the Wilderness houndary. 

Impact Evaluation 

This method of transporting the equipment would require the 
use of portable drill rigs with a limited depth capacity of 
100 to 150 feet. It has been determined that this limited 
exploration would not provide the information needed to 
establish a true picture of the mineral potential of the 
area such as the proposed 1,000-foot depth drilling would. 
It was for this reason that this portion of the alternative 
was not selected. 

This means of transporting personnel and supplies to the 
point of exploration is reasonable; however, the drill rig 
should be transported by some other means. The impact upon 
the environment would be no greater than the impact of using 
horses and mules to pack into the Hilderness for other pur
poses such as recreation ride.s. If pack stock were allowed 
to graze, there could be some deterioration of the range. 
Such an impact could he offset by packing feed for the horses 
into the Wildernesso Concentration of the pack stock could 
cause some surface disturbance to vepetation and soil. This 
portion of the alternative was selected because it is con
sidered to be reasonahle access. This mode of transporting 
the packable supplies and personnel is in keeping with 
wilderness concepts and would create the least environmental 
impacts. 

The Arizona Wildlife Federation favored transporting every
thing by this method over helicopter transportation. It 
felt there would be less disturbance to the area and that 
mining problems would not be insoluble. 

Alternative 3 

Transport drillinp, rigs, personnel , equipment, and supplies 
to the site by helicopter. This type of operation would 
require a helicopter base at some point outside of the 
boundary and at each of the three drill sites o 
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Impact Evaluation 

The use of a helicopter would preclude the necessity of 
building an access road or support camp within the Uilder
ness. Helispots would need to be constructed at each drill 
site. This would require the removal of some of the vegeta
tion and large rocks within the helispot area. This dis
turbance could be lessened by locating the helispots in a 
natural clearing. The pad on which the drill sets would be 
cleared and leveled. This disturbance could be kept at a 
minimum by again choosing drill sites which are in natural 
openings. The use of a hel icopter and a drill rig within 
the Wilderness would require permits. 

Alternative 4 

Supply water from a source outside the Hilderness. The water 
would be transported to the drill sites in 55 gallon drums 
which would be later utilized as settling ponds. 

Impact Evaluation 

This method of supplying water would 'el iminate the need of 
developing water supply at springs within the Wilderness. 
Other impacts are associated with the method of transporting 
the water to the drill sites. These impacts are covered in 
the proposal and in alternatives 2 and 3 above. 

This alternative was selected because there is less chance 
of disrupting the ecological balance of the downstream 
riparian vegetat ion than if water from the stream were 
utilized. 

The National Hildlife Federation and Arizona Wildlife Federa
tion supported this alternative as being the most logical 
means of reconciling the wilderness character of the terrain 
with legitimate mineral exploration. 

Alternative 5 

Supply water from springs located within the Hilderness. This 
method of supplyinp- water would require the construction of 
small check dams at one of the four springs in the Copper Camp 
Creek drainage. The major source, spring #1 on the attached 
map, is at the Anderson Cabin. Springs 112 and 1f3 are inevi
dence near the junction of the North and South Forks of Copper 
Camp Creek. The sponsors proposed the development of spring #4 



20 

which was no t in evidence at the time of the field review of 
this project. As proposed, the water would be pumped through 
a flexible plast ic pipe; or, if a road was built, it would 
be hauled from the spring to the drillin~ sites by four-wheel 
drive vehicles. 

Impact Evaluat ion 

By utilizing flexible plastic pipe, rubber holding tanks , and 
portable pumps, the natural beauty of the area would only be 
temporarily degraded. The temporary development of a water 
source, if carefully done, could easily he returned to its 
natural s tate. 

However, if development of a water source necessary for drillinp 
causes the downstream areas to dry up, the riparian habitat 
could be lost~ Bird nesting areas and fish populations would 
be af fected. 

The containment of the springs would be an impact on the 
wilderness character of the area. There would be some dis
turbance to the area during the construction of any darns or 
boxes to store the water . 

Other impacts are dependent on the method of transporting 
the water to the drill sites. These impacts are covered in 
the original proposal and alternatives 2 and 3. 

The surface water in Copper Camp Creek is not available under 
Federal law to private parties. Such water would be available 
under the reservation principle only if the United States, 
through its agents, contractors, or employees, used the wat er 
for a Federal purpose. 'vater right problems such as those 
of Hr. Rodney and Hr. Dibble should be resolved by the State. 

Because of the above- mentioned environmental impacts, this 
alternative was not selected. The Salt River Project stated 
that inasmuch as all the surface waterR of the Verde River 
and all its tributaries have long been appropriated by dmm
stream water users, including shareholders of t he Salt River 
Valley Wate r User 's Association, the use of such water in 
either the exploratory drilling or any subsequent mining 
operations will be vigorously protested by the Association . 
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Alternative 6 

Develop support camp outside t he vlilderness 0 Such a camp 
would act as a staging area from which personnel, equipment, 
and supplies would be moved to the drilling site. A proposed 
camp site is located approximately 3 miles from the drilling 
sites which is approximately a 1-1/2-hour trip by horseback 
on existing trails. The elevation at this site is 2,960 feet 
and is suited for a heliport. A spike camp consisting of 
sleeping and cooking facilities for the drilling crew can be 
established on the drilling site and supplied by pack animals. 

Impact Evaluation 

A support camp outside the Wi l derness boundary would reduce 
the impact on the Hilderness itself. Large quantities of 
supplies could be trucked to t he site for tr~nsportation into 
the Wilderness as needed. A camp site could be located in 
such a way that surface disturbance could be kept to a 
minimum. 

The small spike camp near the drilling sites would have a 
minimal impact on the 1oJi lderness. Refuse would be packed 
out lvhen supplies are brought in. Because of the location 
of the camp in relation to the stream, and the duration of 
uS,e, approved , sanitation would be required. 

This alternative was selected because it would cause less 
environmental impact than having a large support camp in the 
v1ilderness . Both the National Hildlife Federation and the 
Arizona v.7ildlife Federation favored t his alternative. 

Alternative 7 

Develop a support camp lvithin the Hi lderness . All supplies 
would be held at this site until needed. The camp lvould 
provide the sleeping and eat ing facilities for the drilling 
crew. The helicopter would transport those items which 
could not be packed to the camp site by animals. All other 
items to1Ouid be transported by pack animals .. 

Impact Evaluation 

The establishment of a permanent support camp within the 
Wilderness would cause more surface disturbance to the 
ve~etation and soil than the spike camp previously proposed. 
The camp would be larger with more activity in the immediate 
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vicinity and more materials would be stored there. The soils 
in the area are subject to gully erosion. Surface disturbance 
could trigger the gullyinp, process on the camp site. 

Although the disturbance at the camp site would be Rreater 
within the Wilderness, such a carnp would alleviate t he need 
for a spike camp, thus confining the disturbance to one area. 
A staging area would be required, however, to assemble the 
items to be transported to the camp. A heliport at such a 
site would also be required. 

This alternative was not selected because of the additional 
environmental impacts within the Wilderness. 

VI. RELATIONSHIP BETI-lEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USE OF ENVIRON~·ffiNT AND 
MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEHENT OF LONG-TERH PRODUCTIVITY 

While a mining operation is a short-term use, a wilderness 
must be considered a resource for l ong-term use. If the pro
posed exploration work were done in a way in vthich it would 
not leave man's imprint on the l-lilderness, the long-term 
productivity would not be affected. 

The combined use of animals and helicopter to transport 
personnel , supplies, and equipMent in and out of the Tvilder
ness will satisfy t he need of Mr. Rodney and Mr. Dihbl~ to 
determine the possible existence of an underlying, secondary 
enriched ore body. The methods proposed would have the least 
environmental impact possible on the ~.Ji lderness while still 
providing the reasonable ingress and egress for mineral loca
tion as specified by the i.Jildenless Act. 

VII. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMIT~NTS OF RESOURCES 

If the proposed drilling reveals a mine ral resource of Rreat 
enough economic potential , it is conceivable that a full-scale 
mining operation would result . In that case, a portion of 
the wilderness resource would be lost. 

