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PREFACE

The Final Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed designation of the 
Scab Creek area as wilderness consists of two volumes. Volume 1 was printed and 
distributed in December 1980 as the Draft Scab Creek Wilderness Suitability Re
port with Environmental Impact Statement. Comments received on that volume did 
not require major changes in the data, analysis, or conclusions. Thus, Volume 1 
has not been reprinted. Persons who received Volume 1 were urged in the summary 
(page 50) to retain the volume for future reference. A limited number of copies 
of that volume are available upon request from the Scab Creek EIS Team Leader, 
Bureau of Land Management, P.0. Box 1869, Rock Springs, Wyoming.

Volume 2 is titled the Final Scab Creek Wilderness Study Report With En
vironmental Impact Statement. The report contains revisions of Volume 1 in re
sponse to public comments or further analysis including revised maps in Appendix 
8 . It also contains responses to all substantive comments whether a change was 
necessary or not; Chapters 1 through 3 of Volume 1 are incorporated by re
ference. Changes are in the form of revisions, additions, or deletions.



SUMMARY

Draft ( ) Final (X) Environmental Impact Statement, Department of the Inter
ior, Bureau of Land Management, Rock Springs District, Wyoming

1. Type of Action: Administrative ( ) Legislative (X)

2. Brief Description of Action: The proposed action is to recommend de
signation of the present Scab Creek Primitive Area (designated on June 17, 1975) 
and 956 contiguous acres for inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation 
System. The total acreage proposed for wilderness designation is 7,636. The 
general location of the proposed Scab Creek Wilderness Area is adjacent to the 
Bridger National Forest about 20 miles southeast of Pinedale, Wyoming, and 90 
miles north of Rock Springs, Wyoming.

Management of the Scab Creek area as wilderness under the Wilderness Act of 
1964 would result in allowing only those actions to occur which would not de
tract from the area's wilderness character.

3. Summary of Environmental Impacts:

A. Soil erosion from off-road vehicle (ORV) trails would be reduced from 
14 tons per year to 1 ton per year.

B. Sedimentation from ORV trails would be reduced from approximately 10 
tons per year to 0.7 ton per year.

C. Visual values, wildlife habitat, and cultural resources protected 
would increase from 6,680 acres to 7,636 acres.

D. The entire 7,636 acres would be closed to ORV use.

E. There would be a segregation of 40 acres from mineral location that 
had not previously been segregated. This would virtually eliminate any pos
sibility of prospecting or development of locatable minerals that may be present 
within this tract.

F. Water quality would improve, and all streams in the area could be de
signated Class I by the State of Wyoming.

G. The Scab Creek area in conjunction with the Bridger Wilderness would 
provide the unique opportunity to study an additional life zone in the continuum 
of ecosystems from 7,400 to 12,500 feet.

4. Alternatives Considered; The two alternatives considered in this EIS are a 
no-action alternative and an alternative whereby only the presently designated 
Scab Creek Primitive Area would be recommended for designation as wilderness.

The no-action alternative is a recision of the primitive area designation 
on the existing Scab Creek Primitive Area. Through the land use planning pro
cess, the existing Scab Creek Primitive Area and the 956 contiguous acres could 
be allocated to one or more of a variety of resource management options allowed 
under the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). The Scab Creek Sup
plement to the Pinedale Management Framework Plan (MFP) recommends designation
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of the area as an Outstanding Natural Area. Should Congress determine the area 
is not suitable for wilderness designation, further consideration through the 
planning system would be given to the MFP recommendation of designation as an 
Outstanding Natural Area.

The second alternative is to recommend the existing 6,680-acre Scab Creek 
Primitive Area for wilderness designation. This would result in similar, re
lated resource management actions as the proposed action, but confined to the 
present primitive area. The 956 contiguous acres could be allocated to one or 
more of a variety of resource management options allowed under FLPMA. The Scab 
Creek MFP Supplement recommends the designation of these 956 contiguous acres as 
a special management area (probably an ACEC). The management objective for this 
acreage is, as defined in the MFP supplement, to maintain a resource conserva
tion mode. Management under this designation would be in accordance with man
agement guidelines being developed by BLM.

