Dear Friends:
We received a number of comments on our range of alternatives for the Coronado National Memorial General Management Plan. Based on these comments, and the National Park Service’s concern to comply with wilderness management law and policy, we would like your additional input on two separate topics. They are: “What areas of the memorial should be determined suitable or nonsuitable for further wilderness study?” and “What should be the future of grazing at the memorial?”
Your participation is important to us, and we urge your continued involvement in this planning effort.
James K. Bellamy
Superintendent
Coronado National Memorial
Wilderness Suitability Assessment
The National Park Service is required by law and policy to evaluate all lands it administers for their suitability for inclusion within the national wilderness preservation system. The National Park Service will mange wilderness areas for the use and enjoyment of the American people in such a manner as will leave them unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as wilderness. The following criteria from the 1964 Wilderness Act will be used in this evaluation:
· The earth and its community of life are untrammeled by humans, where humans are visitors and do not remain; 

· The area is undeveloped and retains its primeval character and influence, without permanent improvements or human habitation; 

· The area generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of humans’ work substantially unnoticeable; 

· The area is protected and managed to preserve its natural condition; and, 

· The area offers outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of recreation. 

It should be noted that areas that have been logged, farmed, grazed, mined, or otherwise used in ways not involving extensive development or alteration of the landscape may be considered suitable for wilderness designation if, at the time of assessment, the effects of these activities are substantially unnoticeable or their wilderness character could be managed or restored through management actions.

The National Park Service would like to take the opportunity that the general management planning process presents to ask the public which areas of Coronado National Memorial should be determined suitable or nonsuitable for further wilderness study? Note that the Miller Peak Wilderness, in Coronado National Forest north of Coronado National Memorial, could be expanded to include acreage in the memorial, managed in partnership with the Forest Service.
Grazing in Coronado National Memorial
The Coronado National Forest was established in the early 1900s and provided the means for the first time to manage livestock using public lands. Allotments were established and fenced. Permits were generally issued to the ranchers that traditionally used the areas. Coronado National Memorial was authorized in 1941 and established in 1952, created from U.S. Forest Service lands. The 1941 legislation stated that the Secretary of the Interior shall permit grazing within the memorial boundaries “when such grazing will not interfere with recreational development….” The various alternatives that are being developed for the general management plan could result in the development of trails and other facilities in the memorial’s two grazing allotments in one of more of the alternatives.
A range of actions resulting from the general management plan could be as follows:
· grazing gradually retired through a cooperative process of working with the permit holders 

· grazing retired when it conflicts with recreational development 

· grazing retired from one of the two currently permitted allotments  

· grazing continued at the lower levels set in the new Livestock Management Plan 

· all grazing retired from the memorial through legislation 
What is Next?
The next step is to send us your comments on these ideas. We need to know the reasons for your likes and dislikes. Maybe you have an entirely different vision that would solve major issues better than any of the ideas presented. This is the kind of feedback that will help us formulate the best possible future for the memorial. We encourage all ideas. Please fill out the enclosed comment form and return within 30 days. We will consider your comments when we develop alternatives for the Draft General Management Plan, which will include an analysis of the environmental consequences of implementing each of the alternatives.
Also, please be aware that due to the requirements of public disclosure (318 Department Manual 4 App.2.11), the National Park Service must make the names and addresses of commenters public if requested. Individual respondents, however, may request that this information not be released. The National Park Service will then determine whether the information may be withheld under the Freedom of Information Act and will honor your request to the extent allowed by law. If you wish us to withhold your name and/or address, you must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. We will make all submissions from organizations or businesses, and from individuals identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or businesses, available for public inspection if requested.