On the other hand, if the 
that the mineral resource 
potential, there would be 
future exploratory '·lOrk . 
would then be safeguarded 

proposed action showed evidence 
was not of great enough economic 
sufficient evidence to discourage 
That particular area of Hildemess 
for its long-term useo 
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VIII. CONSULTATION WITH OTHERS 

A. tvrit ten Statements Received 

The written statements received on the Draft Environmental 
Statement are presented in t he following groups: 

1. Conservation and Envi ronmental Groups 
2. Other Governmental Agencies 
3~ Private Individuals 
4. Resource Using Companies or Associations 

B. Statist ics of Written Statement s Received 

l~ Response - letters from 11 entities 
2. Geographic Dis tribution: 

a. Within the Tonto National Forest 2 
b. Uithin the State of Arizona (other 4 

than the Tonto National Forest) 
c. Outside the State of Arizona 5 

Total 11 

3. General Opinion and Respondents' Affiliations 

Environment or Other 
Private 
Indiv. ----

Proposal 
Alternative #1 
Alternative 112 
Alternative 1f3 
Alternative 114 
Alternative #5 
Alternative #6 
Alternative #7 
No specific 

opinion or 
adverse connn.ent 

1 

1 

Resource 
User 

3 

Conservation 
Group 

1 
2 
2 

2 

Govt. 
Agency 

1 

2 

c. A complete record of responses received from interested 
parties is contained in the Appendix. Comments relating 
to specific alternatives are contained in the subject areas 
of this Final Environmental Statement. The follm"ing is a 
synopsis of comments relating to t he plan in general and 
the Fores t Service response: 

Total 

o 
o 
1 
4 
'2 
o 
2 
o 

6 
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1. United States Department of the Interior. Suggests 
that the draft statement lacks sufficient information 
and depth in describing the project, theexistin~ 
environment, impacts, and alternatives. Also felt 
that the environmental impacts associated with mineral 
extraction should be explored, as such an operation 
mip,ht follow the proposed action. 

More detail has been i ncorporated into the final 
statement in an attempt to make the proposal and 
alternatives clearer. Should mineral extraction 
follow the proposed action, a separate environmental 
statement would be prepared based upon a detailed 
proposal rather than upon conjecture at this point 
in time. More specific comments by the Department 
have been incorporated into the statement. 

2. H. Paul Friesema of Northwestern University in 
Evanston, Illinois. Felt that the procedures 
followed in preparing the draft statement were 
fundamentally in error. 

The procedures comment ,.;ras answered by letter, a copy 
of which is contained in the Appendix. 

3. United States Environmental Protection Agency. Felt 
that the statement clearly points out basic conflict 
between wilderness preservation and the proposed 
mineral exploration and indicates most of the adverse 
effects of the alternatives re~ardin8 access. 

4. National Wildlife Federation. FirRt letter indicated 
that the proposition was sufficiently clear to make a 
choice of alternatives. A later lette r supgested that 
the information was inadequate for a reader or decision
maker to reach a conclusion as to comparative impacts 
of the feasible project alternatives. It requested a 
supplement to the draft statement be circulated for 
public review. 

Hore detail has been incorporated into this final 
statement. 

5. Salt Rive r Pr oj ect. Comments concerning the use of 
water were incoroorated into the statement. 
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6. Uni ted States Soil Conservation Service. Stated that 
the impacts of the proposed action relating to soil 
and water conservation and the environment were 
adequately considered. 

7. Arizona Hildlife Federation. Comments were very 
specific and are indicated in the text of this 
statement . 

8. Western Wood Products Associationo Felt that the 
alternatives to accommodate exploration were examined 
in almost exhaustive detail, but were reasonable and 
objectively stated. Urged that t he parties involved 
meet requirements of related statutes in a manner 
which will satisfy both private and public rights and 
interests. 

9. Sierra Club, Southwest Office. Felt that the statement 
fairly depicts the environmental consequences of the 
proposed operation except for some specific items. 
These items are referred to and hopefully answered i n 
the text of this statement. 

10. Arizona Game and Fish Departrnentc Felt the statement 
was comprehensive and objective, but that there would 
be significant and permanent wildlife' losses and 
environmental degradation with the project. 

11. F. J. MacDonald . Indicated that the Advisory Commission 
on Arizona Environment was generally opposed to any 
intrusions on wildernesses, activities which have 
lasting impact on Forest lands, and to any pollution
producing activity on Forest lands . Specific comments 
were incorporated in the text. 

The Final Environmental Statement will be sent to the following 
agencies , groups, and individuals. 

U. S. Department of the Interior 
Washington , D. C. 

Council on Environmental Quality 
Washington, D. C. 

Environmental Protection Agency 
San Francisco, California 



Honorable John J. Rhodes 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Honorable Sam Steiger 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Honorable Paul J. Fannin 
United States Senate 
Washington , D. C. 20510 

Honorable Barry Goldwater 
United States Senate 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

Honorable John B. Conlan 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Soil Conservation Service, USDA 
State Office , 6029 Federal Building 
Phoenix , Arizona 85014 

Senator Ray A. Goetze, Chairman 
Natural Resources Committee 
Senate Wing - State Capitol 
1700 U. Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85507 

Representative Sam Flake, Dist. 21 
House Wing - State Capitol 
1700 W. Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85507 

Representative Peter Kay, Dist. 21 
House l-ling - State Capitol 
1700 W. Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Arizona State Clearing House 
3003 N. Central 
Phoenix, Arizona 85012 
(10 copies for their distribution 
to State agencies) 

Arizona Council of Governments 
Governor's Office, State Capitol 
1700 W. Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona R5007 
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Colorado Plateau Environmental Advisory. Council 
P. O. Box 1389 
Fla~staff, Arizona 86001 

Advisory Commission on Arizona Environment 
206 S. 17th Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
Maricopa County 
602 County Administration Building 
111 S. 3rd Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

Grazing Advisory Board 
Tonto National Forest 
Stephen L. Bixby, Chairman 
Bixby Ranch, P.O. Box 311 
Globe, Arizona R55nl 

Salt River Project 
P. O. Box 1980 
Phoenix, Arizona 85001 

National Wildlife Federation 
1412 16th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Arizona Wildlife Federation 
P. O. Box 1769 
Phoenix, Arizona 85001 

Sierra Club 
2014 E. Broadway 
Tucson, Arizona 85717 

The Wilderness Society 
4260 E. Evans Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80222 

The Wilderness Society 
~1iss Kay Younger 
Staff Assistant 
729 Fifteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington , D. C. 20050 

Tucson Audubon Society 
P. O. Box 3891 
Tucson, Arizona 85717 
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Maricopa Audubon Society 
1813 West Wier Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85013 

\Jestem ~,Joods Products Association 
918 Simms Building 
203 Fourth Street, S. W. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103 

Arizona Chapter, {~i1d1ife Society 
c/o Hr. Dave Brmvn 
Arizona Game and Fish'( Departmen t 
P. O. Box 9095 
Phoenix, Arizona 85020 

Arizona Cattle Growers Association 
Adams Hotel, Room 274 
Phoenix , Arizona 85004 

Arizona ~\Too1 Growers Association 
132 South Central Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 8500 l~ 

Southwest Forest Resource Affairs 
Federal Timb er Purchasers Association 
P. O. Box 14429 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87111 

\vestern Forest Industries Association 
P. O. Box 1771 
Vernal , Utah 84078 

Arizona Conservation Council 
P. O. Box 1771 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85252 

Society fo r Range Hanagement 
·Dr.- Erving M. Schmutv 
School of Agriculture 
University of Arizona 
Tucson, Arizona 85721 

Society of American Fores~ars 
Arizona Section, District 3 
T. F. Arvo1a 
Division of Forestry 
The Resources Agency 
Sacramento, California 95814 
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The Wildlife Society 
Arizona Chapter 
Mr. Buddy Do Bristow 
4343 H. Paradise Lane 
Phoenix, Arizona 85029 

Tucson Wildlife Unlimited, Inc. 
P. O. Box 4458 
Tucson, Arizona 85717 

Audubon Society 
Mr. Harshal1 ,,,. Whitmire 
635 North Drew 
West Mesa, Arizona 85201 

Mearns tvi1dlife Society 
P. O. Box 3337 
Tucson, Arizona 85 722 

The Arizona Republic 
P. O. Box 1950 
Phoenix, Arizona 85001 

Phoenix Gazette 
Mr. Dwayne Smith 
120 E. Van Buren 
Ph?enix, Arizona 85004 

Humble Oil ~. Refining Company 
1758 IV. Grant Road 
Tucson, Arizona 85705 

Exploration Office 
Hr. Robert C. Hoore 
550 West Ina Road 
Tucson , Arizona 85704 

Humble Oil & Refinin~ Company 
P. O. Box 120 
Denver, Colorado 80201 

Phelps Dodge Corporation 
Western Exploration Office 
Drawer 1217 
Douglas, Arizona 85607 
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Kerr-McGee Corporation 
Kerr-McGee Building 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102 

Union Carbide Corporation 
Hining & Hetals Division 
P. O. Box 1049 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501 

American Smelting & Refining Company 
Exploration Department 
SH U.So Division 
P. O. Box 5747 
Tucson, Arizona 85703 

Utah International, Inc. 
Mr. Donald L. Humphreys 
550 California Street 
San Francisco, California 94104 

Humble Oil & Refining Company 
Mr. Gerald D. Ortloff 
Environmental Advisor 
P. O. Rox 2180 
Houston, Texas 77001 

Ideal Cement Company 
Mr. R. P. Comstock 
Director of Exploration 
P. O. Box 1949 
Ft. Collins , Colorado 80521 