5* Cultural Resource Clearance: The cultural resource work in compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act has been completed. Refer 
to Appendix 6 of the Draft EIS.

6. Date Draft Statement Made Available to EPA and to the Public: December 9.
1980. ------------------------------
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WILDERNESS STUDY RECOMMENDATION

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) recommends to the Secretary of the 
Interior that Congress incorporate the Scab Creek Primitive Area and 956 acres 
of contiguous public lands having wilderness characteristics into the National 
Wilderness Preservation System. The total acreage proposed for wilderness is 
approximately 7,636 acres.

The area meets the criteria of Section 2(c) of the Wilderness Act of 1964, 
and multiple-use resource analysis revealed no significant resource conflicts 
resulting from a wilderness designation.

An environmental impact statement (E1S) on wilderness status for Scab Creek 
analyzed three alternatives:

1. Wilderness designation of the 6,680 acre primitive area and 956 acres 
of adjacent land.

2. No action.
3. Wilderness designation of only the established 6,680 acre primitive

area.
The EIS is incorporated by reference into this document. No significant 

adverse impacts for any alternative were identified. It is therefore concluded 
that the beneficial impact of permanently preserving the wilderness character
istics of the area through wilderness designation would outweigh the minimal 
adverse impacts. BLM has identified Alternative No. 1 as the proposed action 
and the best choice for management of the lands within the Scab Creek area.

Recommendation Ù -ért L .Jy'c  ",
District Manager Date

Approved : -ài_
Associate State Director

Approved: ______________________________________________________ ___________
Director Date

Approved :
S e c r e t a r y Date



(JUKKKCT1UNS AND REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT SCAB CREEK 
w 1cdkkness SUITABILITY REPORT WITH ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT STATEMENT

The following access policy statement along with 
tin* corrections and revisions to the draft document 
•ire made in response to public comments received and 
further BLM review of the document. The corrections 
and revisions to the original text are presented here 
rather than reprinting the entire document in order 
to save printing expenses a point mentioned in some 
public comments.

ACCESS POLICY STATEMENT

In response to public comments, BLM wishes to 
clarify that access to the proposed Scab Creek
Wilderness area via roads on private lands is not 
available. No statements or maps in the document are 
designed to imply or indicate that such access is 
avalLable. The only access recognized by BLM is the 
exlsling access route which is via roads under the 
jurisdiction of State, County, and BLM. BLM has no
pLans for developing further access to the area.

MAPS

Ail maps have been revised in response to com
ments received from Mr. Vernon Mrak, Commenter 6. 
Revisions include removal of all roads except those 
under the jurisdiction of the State or County, or
those included in the BLM transportation system and
removal of a portion of an abandoned trail that abuts 
private land and the addition of a primitive trail 
that had inadvertently been omitted. Maps 1 and 2 in 
the Suitability Report, and Maps 1-1, 2-1, 2-2, 2-3, 
and 2-4 of the EIS have been revised. The revised 
maps are in Appendix 8 of tills document and are to be 
used in lieu of the maps in Volume 1.

SUITABILITY REPORT

Page 4, "Management Guidelines", paragraph 4, sent
ence 3 is corrected to read:

The Scab Creek area would remain segregated 
from mineral location.

Page 10, "Description of the Report Area," paragraph 
l is revised by adding:

No other roads in the vicinity provide 
public access to the area.

Page 10, "Time Frame for Designation" paragraph, is 
revised to read as follows:

Congress should note that the proposed Scab 
Creek Wilderness Area is contiguous to 
Forest Service lands recommended by the 
President for wilderness through the RARE 
11 process. As the Scab Creek area meets 
all the criteria for wilderness, it can 
stand on its own merits for wilderness 
designation and is not dependent upon the 
processing of the Rare II area. However, 
due to the proximity of the two land areas, 
the management of the Scab Creek area and 
adjacent National Forest lands should be 
closely coordinated.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Page 50, "Summary", paragraph 6 is revised to read:

Very little controversy exists concerning 
the proposal. A few commenters have 
expressed concern about possible water and 
oil/gas projects that are not presently 
feasible but could conceivably become
feasible in the long term. The vast 
majority of public comments support
designation of the Scab Creek area as 
wilderness.