The Brookinr,s Institution 
1775 Massachusetts Avenue, N. W. 
Washington , D. C. 20036 

Mr. Fred Gross, Jr., Director 
Region 10 
National Wildlife Federation 
2916 Chama, N.E . 
Albuquerque , New Hexico 87112 

Mr. Ed Merrick 
Field Representative 
National Wildlife Feder ation 
710 S. 41st Street 
Boulder , Colorado 80303 
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Mr. K. l.J. Sax 
Area Hydraulic Engineer 
USGS, Conservation Division 
W-223l Federal Building 
2800 Cottage l-lay 
Sacramento, California 94111 

Hr. Floyd Everett 
Liaison Officer 
Bureau of Hines 
2721 N. Central 
Room lOl2 
Phoenix, Arizona B5504 

Dr. H. Paul Frieserna 
Public Lands Policy Project 
Center for Urban Affairs 
North"Jestern University 
2040 Sheridan Road 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 

Hr. Lawrence Royer 
Assistant Professor 
Utah State University 
Logan, Utah 84321 

Mr. Larry Kusche 
University Library 
Arizona State University 
Tempe, Arizona 85281 

Mr. Cleo Anderson 
P. O. Rox 442 
Cave Creek, Arizona 85131 

Dr. John Ricker 
2950 N. 7th Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85014 

Mr. Robert L. Prather 
10840 N. 15th Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85029 

Hr. vl. R. Childs 
P. O. Rox 84 
Cave Creek, Arizona 85331 
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Mr. Reino Rickki1a 
U.S. Geological Survey 
Room 5017, FOB 
Phoenix, Arizona 85025 

Mr. Charles P. Coheen 
3555 ,-1. Augusta Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85021 

Mr. Michael Grieg 
c/o Chronicle Newspaper 
905 Mission 
San Francisco, California 94103 
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October 30, 1972 

~lr. Fred Wil'th, SupcTvisor 
TONTO NATIONAL FOREST 
Room 6208 - Federal Building 
230 North First Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85025 

Dear Mr. Wirth: 

Please enter the following comments in the final environmental 
statement concerning a mineral€xploration proposal in the 
Mazatzal Wilderness, Tonto National Forest. 

The Arizona Wildlife Federation believes that the American 
wilderness is a diminishing and threatened resource, existing 
only in remnants protected until now by their inaccessibility 

'and remoteness from streams of commercial activity. Wilderness 
yields certain ~nique values to mankind. These values are destined 
to grow in importance with, and in direct proportion to,the very 
pressures of human population and expanding industrial development 
that threaten to destroy them. 

For these reasons the AlvF does not believe the proposed mineral 
exploration in the Mazatzal Wilderness Area should be allowed. 
Alternative HI, do no mineral exploratory work, is the only 
action 'compatible with wilderness. 

We fully understand the exceptions written into the Wilderness 
~ct by Mr. Wayne Aspinall and associates and are in hopes that 
,t he sew i 11 s 0 on be rev is e d . 
;I} I I 
.J~/ 

Of the other six alternatives listed, the AWF prefers Alternative #2, 
transport personnel, equipment and supplies by horses and/or mules 
over existing trails, ovel~ Alternative H3, transport drilling tigs, 
personnel, equipment and supplies to the site by helicopter, because 
·less disturbance to the area would result. Problems to the miners 
are not insoluble when using only pack animals. 

IV e pre fer Al t e r 11 a t i ve it 4-) sup ply 1\1'" ate r fro mas 01.1 l' ceo u t sid e the 
wilderness, to Alternative 115, supply water from springs located 
\·.~i thin the wilderness, because there is a le s ser chance of di~Tllpting 
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the ecological balance of the downstream riparian vegetation lVIlcn 
water is brought into the area. 

lVe also believe Alternative 11 6, clcv 8 10p a support camp outside the 
l,'rilclcrncss area, is more compatible with the Mazatzal Area than 
AltcTnatjve tt7, develop a support camp within the wilderness. An 
outside camp would not leave the area as distrubed as all inside 
camp. 

The AWF cannot agree to a road being cut into the Mazatzal Wilderness 
Area. A road would be in direct conflict with the long-term usc 
this area lvas set aside for. Sacrificing this long- term use for 
short-term mineral exploration is not at all justified. 

We would like all disturbance, direct or indirect, to be restored 
to the fullest extent as the miners leave the area. The funds for 
this restoration should come from the miners, not the Forest Service 
budget. 

Wilderness is a way for the present generation to pass a portion of 
the public lands in the United States on to the next generation in 
as untouched a condition as possible. Mineral exploration with a 
bulldozed road, water "development" and support camps are not the 
intent of wilderness classification. 

Thank you for including the Arizona Wildlife Federation In this 
impact statement's public comments. 

Sincerely, 
/fl
L 

,.. .. \r\ . . !' \ / 1 \ ! t I " ' . . -- -< : \1 ;,-,, ;' ; I ""'~,: l ,i 1\ \ \j ; ,i), ,~..i :-- ... _- ' II \~ . . ' . 

RichardL. Small, 
Executive Secretary 
ARIZONA WILDLIFE FEDERATION 

RLS:is 

cc: Morris K. Udall 



National Wildlife Federation 
1.1'1') 1C.H; ST" ~.W" WASHINGTON, D .C. 20:J3G 

Forest Supervisor Fred J. Wirth 
Tonto National Forest 
230 N. First Ave., Rm. 6428 
Phoenix, Ariz. 85205 

Dear Hr. Wirth, 

Phone: 202 -483-15: 

Oct. 3, 1972 

I would like to present the following comments for the record con-

cerning the final environmental impact statement on the "Mineral Explor-

ation Proposal, Mazatzal Wilderness". 

The draft environmental statement presented the proposition is suf-

ficient clarity to ~ake a clear choice involving a combination of alter-

natives 3,4 and 6. I believe that the actions permitted by these options 

Hould provide meaningful protection to the Wilderness resource ,·,hile giving 

adequate consideration to the economics factors. 

• 

Yours in Conservation, ' 

,~ .~ . /~ Ii 
c//w11f' 4u,,~ 



1·117. 16TH ST., 0; .W., \\'N~ill,"CTO~<, U c. 20036 

Willia~ D. Hurst 
Regional Forester, Southwestern Region 
Forest Service 
U. S. Department of Agriculture 
New Federal Bld~. 
517 Gold Avenue 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87101 

Dear Mr. i-Iurst: 

'1- V ~ • \'" . ;. ~ r 'l' :F"'1 ""''-'' . . ~-. " . . r-"': ,~. ~.n. ! ,- 'L..J\ " f. ij . , " I 1 " 
L t::i'vj ,:Ca ClLd\. .. Ju ~ 

Ph()n r~: ~O~·48J-l: 

November 7, 1972 

We have received a copy of the draft environmental 
impact statement concerning proposed mineral exploration in the 
Mazatzal Wilderness of Tonto National Forest. The impact 
statement contains an adequate catalogue of proposed action 
and alternatives, but contains inadequate information for a 

. reader or decisionmaker to reach a conclusion as to the 
comparative impacts of the feasible project alternatives. 
As the courts and the President's Council on Environmental 
Quality have made abundantly clear, NEPA requires a full 
balancing of the proposed project's reasonable alternatives 
with sufficient detail on the comparative costs and benefits 
of these approaches to allow for an informed decision. 

It would appear from the statement that at least 
two alternatives mentioned -- those of h~licopter transport 
and of alternative water supply -- are highly feasible and 
could prove to be the most logical means of reconciling the 
wilderness character of the terrain with legitimate mineral 
exploration. The problem i~ that there is not enough data 
on the relative costs of these approaches, compared to·the 
costs of building a road an~ obtaining water as planned. 
Without this data we know that building a road is bad and 
using helicopter is less bad j but we don't know the degree 
of this difference and what it will mean to the legitimate 
interests in developing mineral resources. 

In sum, the draft environmental statement is a good 
beginning. We request that a supplement to this draft be 
c ir eu Jat cd for pub 1i c reviei'[ 3.nd commen t whi ch i;). eludes adeq Ltat e 
cost cOffiIJarisons O!'l th.e most feas ibl e alternatlves 'IOU have r, '", 



r·ll"'. Hi 11 i am D . H u r s l

Novemb e r 7, 1972 
Page ~h\; o 

de s cribed . It is important that t his materi a l be circulat ed 
in draft form to allo '/! for other age nci es and publ ~Lc contri but1 on 
before th e statement is put in final form. We loo k forward to 
rec e ipt of this suppl emental materi a l and to ma king our 
.contribution to your decision on a mor~ informed bas is. 