Page 51, "Background", paragraph 4, CFR reference is 
corrected to read:

43 CFR, Subpart 8352.

Page 52, "Proposed Action", paragraph 2 is revised to 
read:

A specific wilderness management plan for 
the Scab Creek area that reflects the BLM 
wilderness management policy would be 
developed after the area is designated 
wilderness. A management summary has been 
developed which reflects the existing 
management for the primitive area. This 
management summary would serve as a 
guideline for the development of a 
management plan for the Scab Creek area if 
it is designated wilderness. The
management plan would be in compliance with 
the forthcoming wilderness management 
policies of the BLM and would be 
coordinated with the Bridger-Teton National 
Forest policies.

Page 52, "Related Resource Management Actions", 
paragraph 2 after sentence 3 is revised by adding:

The present Sublette MFP recommends against 
development of additional access.

Page 52, "Interrelationships," last sentence is 
revised to read:

Based on the Geological Survey Mineral 
Survey Report, the probability of 
discovering oil and gas deposits is not 
high. Timber harvesting is uneconomical 
because of....

Page 55, "Alternatives", CFR reference is corrected 
to read:

43 CFR 8352.0-1.

Page 58, "Geology", sentence 5 is corrected to read:

Map 2-1 portrays the relationship between 
surficial geology and soils by landform of 
the area.

Page 58, "Soils", paragraph 2, sentence 2, map re
ference is deleted.

Page 66, "Visitor Facilities", last paragraph, last 4 
sentences are revised to read:



There is another trail located through the 
center of Scab Creek. This primitive trail 
connects the Scab Creek trailhead to the 
Forest Service Sage Basin pack trail. The 
trailhead facilities and campground are 
located just outside the proposed Scab 
Creek Wilderness Area. The annual capacity 
of the campground is estimated to be 2,250 
visitor days per year. At present it is 
not planned to maintain this tract) to the 
standard of the Scab Creek traiiT^It will 
be maintained, however, to a primitive 
standard. Trail maintenance would be coor
dinated with the Forest Service.

Page 70, "Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Ac
tion and Alternatives", "Assumptions", assumption 2 
is revised to read:

Due to the low probability (from GS Mineral 
Survey Report) of oil and gas in the 
area....

Page 71, "Mineral Resources", sentence 1 is revised 
to read:

Due to the low probability (from GS MLneral 
Survey Report) of oil or gas under the

Page 71, "Mineral Resources", paragraph 2, sentence 1 
is corrected to read:

The segregation of the remaining 40 acres 
(NE1/4NW1/4, Section 12, T. 32 N. , R. 107 
W.) from mineral location would eliminate 
any prospecting or development of locatable 
minerals that may be present within this 
tract.

Page 72, "Unavoidable Adverse Impacts", "Proposed Ac
tion", Entire section is to read:

The ORV closure of the 956 contiguous acres 
and restrictions on mineral development on 
the 40 acres that have not been previously 
segregated are unavoidable adverse impacts 
of designating the Scab Creek area as 
wilderness.

Page 74, "Proposed Action", paragraph 2, sentence 1 
is corrected to read:

The 40 acres in NEI/4NW1/4, Section 12, T.
32 N. , R. 107 W. , that have not already 
been segregated would be segregated from 
mineral location.

Page 85, "Management Goals", sentence I is corrected 
to read:

The existing Scab Creek Primitive Area has 
been managed under the authority ot Title 
43, Code of Federal Regulations, Subpart 
8352, and guidelines of BLM Manual 6221.

Page 87, "Range", sentences 3a and 3b are revised to 
read :

a. Range management prescriptions will be 
determined through the BLM resource manage
ment planning process and implemented by 
the allotment management plan.

b. Maintenance of existing structures for 
livestock may be allowed; new structures may be 
permissible if primarily for the purpose of 
resource protection.