With best regards, I am 

cc: Arizona Wildlife Federation 
Tom M. Kilpatrick ~ Wilderness Chairman 

Arizona Game and Fish Department 
Robert A. Jantzen, Director 

Th e itT i 1 d 1 if e Soc i e t y, Ar i z 0 n a Ch apt e r 
Richard C. Endress, President 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
Maricopa County 
Henry H. Haws, Chairman 

Grazing Advisory Board 
Tonto National F6rest 
Stephen L. Bixby, Chairman 

Salt River Project 
H. Shipley, Associate General Manager 

The Arizona Republic 
Ben Avery 

Office of State Land Department 
Andrew L . Bettwy 

Advisory Commission on Arizon a Environment 
F. J. MacDona ld, Chairman 

Sierra Club, Sou t hw est Offic e 
Jame s A. r·'IcComb, SouthvJes t Rep r es entative 



c c : T! u c ~; 0 n ~-: :L 1 e.ll. i .f ~ e:n. 1 ~L m.L ted) T n c . 
I,Irs. Genn2t -cc:! 8 ~2\,,'flrt, ?r'(;:~i ~Ldcy-il~ 

The 1·!:Lld:::rness Socj.ct:r;) \,.1(;3 -Cern Feg:Lc:~21 Cl .E'ficE:: 
Clifton R. Merritt, Director of Field Services' 

rEucson Audubon Society, H~Llderness . Committee 
Mrs. Joan Coston 

Thomas L. Kimball, Executive Vice President 
National Wildlife Federation 

Louis S. Clapper, Conservation Director 
National Wildlife Federation 

Kenneth Hampton, Conservation Liaison 
National Wildlife Federation 
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Sallds/olle SClIlp/lire, Peach \Vash, Arizona 

Fred J. Wirth, Supervisor 
Tonto National Forest 
230 North First Avenue, Room 6208 
Phoenix, Arizona 85025 

Dear Mr. Wirth: 

October 24, 1972 

Thank -you for sending mea copy -of the draft environmental statement 
concernihg a proposal for miner~i~xploration in the Mazatzal Wilderness. 
In general, I believe that the statement fairly depicts the environ
mental consequences of the proposed mining operation and with two 
exceptions I will not attempt to comment on it in detail. 

The statment on the bottom of page 21 to the effect that "However, 
should a marketable body of ore be discovered as a result of the pro
posed exploration, thousands of Americans will benefit from the resultant 
copper products'· is highly conjectural, and is based on the premise 
that unless this particular area is developed as a mine, then there will 
be a shortage of copper. I would suggest that the sentence referred 
to above be deleted. 

On page 27 under "Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources", 
~ the second paragraph states that if the proposed action showed evidence 
that the mineral resource was not of great enough economic potential 
then-this r.>area would be safeguarded from future exploratory work. This 
statement is only true if the information gathered by the applicants is 
made available to the public. Unless this is done, some future applicant 

lcould claim that the present applicants did not know what they were doing 
; or alternatively that conditions have changed . 

. In spite of the limitations imposed by our antiquated mInIng laws, the 
Forest Service does have some authority over the proposed operation. 
Examples are the-Wilderness Act provisions which grant authority to 
regulate ingress and egress as ,,,,e1l as to r equire r eclrunation of the 
lands. They can have a very s ignificant impact on the attractiveness to 

- the appl i cant of t he propo sed act ivity. 



Freel J. Wirth 
October 20, 1972 
p:lgc two 

The reclrunation provision is particularly important. The authority here is 
very clear. If any exploration does take place then it should be done 
with a requirement and sufficient bond to insure that the Mazatzal Wilderness 
is "unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as wilderness and so as to 
provide for the preservation of its wilderness character." The quoted words 
are from Section 251.83 of the Department of Agriculture Regulations on 
the Administration and Use of National Forest Wilderness. 

_,/ 1 believe that you should also include in the environmental impact s~atement; 
a determination as to whether or not the proposed activity is in the national 
interest. Although such a determination may not be legally required, never
theless it would be of great value in illuminating the weaknesses in our 
existing mining laws. Only by adequately informing the public about the 
many shortcomings of our lnining laws, will any change come about. Clearly 
that could be one of the more important contributions of environmental 
impact statements on proposals such as the present one. 

Lastly, it is obvious from the information contained in the draft environ
mental statement that the use of helicopters instead of roads would signifi
cantly reduce the environmental impact of the proposed a~tivity. If the 
application is granted then it should mandate the use of helicopters. 

I am certain that you do not expect the Sierra Club or any other organization 
concerned with preservation of wilderness to welcome the proposed activity. 
Neither should the Forest Service welcome them, and we expect you to oppose 
all such incursions, no matter how minor, to the maximum extent possible. 
Incidently, I believe you are doing -good work in this regard. 

I appreciate your efforts to publicize the proposed activity. Please keep 
me informed of further activities regarding this proposed application. 

JAM:ab 

cc: Steve Jotnson 
Michael McCloskey 
Joan Coston 
Peggy Spaw 
Brian McCarthy 
Pat Vivian 
Clifton Merritt 
Doug Scott 
Neil Carmony 

t . . . .... •• 
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HOMER L. G. KHYGER, Chairman, Ylima 
f\IILTON G. EVANS, FlagstClff 
ROBERT J. SPILLMAN, Phoenix 
GLEN D. DALY, Winslow 
CHARLES F. ROBE:TS, 0 .0., Bisbee ? 

A; ~g~~I~~ A. JANTZEN ;-~( 

A.<.~t. Din'etclr, O/Jcriltiolls 
PHIL M. COSPER 

Asst. Director, Sen'jef's 
ROGERJ. GRUENEWALD 

October 18, 1972 

Mr. Fred J. \Virth, Supervisor 
Tonto National Forest 
230 North F'irst Avenue, ROOlll 6208 
Phoenix, Arizona 85025 

Dear Mr. Wirth: 

942-3000 

We just cOlllpleted a review of your Draft Envirolllllental Sta telllent 
concerning mineral exploration in the Mazatzal Wilderness, Tonto 
National Forest, and were very illlpressed with. the cOlllprehensive and 
objective treatlllent of the proposaL 

We are still of the opinion there will be significant and permanent 
wildlife losses and environlllental degradation with the project. Hovlever, 
the existing lllining law pet-lllits this type action which is incolllpatible . 

. with wilderness lllanagelllent, and we recognize you have no alternative 
but to is sue a perlllit. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comm.ent on the draft statement 
and the close coordination lllaintained by your agency through the evalu
ation stage of this project. 

Sincerely, 

Robert A. Jantzen, Director 

. R ~Jy-~ • C ... :7":"":" 
By : Hobert Do Curtis, Chief 

Vl i l d life P lanni ng & Deve 10 pIne n i Di v is i o r~ 

R DC :iw 



UNlTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
--------

Eoom 6029 Ii'edE;ral }3 u:Lll1ing, Ph oenix, Ari zona 85025 

Freel J. Hirth, Forest Supervisor 
Tonto National Forest 
Room 61~28 Feder(}.l Building 
230 N. Firs t Avpnue 
Phoenix, Arizona. 85025 

Dea.r Fred: 

Octob~r 31, 1972 . 

The draft environmenta.l impact statement concerning a. minera.l 
e)...rploration proposal in the Nazatza.1 Vlilderness in l1aricopa. 
COll.Ylty bas been reviewed. by my staff. 

Th e impa.cts of the proposed action relating to soil and Hater 
conserva.tion and the environment ha.ve been adequately considered. 

He appreciate the opportunity to revieH and comment on this 
proposed project. 

Sincerely, 

;?i~;r.-, --::;;:><--? 
George C. t·1arks 
State Conservationist 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Eoom 6029 FeclE:'ral Bu:Llding, Ph oenlx, Arizona 85025 

Fred J. t'lirlh, Forest Supervisor 
Tonto National Forest 
Room 6l~28 Federal Build,ing 
2JO N. Firs t Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona, 85025 

October 31, ' 19'12 

The dra,ft environmental impact statement concerning a minera,l 
eArploration proposal in the Hazatza.l ~Jilderness in I1aricopa, 
COlmty has been revieHed, by my sta,ff. 

The impa,cts of the proposed a,ction relating to soil and Hater 
conservation and the environment ha,ve been adequately considered. 

We appre ciate the opportunity to review and comment on this 
proposed project. 

Sincerely, 

George c. r,1arks 
State Conservationist 

C
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'L ,. " ~ -J "\ r 1 . T . )njtcll ~)LltCS _~JC ]J ;lrtn1cnt Of tne . __ ntcrlor 

EE 72/1161 

Deal"lMl'. Hurst: 

OfFICE or TJ JE SECRET:\lZ Y 
\\' .. \SHI:\CTO.\, D.C. 20;?·10 

FE!3 5 1973 

Reference is made to your letter of September 26, 1972, 
requesting revieH and comment on the Draft Environmental 
Sta-cernent of a Hineral Explol"ation proposed in l1azatzal 
Wilderness, Tonto National Forest, Arizona. We believe 
that this is the first environmental statement prepared 
by the Fore st Service concerning mineral exploration on 
mining clairns Hi thin a national Hildernes s area; the 
significance of any action taken In this case could 
apply to other Hilderness areas. 

The draft statement lacks sufficient information and 
depth ·in describing the project, the existing environment, 
impacts and alternatives. The attributes that led to the 
inclusion of this area into the National Wilderness 
Preservation System should be explained, as Hell as the 
interrelationships bet~'7een lwing and non-living components 
of the environment. ' Also , we believe the authorities 
which the Forest Service has to Hork under should be 
briefly explained. 

The statement has not ~onsidered the environmental impacts 
' associated with mineral extraction. This may follow the 
proposed action and _thus should be evaluated in accordance 
with· CEQ guidelines. This evaluation should not on~y 
consider the primary aspects, extracting the minerals -
open pit or shaft~ ' processing plant, storage areas, roads, 
et~., but the secondary impacts as well, e.g., ppwer needs, 
tr~nsportation, wate~ requirements, human associated require
ments, ' new towns, sewage disposal, etc. These impacts should 
be related to the wilderness area. 

The s ·ta.tement on page 20 that "There are no inventoried 
hist'orical or archeological sites in the claims area. 11 

and :-. tl:.at ". . in ' the event of any ma j or d eveloPGC?-nt an 
archeological survey 'dould be in the public interest ' . II 



do not mCt.:t the req ui r1 cTn.ents of thc Na tionaJ. En vironrncnto.1 
Policy Act of 1969 or 'the , Counc i l on Environmcntdl Quality 
Guide lines that factua.l da.-ta on envi:c'onmental impClcts be 
aV2ilablc -to deci sion :makers prlior to authorization. 
Archeological or historic remains are a fragile, limit~d, 
nOD-reneHable pO l"l tion of the -total environment. The 
sta-tement should indicate a professional determination "as 
to presence or absence of these remClins. Direct or ' 
indirect effects of the proposal on any archeological or 
historic values present should be discussed. 

The statement mentions mining activities earlier in the 
century in the project area. Would these earlier 
activities have any historical significance? 

The draft environmental statement should reflect 
consultation vlith the National Register of Historic Places. 
The final ' s'tatement sh'ould indicate ' consul-tation vli-th the 
State Liaison Officer for Historic Preservation and a copy 
of his COffi.i'nents should be appended. Also) as the land 
is under jurisdiction of a Federal dgency, the statement 
should indicate what steps were taken to comply with 
Executive Order 11593 of May 13, 1971. 

The draft statement indicates Itsufficient evidence of a 
fairly wide zone of low grade carbonate copper to justify 
drilling a feH diamond drill holes to check for possible 
existence of underlying secondary enriched ores. 11 In view 
of the importance of this action it should be supported in 
considerably more detail; mor~ ' information as to mineraliza
tion, geology and previous operation is needed. There 
is a brief reference to shafts and their workings in the 
area. The statement appears to raise ' a question as to 
whether further work is actually warranted but comes to 
no firm conclusion r~garding this. 

There should be more quantitative discussion as to the size 
of the areas that vlill be disturbed by preparation of drilling 
sites, the amounts of Hatert-hat vJould be needed for drilling, 
and the amounts of water avail~ble from the various sources 
such as springs and seeps that are described. Also, a map 
of adequate scale should be included showing the project area 
in relation to the wilderness area. No mention of plugging 
the drill holes is made . An unplugged hole may widen due to 
sloughing and erosion if it is drilled in soil) forming a trap 
for animals and campers. Some type of plug f6r the holes 
should be required. Returning the sludge from the 55-gallon 
drums to the holes might be suggested to prevent downhole 
sloughing , and saving numerous trips to other dumping areas. 

2 



Th c:; altcrnati vc:~ arc related pr'imari ly to hO',7 men and 
cq uipme nt \.: ill ~:~E~t to th2 ~; i t o and T .. lher'c thcip \'Jatel') Hill 
COlr.e from. The environ:r:ental impacts of th e,se alternatives 
h a ve not b ee n c>~plorcd flOl' are they adequate. Th e statement 
should indicat e ~'.'hat \·;oulc1 be "reasonable " ingress and egress 
and definiti v c.!ly vJci ~:Jl the environl:lental impact o f Cllterna
tives. The Alt e rnati ves Section hCls not discussed the 
po s ~.3 i b iIi tie S 0 f d 1 t e r n a t i ve or e s up p li e s e Is ew here in th e 
country or the environlllental cost associated wi-th their 
extraction. 

The lido nothine" altel'native should be expanded to reflect 
the intent of the Na'tional Environmental Policy Act and 
subsequent guidelines~ ,Alternatives such as denial of 
the permit, seeking legislation to close this area and/o~r 
all wilderness areas to mining claims and consideration of' 
segregation and condemnation proceedings need to be -
consid~red. Also alternatives such as declassification 
oT~his wilderness ~rea, various alternative stipulations 
concerning irtgress or egr~ss, additions to the wilderness 
boundaries to compensate for lands lost, etc., could be 
included. 

More emphasis could be given to possible mitigating 
measures such as adequate stipulations or agreements for 
prevention of erosion, prope r location and engineering 
of roads and drill sites, disposal of cuttings and sludge 
from the drilling, and minimal areas of disturbance. 
Provision could be made for restoring the disturbed areas 
insofar as is possible at conclusion of operations if 
exploration does not reveal a mineabl~ mineral deposit. 

The statement is not clear in regard to light visitor use 
(P. 15) and how it has increased by 50 percent over the 
past 10 years. It is inferred that most of this . 
visitation is State-oriented because it is stated that 
"this trend will continue wi ththe gro~vth of the State 
population." Is this true? 



Finally, there are sev e l'a} state me nts vIhich need clarific(-ction: 

Pa;e;c 7, "under' th e eX:l s t ing Uni t e el States mining l C1.\"~, -th e us c 
or- the land for mineral location and develoIJmen t \-Jithin the 
\·:rilclcl'ness may continu2 until Decembe.r 31, 1983. Ii Tllis is a 
specific provi~:; ion of the \'lild8l'ness Act Y'ather than the hining 
Lav". Als 0, any pl'ior valid claims 'VIi thin Hilderness cireas 
remain open to d eve lopment after 1983. 

Page 20, "It \vill have to be decided whether a mineral resource 
or a Hilderness resource can do the greate st good for -the mo s ·t 
people over the long ruri." The decision is vlhether or ,not th e 
Forest Service should grant a permit and, if granted, what 
conditions o~ stipulations will b~ imposed to cause ihe least 
possible impacts upon the wilderness area. Also, some mitiga
tion of effects may be possible and should be considered. 

Page 27, "On the other hand, if the proposed action sho~'Jed 
eVldence that the mineral resource 'VJas not of great enough 
economic potential, there wo~ld b~ sufficient evidence to 
preven-t further exploratory "-Jork. I~Emphasis added.) A more 
correct statement would be tha-t this might tend to discourage 
further exploratory \Jork. The prospect could be a "teaser" 
and undergo several exploration programs before being abandoned 
or mined. . 

We appreciate the extended t~me given for review purposes. 

Sincerely yours, 

Deputy Assintant 8-ecre:tary of the 

Hr. \'Jilliam D. Hurst 
Regional Forester 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
51 7 Gold, S. vI • 
Albuquerque, New Hexico 87101 
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UNITED STATES ENVIl~ONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

RE G ION IX 

100 CA U f--=- O nt'JI A S T R EET 

SAN FRANC IS CO , CALIFORNIA 94111 

Fred J. Wirth, Forest Supervisor 
Tonto National Forest 
230 North First Avenue, Room 6428 
Phoenix AZ 85025 

Dear !VIr. Wirth: 

NOV 2 7 1972 

We are rep1ying to your letter of September .26, 1972 requesting our 
review and comment on the Draft Environmental Statement for the Mineral 
Exploration Proposal in the Mazatzal Wilderness, Tonto National Forest, 
Arizona. 

The statement clearly points out the basic conflict between wilderness 
preservation and the proposed mineral exploration project and indicates 
most of the adverse effects of each of the alternatives regarding access to 
the claims area. The Environmental Protection Agency shares the Forest 

I Service I s concern for the establishment of rules and regulations governing 
I ingress and egress to minimize the serious adverse environmental effects 
which will be caused by the proposed exploration activity. . 

The Environmental Protection Agency feels that alternative 3 will have
the least long term adverse environmental effects and we urge the Forest 
Service to select that alternative . Furthermore I we recommend that the 
:helicopters be used only for the transport of the heavy equipment and 
supplies and that all other access be restricted to foot or horseback. This 
modified alternative 3 would reduce the number of helicopter trips into the 
wilderness area and would minimize the effects of noise on the resident 
wildlife. VJe would appreciate receiving a copy of your final statement. 