Page 88, "Minerals", sentences 3a and 3b are revised 
into one statement to read:

Reasonable stipulations for the protection 
of the wilderness character of the land 
will be incorporated into mineral leases, 
permits, and licenses covering lands within 
3LM-administered wilderness. Final author
ity to issue mineral leases in wilderness 
is reserved to the Director of BLM. Oil 
and gas leases may be withheld by the 
Director after consideration of what will 
best serve the public interest.

Page 89, "Special Land Uses", sentence 3b is revised 
to read:

Permits will not be issued for outfitter 
camps within the proposed Scab Creek wild
erness area in accordance with the Scab 
Creek supplement to the Sublette MFP and in 
concert with policies of the Wyoming Game 
and Fish Department and Bridger-Teton 
National Forest.

Page 90, "Insects and Disease", sentence 3b is re
vised to read:

Insect and plant disease infestations will 
be allowed to play their natural role in 
the area as long as resources on adjacent 
lands are not threatened.

Page 91, "Administrative and Other Structures", sent
ence 3a is revised to read:

Allow preservation of the historic cabins 
if it is determined through an evaluation 
study in consultation with the State 
Historic Preservation Office that they have 
such national significance so as to bo 
nominated to the National Register of 
Historic Places.

Pages 96 and 97, title of table is corrected to read:

Soil Classification According to Landforms 
and Use Limitations.



CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

PREPARATION OF THK BIS 

Team Organization

Forest Service 
Soil Conservation Service

Department of the Air Force

Department of Commerce

This Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
was prepared by a four-person core team with assis
tance from an interdisciplinary team of resource 
specialists. Table 4-1 lists all team members since 
Initiation of the DEIS.

PubJlc Consultation and Coordination

By virtue of its designation prior to November 
1, 1975, as the Scab Creek Primitive Area, the area 
became an "instant study area" (ISA) in BLM's wilder
ness review program. The Bureau issued a news re
lease in March 1978 announcing that the area had been 
established as an ISA.

Department of the Interior

Assistant Secretary of Land and Water 
Resources 

Bureau of Mines
Heritage Conservation and Recreation 
Service

National Park Service 
Office of Environmental Project 
Review

Office of the Solicitor 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Geological Survey
Water and Power Resources Service

Press releases and an information letter were 
sent in June 1978 requesting public input into the 
BLM Inventory of the area. The Rock Springs District 
of the BLM held open houses in January 1979 to pre
sent the data gathered through the land use planning 
system, and the District presented its management re
commendations at public meetings in March 1979. 
Public meetings were also held in June 1979 to gather 
input for the preparation of the DEIS.

Throughout the process, BLM has provided infor
mation as requested to interested agencies, com
panies, and individuals and has kept the public 
Informed of the program of study through letters, 
press releases, and Federal Register notices. The 
majority of comments received by BLM at meetings and 
from letters approved of BLM's proposal to include 
the Scab Creek Primitive Area and 956 contiguous 
acres of public land with wilderness characteristics 
within the National Wilderness Preservation System 
(Appendix 2 of Wilderness Suitability Report).

Environmental Protection Agency

Public Lands Council

Water Resources Council

U.S. Congressional Delegation from 
Wyoming

State of Wyoming

Governor's Office

State Planning Coordinator (State 
Clear!nghouse)

State Senators and Representatives 
from Lincoln, Sublette, Sweetwater, 
Teton, and Uinta Counties

Local Government

Coordination With Other Agencies Farson Community Coordinator

The Geological Survey and the U.S. Bureau of 
Mines conducted a mineral survey of the area. Their 
report appears in Appendix 3 of the Wilderness 
Suitability Report.

in April 1979, BLM requested a formal con
sultation under Section 7 of the 1973 Endangered 
Species Act concerning the Impacts of wilderness de
signation on the American peregrine falcon, which is 
listed as an endangered species. The Fish and 
Wildlife Service's response is in Appendix 5 of the 
DEIS. The BLM State Office Botanist inventoried the 
area for proposed threatened and endangered plants 
during the 1979 summer season (Appendix 4 of the 
DEIS).

The State Historic Preservation Officer reviewed 
BLM's cultural resource inventory. The results are 
listed in Appendix 6 of the DEIS.

REVIEW OF THE DRAFT EIS

Comments on the Draft EIS were requested from 
interested individuals and from the following 
agencies and special interest groups:

Federal
Advisory Council on Historic 
I'reservat ion

Lincoln County Commissioners

Lincoln County Recreation Commission

Lincoln-Uinta County Association of 
Governments (LUAG)

Mayor of Big Piney

Mayor of Diamondville

Mayor of Green River

Mayor of Keraraerer

Mayor of Marbleton

Mayor of Pinedale

Mayor of Rock Springs

Sublette County Commissioners

Sublette County Extension Agent

Sublette County Zoning and Planning 
Commission

Sweetwater County Commissioners

Department of Agriculture Sweetwater County Outdoor Recreation 
Board
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Sweetwater County Priorities Board Rawlins Rockhound Gem and Mineral Club

Sweetwater County Zoning and Planning 
Commission

Recreation and Parks Association of 
Wyoming

Uinta County Commissioners Rock Springs Gem and Mineral Club

Other Interest Groups Rock Springs Motorcycle Club

American Fisheries Society Rocky Mountain Energy Company

American Mining Congress Sierra Club

American Sportsman's Club Society for Range Management

American Wilderness Alliance Squaretop Cattle and Horse Association

Anaconda Copper Sublette County Historical Society

ArcheologLeal Society of Wyoming Sublette County Outfitters Association

Atlantic-Richfield Sublette County Wildlife Federation

Audubon Society Sweetwater County Historical Society

Big Piney Chamber of Commerce Sweetwater County Outfitters 
Association

Big Piney Snowfitters Sweetwater County Wildlife Association
Chevron U.S.A., Inc. Technical Professional Associates
Defenders of Wildlife Teknetron
Dew Lumber Company Teton Science School
ENACT

Trout Unlimited
Fremont County Outfitters Association University of Wyoming
Friends of the Earth Upland Industries
Green River Protective Association Upper Green River Cattle Association
Green River Valley Cattlemen's 
Association Utah International, Inc.

Institute of Ecology Wagnon Associates, Inc.

Izaak Walton League Western Action Training Institute

Jackson Snow Devils Western Wyoming College

League of Women Voters Western Wyoming Wonder Wheelers

Lincoln County Historical Society Wilderness Society

Mountain Men Trails Foundation WilJdan Associates

National Outdoor Leadership School Wyoming Archeological Society

National Wildlife Federation Wyoming Association of Conservation 
Districts

Natural Resources Defense Council Wyoming Farm Bureau
Northwest Pipeline Corporation Wyoming Mining Association
Nuclear Exploration and Development

Wyoming Outdoor Coordinating Council
Old West Grazing EIS Monitoring Project Wyoming Outdoor Council
Petroleum Association of Wyoming Wyoming Outfitters Association
Pinedale Chamber of Commerce Wyoming State Historical Society
Pinedale Outfitters Association

Wyoming State Snowmobile Association



LIST OF PREPARERS

Name EIS Assignment

LIST OF PREPARERS

Positlon/Expertlse Education
+ 3  y ^

Experience

Donald L. Dutcher Team Leader!/ District Planning 
Coordinator

B.A. Liberal Arts, 
Public Administrât

Whitman College, and M.A. 
Ion, University of Oklahoma

n 1/2 years - BLM 
i 8 years-HUD

Jerry A. Wllfong Team Leader District Outdoor B.S. Forestry, University of Idaho years - BLM

Ronald C. Herdt Core Tear.-DEIS (. FEIS District Technical 
Writer-Editor

3.A. Secondary Edu 
Northern Colorado

cation, University of /* years - BLM 
6 years - University of 
Colorado

John H. (Jack) Bogle Core Tean-DEIS & FEIS Plnedale R.A. Outdoor 
Recreation Planner

B.S.
Stat

Natural Resou 
e University

ree Management, Humboldt ^  year, - BLM

Anita M. Todd Core Tean-OEIS & FEIS Mag Card II Typist/AM 
Text 425 Operator

l year College of 
Training

Southern Idaho, AM Text 42!> jff years - BLM

John C. Lytle Core Team-DEIS District Archeologist
M.A.