J ' 

Sincer ely I 

/1/ , ,Or \ t(l" .~ !t, .~.( fP \F !/ I 
Paul De Falco, Jr. 
Eegional Administrator 
/ 

! 
i 
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Ot Jer ii, 1972 

IVlr. Willianl D. Hurst 
Regional Forester 
Region Ill , Forest Service 
u. S. Departlnent of Agriculture 
517 Gold Avenue, S. w. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87101 

Dear Bill: 

206 S. 17 ANe:-Phoenix Arizona 85007 261·7322 
\\ .' 

,~ " 
-~-----------.-------.. -::..~---~------.. --------::..-::..-------~-.----- .-----.------.=~~~--.--.---.-- ------.---==~-- .--------.. ----._----------.... -~-... _-"='""'"'='"--~"":",, 

I have your draft environmental sta~ement concerning mineral exploration in the Mazatzal 
\Vilderness Area. I am forwarding this to the Chairman of our Land Resources and Ecology 
Committee for comment. 

However, I think that, from my knowledge of the COlnmission and. the stands it has taken in 
the past on various enviromnental 111atters, I can probably give you an idea of the general 
reaction of the group: (1) The Advisory Commission on Arizona Environment generally op
poses any, intrusion on wilderness areas; (2) the Commission is generally opposed to any 
activities \vhich have any lasting impact on forest lands, such as erosion, etc; and (3) the 
Commission is generally opposed to any pollution-producing activity on forest lands, espec-

'a.al1y wilderness areas. 
k /1 ;' 
Z?>1'~/ . 

~~ ;ealiz~ that federal la\v permits mining exploration in wilderness areas until 1983; however, 
- this does not, in my opinion, permit anything to be done unless it is carried out most care-
-::tUiiy. Thus, it \vould seem that the only acceptable exploration that could be done in the 
.JVlazatzals would have to be by helicopter, and the total area would have to be returned to 
--its natural state immediately after exploration. If an ore body is found, this will result in 
-a, serious environmental loss to the wilderness area, even though the economic value of it 
~o'niecountry could be considerable and may be a good trade-off. On the other hand, if a 
good ore body is not found, then destruction of any part of the wilderness area would be in
-excusable • 

. ~s I said, BiU, this is not the official position of the Comn1ission, but it will give you a~ 
-i-nrlication of.. the way things have been going in the past. We will forward comment to you 
""]Is soon as i"fJs generated .. 

Best regards, 

/ 
...... ,..---................ ", ' 

\ 

/ A DVJSORY COl\1.1VrrSSION ON ARIZONA ENVmONJVIENT 
I . ( 

L~~-- Ji(f I( fJ . 
, iff U'~A\",.~-y~.<> ' 

F}. w'J-. l\,IacDonald 
t hairn1an 



NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSIl 

COLLEGE Or: ARTS AND SCIENCES 

EVA:-:STON, ILLINOIS 60201 

()f:I)A!~T ,\IENT OF POI.lTlCAI. SClENC!! 

Hr~ Fred J. Hirth 
Forest Supervisor, Tonto National Forest 
230 North First Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona . 85025 

Dear Hr. Hirth: 

Octob e r 24, 1972 

In re: DEIS on Mineral Exploration 
Proposal in Mazatzal 
Wilderness 

I believe the procedures you have followed in preparing the dr~ft environmental 
impact statement on t he mineral exploration proposal of Messrs, Rodney and Dibble, 
on the Mazatzal Hilderness, are fundamentally in error. I believe that they are 
not in accordance with either the National Environmental Policy Act, the guidelines 

. of the CEQ, or Section 1940 of t he Forest Service Manual. 

What you have done, in this DEIS, is to take the Rodney-Dibble proposal as the 
activity for which you have prepared this analysis. Then you have listed as 
"alternatives," a number of partially explained, and unintegrated options ,,,hich 
might be exercised, presumably by the Forest Service, acting on behalf of the Secre-

- . tary of Agriculture, to make reasonable regulations governing ingress and egress. 
That procedure is inappropriate and in error. NEPA, the CEQ guidelines, and Section 
1940 all require impact statements for major proposed actions of the agency, rather 

,than of some permittee or seeker of a special use privilege . The action requiring 
idiscussion and analysis should be your proposed response to the mineral exploration 
iproposal of Rodney and Dibble. Nor can you simply set up the Rodney-Dibble pro
:pos'al as a "straw man" to which you list a series of possible alternatives. What 
, is clearly called for is an explicit proposal , which will encompass the ways in 
lwhich the Forest Service "]QuId reasonably regulate ingress and egress, and other
'wise preserve and maintain the environment, given the legal authority under which 
you operate. The present DEIS indicates that you have sufficient information on 
~~m to make such a proposal at this time. It · is absolutely vital that agency and 

! other cornm-2ntators be able to address their cormnents to the specific governmental 
~proposal. But under the procedures you, have followed, you will receive co~~ents on 
~f~e DEIS concerning the Rodney -Dibble proposal, and will then fashion a Forest Ser
!2r-ice policy, in the final EIS, or otherwise, which itself has not been subjected to 
... thy inter-agency and outside scrutiny lvhich is envisioned in NEPA. That consequence 
~.t;1il be just as ina/ppropriate as is the DEIS addressed to the Rodney-Dibble, proposal. 

,.L Let me be explicit about the legal requirements by which you are bound. The 
-language of the Na tional Environmental Policy Act is quite unambiguous. Impact 
-statelTlents are required for "major Federal ac.tions significantly affecting the 
::-quaJity of the human environment." The language of the CEQ is also explicit in 
,' f . -' 

' referring to "federal action." 

Section 1940 . 1 of the Forest Service Manual reads: 



Fred Hirth 

,"S(~ction 102 (2) (c) of the J\ct requil-cs e nvironmental stn.tements on 

EO~(l ~~..!:. Federal ac tion s affecting the environment. The objectiv(~ 

of this section is to build into a decisionmaking process an appropriate 

and careful consideration of the environmen tal aspects of the proposed 

action, and to assist agencie s in impl emen tin~ not only the letter, but 

th e spirit of the Act." 

The Forest Scrvic~ Manual further states (1942 -2 ) 

(1) Description . The proposed action or alt e rnative should be clearly 

described by including enough information and technical data to give ' a 

reader a clear understanding of the nature of the proposed action." 

Those legislative and administrative guidelines are not complied with in the DEIS 

on the Rodney -Dibble proposal . Nor can these omissions be corrected by p~tting this 

statement into proper form in the final E1S. As you may hav~ noted, the Third 

Annual Report of the CEQ (1972) discussed impact statement procedures. - That report 

indicates that when a new issue ne eds to be discussed, following comments, a re

vised draft should be circulated. Tha t same report says that a DEIS should be in 

enough explicit detail to be a complete plan of action . To quote the report, "In 

short, a draft statement should be capable of serving as the final, or 'detailed' 

statement if no comments come back." 

The present statement does not suffice as a clear, detailed statement of the 

proposed Forest Service action, in response to the private efforts to develop a 

mining operation on the Mazatzal Wilderness . 

I might have other, more substantive comments about this event, later on . For 

example, I believe that NEPA, in addition to requiring an impact statement under 

section 102, also amounts to a general grant of authority to agencies to regulate 

activities within their domain, so as to reduce or eliminate environmental damage, 

to the fullest extent practicable. Thus,I believe, you have the legal authority 

(and duty) to require far more environmeriE'al safeguards of a mining operation on 

this Wilderness than simply reasonable regulations of ingress and egress. But 

detailed comment on such points is really premature. " It should follmv receipt of 

a revised DEIS, which deals with a proposed federal action, and its alternatives, 

in a clear and detailed manner . 

If you do follo\,] my comments and p~e'pare a r evised draft, I hope and suggest 

that you include some legal opinion on the water question, along with a detailed 

analysis of its environmental costs, e~~. ' If the Secretary of Agriculture has 

published any gene ra l regulations concefnl rig ingress and egress to wilderness areas, 

they definitely need to be included, as well. 

If you do not plan to follow my comment, and prepare a revised draft, I 

would like to appeal that decision, as soon as possible. As I have indicated, your 

present draft seems to be a violation of the Forest Service manual (in addition to 

the CEQ guidelines, and NEPA) .Therefore, i.t seems to me that the Hay to proceed 

in s eeking a remedy is to appeal this qu es tion, to the appropriate Forest Service 

body, to seek an administrative adjudication or ruling. If this letter itself do c ~ 

not serve to activate that appeal, would you pl ease tell me the proper procedures. 



Fred ",firth 
October 24, 1072 

If y ou d 2c icl c to not pn.> pa rc (1 r l~ v i sed DEIS, I b e lieve it 'vould b e .:1ppropriat (·~ f o r 

y o u to stay the pre para t i o n of a fin a l EIS unti l thi s is s ue is prop e rly dispose d . 

I am sorry if this re sp on se caus e s you s ome problems. I do not mean it to be 

hostile, or angry, at all. But NEPA is still n e w, and it is really quite important 

that tlwse procedural issues get ironed o ut, for they do have substantive policy 

c.onseque nces. Our group has commente d upon a numb e r of Forest Service (and other 

a gency) EIS r s, and read many more, ,,,hich we did not comment upon. But '''ith only 

two exceptions, this is the only one we can recall in whicll an ag e ncy took an out

side proposal as the "action," rather than an a gency proposal. Usually, if there 

is an outside proposal for a transmission line, ski area, mineral proposal, etc. 

the DEIS addresses itself to the agency response. The only two exceptions which 

come to mind are both from your region of the Forest Service - the proposed land 

transfers to the Cochiti and Mescalero Apache Tribes . But in those two instances, 

the tribal proposals were e x amined as if there were only two alternatives: accept

ing the proposal, or rejecting it . So the problem, as we have outlined it in this 

comment, simply did ' not appear. The Forest Se rvice could prepare their ~ statements 

as if they were extensive comments on the Ind i an proposals, rather than a statement 

of a Forest Service proposal. That is defini t ely not the situation in this case. 

Thank you very much for your attention . " 

HPF: Is 

Address: 
H. Paul Friesema 

Public Lands Policy Project 

Center for Urban Affairs 

Northwestern University 

2040 Sheridan Road 

Evanston, Illinois 60201 

, 
Sincerely. .-... / ...... -' ~ ~, 

( \ ;.li, ~ "_I ...... _.,,~:\ 
....... n ... , __ ~ l '\ /_..-"" \ 

)(,7-. / c.--f) V".~_".;...,-c,,:L~ 
H.Paul Friesema 

Associate Professor of Political 

Science and Urban Affairs 

P. S. As a further sugge stion, in revision of this DEIS, and in further 

impact 'statements, when you have receive d Hritten comments and recommenda

tions about a proposal , prior to preparing a draft, it would b e highly 

desirable to reproduce the letters in the draft. Your count of favorable 

y.s. unfavorable r e sponses is really of no use in providing detailed input 

into this process. After all , the whole 102 requirement concerns environ

me ntal analys e s . I t does n o t require any popularity polls on proposals. 

But sub:::;eque n t c ommen t n t ors on t.h e DEIS ~· 'oll i d b e gre a tl y helped with the 

re produc t ion of t he e n t ire comment . Th i s i s t h e procedur e o f t he Corps 

o f En g ineers , \>7he n t hey h a ve c ircu la ted a pr e 1 iminar y proposal, and it is 

\lcr y u s efu l. 



'l'C:C.to daticnal Yorr;st 
:;: 'J~) ;':' j~~)~ ·(~. ! ·1 :·'li-::: :;; ',c J\ ' '=i ,t:; ~l~-! ;:) 

T:;~ ~ H. Paul m. cs 2ma. 
:~lblic La..'"18.s Policy Project 
C~'nt2r fDr Urbli"1 Aff::L1_rs 
Northwestern university 
20L;.O 2harida..Yl Road 
EV3.nst.on, Illinois 60201 

Dear Dr. Friesema: 

Thank you very much for your thoug.~t-provoking comments concerning 
the dnft environmental statement on t.~e mineral exploration p~o
posal in the Hazat ·zal ~{ilderness. 

TI1e Teal issua heTe is the type of ingress and egress granted to 
i·h". Rodney and Hr. Dibble. Therefore, we are, in effect, discussing 
a }j'ederal action granting this permit. Forest Service r-Ianual 1941.22 
states, ~'Environmental sta.tements will be prepared on najor .P='o;;osed 
plans, programs, a..""1d I.Jajor projects directly undertaken by tha Forest 
S3:::-'vice or supported in whole Dr in :.cart through land use penni tG, 
leases, contracts. grants, • .. . . . 
He believe it is appropriate to consider the application as a pro:p0sll 
in the environmental statement. Nodification of the proposal which 
T;lay r~sult will depend upon feasibility of alternatives that Hill be 
considered in the draft statemeri-t·. · L'1 SOTn9 instances \-There the 
applica'-'1ts' proposal is not determined to be worthy of consideration, 
it nay be included as one alternative rath~r than the proposal itself. 
In this case. we do not consider the applicants· proposal a ":Jtra~" man" 
to be disposed of. It nay "1" :311 be the most acceptable means for 
pro'viding access aftar econom.c" ana 8nvironmental factors ara analyz2d. 
In ~~ither caS9, 113 beli9ve it is important that agencies. o~Gani~atic~:s~ 
a.."'1d individuals reviewing draf-te~1virontl8ntal sta temen-ts need to be 
fully info:rned of the a:pplic3.Y.lts·-"pTo:posal. 1fe s?e little diff8r2~c8 
in using the applicants' proposal, id3ntified as such, ver::;us using 
1 t unidentified as a Pl~oposal or-.:-"al ta:rnati 'Ie in ccn3id9~i:16 t.ha l'10S-C 

losical T.1ethod fOT pro~.riding acceS3 to the clai:~. After consideratio!1 
of all possible al ternatl ves, the best proposal ~'1ill be cast up in 
the final statement rezardless of how they are co:npared in the draf't~ 



Page 2 

I a:-n sura Jeu ~;iould G&;ree, if we are to get m8aningful public input, 
tho d::-~ft_ 8nvi:.con:ilen-c'l.1 state:nent should not be a dacision docu!nent. 

The aut.hority for mining in the National Forest 't111dernesses is -the 
~ald~rna3s Act of September 3, ' 1964 (Public Law 88-577) , and the 
G'.xle of Federli. R'::1gulations (T1 tle ;-b. Chapter II). 

The use of a hellco,ter or other form of mechanized transportation 
or mechanized equipment of any Y~nd in conjunctlon with a mining 
claim must besho~ to ba essential to the exploration of a claim. 
provided tha mineral shewing and/or geological info~4tion within 
the claim is such that there is a reasonable chance that a valuable 
min8ral d9posit will be discovered. The use of mechanical transporta
tion or equipment is not permissibl,9 if the only reason is that such 
use is mora economic than hand methods, A parmi t from the Forest 
Service is required. . 

Under 't-'r)e .provisions of the mining laws and Wilde:mess Act, Rodney 
and Dibble are entitled to appropriate access to their claim if 
luneral indications are such that it is reasonable to expect that 
further -..rork will demonstrate the va.lidi ty of the claim. Forest 
Service mining engineers have determined that there is sufficient 
mineral potentlal to justify further exploration tha.t would require 
drilling Hi tL'1 h,3avy drilling rigs. The question then cornaa as to . 

. how to l)rovide this ingress and egress }mlle safegua.rding the National 
70rest resources including Hilderness values cOl"..sistent with the use 
of the land for mineral location and exploration, includirtg. where 
essential, th.e use of mechanical transport. aircraft, or motorized 
equiplIlent. 

It is our intention to allow o'ther concerned Federal . agencies and 
t&'1e public an opportunity to comraent on this proposal and altemati ves 
prior to the issuance of a final statement. Your comments concerning 
the lagal op1nion on the water question are appreciated and will be 
ta~en into consideration in preparation of the final env1rcn~ental 
stat..e;aent. In regard to your commentsooncerning appeal, the 
contents of ~"'1d procedure used Tn 'the ' preparation of a draft 
environmental statement to Gat _public ~nput on a proposal are not 
a pp,~a1able. 

Again, He tha..YJ.k you for your raVia:., of the draft environmental 
stateDent and assure you your lett~r will be mada a part of ~~e 
record along with others received. 

Sincerely, 

FRED ~T ~ WIRTH 
F()r3~3t Superviso::' 

I 

BL~,:b/~c 

• 
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I)~PARTMENT OF POLITICAL :,UENCE December 13, 1972 

Mr. Fred J. Wirth 
Forest Supervisor, Tonto National Forest 
230 North First Avenue 

Il~~ DElS on Hineral E }~ plo"C,'ltion 

Proposal in Hazatz<ll Hi1dcrness 
Pho~ri~x, Arizona 85025 

Dear l"Ir. Hirth: 

Thank you for your reply to my earlier comments on the Mazatzal VTilderness 
mineral exploration p~oposal. Your letter may serve to nirrow our points of dis
agreement. You will recall that I thought that it was inappropriat~ for you to 
simply list a series of alternatives which largely amounted to Mitigating measures 
you might, somehow, require of the mineral explore~ I asserted that you should 
prepare vJhat amounted to a draft response--your tentative decision on "\'Jhat 'you in
tende~ to require as conditions for granting the sought permit. I asserted "It is 
absolutely ·vital that agency and other commentators be able to address their com':' 
ments to the specific governmental proposal." 

You seem to clarify our disagreement rather ,>Jell when you ,>Jrite "After consid
eiation of all possible alternative~ , the best proposal will be cast up in the final 
statement regardless of how they are compared in the draft. I am sure you ~ould 
agree, if we are to get meaningful publjc input, the draft environmental statement 
should not be a decision document." 