Anthropology, 
Anthropology,

University of Wyoming and 
University of Kansas

^  years - BLM

Matthew R. Brennan Core Team-DEIS District Environmental 
Coordinator

B.S.
Univ

Forest Recrea 
erslcy

tion Management, Utah State! 5 years - BLM

Patricia A. Greeno Core Team-DEIS District Writer/Editor B.A. English, University of Colorado 5 years - BLM

Wayne B. Erickson Wyoming State Office 
Wilderness Coordinator

Outdoor Recreation 
Planner

B.S.
Univ

Forest Recrea 
ersity

tion Management, Utah Stat-.: $  years - BLM

Vernon C. Hoffman Wyoming State Office EIS Environmental B.S. Agriculture, Kansas State University, 4 years - BLM
Coordinator Coordinator B.S.

Univ
Forest Manage 

ersity
»ent, Colorado State 16 years - FS 

7 years - other Fed. Svc

Colin W. Voigt Special Assistance Team District Soil Scientist B.S. Agronomy, University of Kentucky years - BLM

Steven C. Hamp Special Assistance Team District Hydrologist B.S.
Univ

Sociology and 
ersity and M.S

Geology, Illinois State 
. Watershed, University of

> /  years - BLM

Larry A. Doughty Special Assistance Team Pinedale R.A. Wildlife 
Biologist

B.S.
'lana

Range Managera 
gement, Univer

lent and M.S. Wildlife 
slty of Nevada-Reno

/ l
/U years - BLM

Charles R. (Bob) Crocket:t Special Assistance Team District Range 
Specialist

B.S. Agriculture, University of Arizona I x r
12 years - BLM

Charles E. Reed Special Assistance Team District Range 
Specialist

B.S.
Univ

Animal Scienc 
ersity

e, Sul Ross State *)( years - BLM 
1 year - FS 
10 years - 3IA

Stephen P. Ellis Special Assistance Team District Mineral 
Specialist

a.s. Geology, Weber State College years - BLM

Mitchell T. Baer Special Assistance Team State Office Air 
Quality Specialist

M.S.
Univ

Atmospheric Science, Colorado State 2 years - BLM

1'Mr. Dutcher replaced Mr. Wllfong as Team Leader after to another BLM office (October 1980).Mr. Wilfc iferred



Table 4-2

INDEX OF OFFICIAL COMMENTS

Index
No.

Date
Received Agency, Organization, Individual

1 12/24/80 National Park Service, Rocky Mountain Regional Office
2 12/29 Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, Western Division
3 12/31 Town of Kemmerer, Mayor Gerald Olsen
4 1/2/81 Soil Conservation Service, State Conservationist
5 1/6 *Northern Great Plains Region of Sierra Club, Bruce Hamilton, Regional 

Rep.
6 1/6 *Rancher, Vernon A. Mrak
7 1/6 *Sublette County Wildlife Federation, Douglas Curr, President
8 1/6 *Floyd Schneider
9 1/6 *Wyoming Wilderness Association, Howard Wolke, Council Member
10 1/6 *Chris Englund
11 1/6 *Steven R. Diercks
12 1/6 Bridger-Teton National Forest, Forest Supervisor
13 1/6 American Wilderness Alliance, Jim Richard, Wyoming Representative
14 1/6 Martha J. Buck
15 1/12 Fish and Wildlife Service, Billings Area Office
16 1/19 Gus F. Hal him
17 1/19 Susan Marie Huss
18 1/19 Water and Power Resources Service, Upper Colorado Regional Office
19 1/23 Ruth E. Massle
20 1/23 Michael A. Massie
21 1/23 Raymond Kiraselman
22 1/26 Karen and Reed Dils
23 1/30 Richard D. Tenney, M.D.
24 2/2 Environmental Protection Agency, Region VIII, Regional Administrator
23 2/2 Carl T. Chaffin
26 2/3 Kathy Ryan
27 2/4 Ann Fisk
28 2/4 Clifton R. Merritt
29 2/4 Wyoming Wilderness Association, Howie Wolke, WWA Council Member
30 2/5 Rita B. Haws
31 2/6 Bianca D. Bjorklund
32 2/6 Dick Wilson
33 2/6 Geological Survey, Director
34 2/6 Department of the Air Force, AF Regional Civil Engineer, Central 