The draft environmental impact statement shouli, in my view, be a tentative 
decision document--subject to alternation, or even abandonment,· depending upon ~h~ 
comments recieved. But it should reflect the tentative plan of the agency. As 
the present DE IS is constructed, this is not done. 

Let me call your attention to the third annual report of the CEQ, vlhose rules 
and regulations . regarding NEPA are binding upon the Forest Service. The Third 

cAnnual 'Report (1972) says, quite explicitly, that a DEIS should be complete enough, 
~:j17' itself, to serve as a decision document . To quote that report. "By the time it 
'~{isulates a draft, the initiating agency sh6uld have fully explo;ed those points, 
r~"'~.:,t'h help from other sources ,'Jhen necessary, rather than leavirfg parts of the analy-.. r~s to be furni~hed by corr'Jn~nting groups: I.t1_ .sDOr.t;)._ .. a_ d_~af_t stat~ment should be 
capable of serVIng as the fl11al or '!detalled" s~atemc:mt l.f no conmlcnts come 'hack" 

fTPage238) ~ -' - - l' a-o' i1btbelieve · that 'report '\vas aV2ilable, at thc time .of my t>arlier 
L ._ 

comments, nor c~rtainly during tbe preparation of the Hazatz;:d miner."11 prop'-Jsal 
-15EIS. But no\-] it is available. 

It seems to me, upon the basis of the CEQ interpretation that you ar ~ css0nti
.. ?J.ly mistaken in your procedures with this DEIS. Hay I s ugges t that you t2.k(' the 
. ~omr:,ents rccieved, to date, ort this proposal., pr cp::ll:-e your decision docunent, (]s YC.H: 

ha d planned ) .:-mcl th e n re circu L:lI.:: 0. Lh,,: t sL Cj.t en ; ~n t 0.S rl r c v :i.t"c'. d d :olrt cllviror-:. r'lcn tal 
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i;11pact statcml'nt. The henefits \oJould be a closer consideration of this issue, and 
compliance '\,vith the CEQ guidelines Dn NEPA. The only costs '\..;'ould be a time clcd&y. 
The minerals '\vill not ~o C:H.J3Y, so the delCly seems ,,.lClrranted. Thank you for your 
attention, and warm personal regards. 

HPF:ls 

Address: 
H. Paul Friesema 
Public Lands Policy Project 
Center for Urban Affairs 
Northwestern University 
2040 Sheridan Road 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 

H. Paul Friesema 
Associate Professor of rolitical 

Science and Urban Affairs 
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CENTER FOR urmAN A!+Ams 

January 22, 1973 

Air Mail - Special Delivery 

Mr. Fred J. Wirth 
Forest Supervisor, 

Tonto National Forest 
230 North First Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85025 

Dear Mr. Hirth: 

2040 SHERlDAN ROAD 

EVANSTON, ILI.INOIS · (,()~OI . 

'ITLEflHQNI: (12) ·tt)~-3395 

In re: DEIS on Mineral " 
Exploration PropoSal 
in Mazatzal Wilderpe~s 

This is some further correspondence concerning the Rodney~Dibble proposal 
for mineral exploration in the Mazatzal Wilderness. You will rec~ll that 
we are a connnenting group 'on 'the DEIS, submitting a letter on October 2ft., 
1972, and another on December 13 (the latter in response to your reply 
to our first letter). 

We noted, in yesterday's New York Times, a news story about a federal 
court decision concerning a mining proposal in the Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area -- a \vilderness area administered by the Forest Service, which seems 
to prohibit such efforts as the Rodney-Dibble effort •. It seems, on the 
basis of the nc\Vs story, to amount to· an interpretation of the Wilderness 
Act which is significantly different than your own, as expressed irt the 
letter of November 21 to me (\vhich reflec ts, of course, the standard 
USFS interpretation) & 

In any cas~, because we thought that further action in re the Rodney 
Dibble matter might be forthcoming sometime soon, it \vould be appropriate 
to call your attention to the matter innnediately, so that you eQuId stop 
proceedings in this matter, until the interpretation in this case is 
clear, and perhaps permanently. We enclose a xeroxed copy of the New 
York· Times article. 

Best wishes. 

S~ncerely , 

H. Paul Friesema 
Associate Professor of 
Political Science and Urban Affairs 

Pub l j.c Laud 0 Po l.i c y p ~ ( j ecL 
Cen t tT f or Ur ban Affair s 
J lorth"ves tern Dni vers i ty 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 
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November 1, 1972 

Mr. Fred J. Wirth, Supervisor 
Tonto National Forest 
230 North First Avenue, Room 6428 
Phoenix, AZ 85025 

Dear Mr.· Wirth: 

We appreciated receiving a copy of A Draft Environmental 
Statement Concerning: A Mineral Exploration Proposal in 
the Mazatzal Wilderness, Tonto National Forest for our 
revi.ew and comment. 

According to the draft statement, the water required by 
the proposed mineral exploration is to be withdravvn from 
a number of so-called "springs" arising where underlying 
bedrock forces the subsurface flow of Copper Camp Creek 
to the surface 0 Under State Water Law this water qualifies 
as surface water. In as muc;h as all the surface waters 
of the Verde River and all its tributaries have long been 
appropriated by downstream water users, including share
holders of the Salt River Valley Waier Users' Association, 
the use of such water in either the exploratory drilling 
or any subsequent mining operations will be vigorously 
protested by the Association. 

Should the proponents be able as an alternate to develop 
addi tional surface ~va ter, oiits ide of t he stream course, 
which is appropriable under State Law, they must perfect 
an Applic~tion to Appropriate Water with the Arizona State 
Land Department prior t o its use. An Intent to Drill must 
likewi.se be filed with the Land Department before a \vell 
for water may be drilled. 



Mr. Fred J. Wirth 
November 1, 1972 
Page t\,.;ro 

The Association must also request that the exploratory . 
drilling and any subsequent mineral development be 
conducted in a manner which protects the existing water 
quality in Copper Camp Creek . We will look to the 
Tonto National Forest's hydrologist to monitor the stream 
and keep the Association informed on the status of water 
quality below the proponents' operations. 

One of the main (and growing) sources of sediment pxoduction 
on the Verde River watershed is road cuts . . To prote:ct 
remaining reservoir capaci t y, it is imperative that the 
specifications for the pr oposed access road be designed 
to keep sediment losses to 'a minimum. . At the same time, 
adequate drainage must be provided to prevent ponding and 
loss of water to t he downstream users. We have every 
confidence the Tonto' s engineering staff will be able to 
design the road to meet t hose DvO criteria. 

We hope you find our comments of value in preparing the 
final environmenta l impact statement , and will be looking 
forward to learning the Tonto's final action in this matter. 

cc: Ken McCollum 
Al Colton 
Joe Melling 

Sincerely yours, 

WATERSHED DIVISION 

WILLIAM L. WARSKOW 
:~ - -Senior Watershed Speciali~t 



7 

< ,. , 

V\/estern VVood ~Jroducts Association 

October 30, 1972 

Mr. Freci J. Wirth, Forest Supervisor 
Tonto ~ational Forest 
230 North First Avenue, Room 6428 
Phoenix, Arizona 85025 

Dear Nr . . 1.Jirth; 

VIe have a copy of 11 a DRAFT environmental statement CONCERNING a mineral 
exploration proposal in the HAZATZAL WILDEPJ~ESSfi on the Tonto National Forest. 
First, a request: kindly for.\"ard a copy of the letter describing the pro
posed operation ",hich ,"vas mailed to 20 parties. 

On page 27, under VII: IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMl1ITHENTS OF RESOURCES; 
it appears that the case is well stated. Quoting; lIif the proposed drilling 
reveals a mineral resource of great enough economic potential, it is conceiv
able that a full-scale mining operation would result. In that case, a por
tion of the Hilderness resource would be lost .. il 

1lOn the other hand, if the proposed action showed evidence that the mi neral 
resource was not at great enough economic potential, there would be sufficient 
eviuence to prevent future exploratory work. That particular area of Wil
derness would then be safeguarded for its long-term use . 1i 

Earlier in the draft, alternatives to accomodate exploration are examined 
in detail; almost exhaustive detail. These seem to be reasonable and ob
jectively stated . There are values to be protected in case the mineral value 
is not there but yet, even that can't be determined without drilling. 

We have n~t discussed the draft s tatement with Messrs. Rodney and Dibble but 
it seews to us that both parties have values, on the one hand to protect, and on 

-:.-.t;he other to explore and possibly develop 0 It is indeed a viable and dynamic 
~gituation·in which reasonable parties ought to be able to achieve an economic 
: ~~s well a~ an aesthetic solution . 

---;:·/e ther~fore urge blat the Forest Service and Hessrs. Rodney and Dibble meet 
i7:-.cequirements of related statutes in a manner \\Thich will satisfy both priva te 
t~and public riGhts and interests. 

-_. 

Very sincereJ;y, 

£-- ~~~ 
C~.....-/~ 

Erv Kulosa. 
Area Hanager 
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