Region
35 2/9 Atlantic-Richfield Company, Public Lands Coordinator, J.R. Mitchell
36 2/9 Sweetwater County Wildlife Association, John C. Borzea, Jr., President
37 2/1 1 State of Wyoming, Governor Ed Herschler
38 2/11 State of Wyoming, Water Development Commission
39 2/11 State of Wyoming, Water Quality Division, Department of Environmental 

Quality
40 2/11 State of Wyoming, Commissioner of Public Lands and Farm Loans
41 2/11 State of Wyoming Game and Fish Department
42 2/11 State of Wyoming, State Engineer's Office
43 2/11 The Geological Survey of Wyoming
44 2/11 John R. Swanson
45 2/11 American Mining Congress, J. Alien Overton, Jr., President
46 2/12 Richard Spotts
47 2/27 Wyoming Recreation Commission, State Historic Preservation Office

♦Identifies commenters at the January 6, 1981 public hearing.
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Wyoming Stockgrowers Association 

Wyoming Timber Industry Association 

Wyoming Wildlife Federation 

Wyoming Wool Growers Association 

Public Review Process and Procedures

A public hearing announcement was published in 
the Federal Register on December 9, i980. Written
notification of the hearings and information on the 
study were sent to Governor Ed J. Herschler of Wyom
ing; U.S. Senators Alan K. Simpson and Malcolm Wal
lop; U.S. Representative Dick Cheney; 12 members of 
the Wyoming State Legislature; 18 Federal agencies 
and departments; 25 Wyoming State officials and 
agencies through the State Clearinghouse; 19 local 
officials and agencies; and numerous individuals and 
organizations.

The public comment period extended from December 
11, 1980, to February 6, 1981. More than 400 copies 
of the draft report and EIS were mailed to the 
public. A news release was issued on December 9, 
J980, by BLM from Rock Springs to District, State, 
and regional news media, providing information on how 
to obtain copies of the draft or where to examine re
ference copies. The District issued a second news 
release on December 30, 1980, reminding the public of 
the hearings.

The hearings were held in Pinedale, Wyoming, on 
January 6, 1981. Seven people presented oral tes
timony at the hearings and additional comments were 
submitted by mail to the Rock Springs District Office 
of the Bureau of Land Management.

Ail written comments and the hearings trans
cript will be submitted with the final EIS to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Environmental Prot
ection Agency. They may also be inspected at the Of
fice of Public Affairs, Washington, D.C.; the State 
Director's Office, BLM, Cheyenne, Wyoming; the Rock 
Springs District Office, Rock Springs, Wyoming; and 
the Pinedale Resource Area Office, Pinedale, Wyoming.

The Bureau reviewed and considered all comments 
and responded to those presenting new data, question
ing findings of analyses, or raising questions or is
sues relating directly to the area's wilderness 
suitability or the environmental impacts of the pro
posed action or alternatives. BLM did not respond to 
those comments that did not address the proposed ac
tion and alternatives, or provide substantive comment 
relative to the draft EIS.

Copies of this FEIS will be provided to all 
agencies, groups, and individuals who received copies 
of the draft or who provided comments. Copies will 
also be available for public review at the public 
libraries in Big Piney, Cheyenne, Evanston, Green 
River, Kemmerer, Jackson, Lander, Laramie, Pinedale, 
Rawlins, Rock Springs, and Superior, Wyoming, as well 
as the following Bureau of Land Management offices: 
Wyoming State Office, Cheyenne; Rock Springs District 
Office; Pinedale Resource Area Office; and Kemmerer 
Resource Area Office.

SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Index of Official Comments (Table 4-2) lists 
all official commenters who commented either at the 
public hearings or by letter. Substantive comments 
and subsequent BLM responses are listed by the index

number assigned from Table 4-2. Appendix 7 contains 
all written comments and the public testimony in the 
same indexed sequence as above.

The Public Hearings

The hearing officer was F. William Eikenberry, 
Associate State Director of the Wyoming State Office, 
Bureau of Land Management. BLM was represented on 
the hearing panel by Donald L. Dutcher, EIS Team 
Leader and Rock Springs District Planning Coordina
tor, and John H. Bogle, Pinedale Resource Area Out
door Recreation Planner.

Seven people testified at the hearings. Of the
se, six supported BLM's proposed recommendations for 
a 7,636-acre wilderness and one opposed aspects of 
the Draft document.

The following spoke on behalf of organizations 
supporting the BLM proposal: Bruce Hamilton, Northern 
Great Plains Region of Sierra Club; Douglas Curr, 
Sublette County Wildlife Federation; and Howard 
Wolke, Wyoming Wilderness Association. The following 
spoke as individuals in favor of the BLM proposal: 
Floyd Schneider; Chris Englund, Jackson, Wyoming; and 
Steven Richard Diercks, Jackson, Wyoming.

Vernon A. Mrak, a Boulder, Wyoming, rancher, op
posed portions of the BLM proposal with regard to de
picting private roads and trails on maps within the 
Draft document. This opposition was not directed so 
much at wilderness designation as at what he per
ceived as misleading public maps that could personal
ly impact him by giving the public the impression 
that "wagon roads" on his property adjacent to the 
proposed wilderness area were public roads affording 
access to various parts of the Scab Creek area.

Written Communications From Elected Officials

A total of 2 communications were received from 
elected officials. Of these, 1 offered no final com
ment on the BLM proposal and 1 favored no wilder
ness designation.

Governor Ed Herschler of Wyoming reserved the 
right to take a final position on the proposal at a 
later date. He noted the State's desire to assess 
potential Congressional designations of wilderness in 
Wyoming in a "cumulative and comprehensive manner."

Mayor Gerald Olsen of Kemmerer, Wyoming, favored 
no wilderness designation because he felt such de
signation would favor a few persons rather than the 
general public.

Written Communications From State and Local Of
ficials, Departments, and Agencies

A total of 6 written communications were re
ceived from State and local officials other than 
elected officials, departments, and agencies. Of 
these, 1 supported the BLM proposal, 2 favored no 
wilderness designation, and 3 took no position.

The Wyoming Department of Game and Fish concur
red with the wilderness designation for the area. 
The Water Development Commission indicated that the 
area appeared to be a suitable wilderness candidate.

The State Water Resources Engineer favored no 
wilderness designation because he felt it would ob
struct the development of water resources in Sublette 
County, thus stifling the area economy rather than 
contributing to it.



The Wyoming State Forester felt that more wild
erness required a determination of the total need in 
Wyoming. The Water Quality Division of the Wyoming 
Department of Environmental Quality and the Geologi
cal Survey of Wyoming offered no specific comments on 
wilderness designation.

Written Communications From Federal Officials, De
partment, and Agencies

Written communications were received from 9 
Federal officials, departments, and/or agencies. Of 
these, 3 favored the BLM proposal; 2 disagreed with 
the BLM recommendations; and 4 took no position.

Officials of the Forest Service, Environmental 
Protection Agency, and Fish and Wildlife Service 
wrote in favor of the BLM proposal.

The Geological Survey and the Department of the 
Air Force disagreed with some of the BLM's recom
mendations and recommended alternatives for con
sideration in the document. The Geological Survey 
said previously stated potential water resource de
velopment, including hydroelectric projects, should 
be recognized and disagreed with some of BLM's recom
mendations. The Air Force expressed concern for 
protecting its seismograph station and perceived con
flicts with future low altitude training flights.

The National Park Service, Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation, Water and Power Resources 
Service, and Soil Conservation Service offered no 
position on the wilderness designation.

Written Communications From Organizations

Written communications were received from 5 
organizations. Of these, 3 favored the BLM proposal 
and 2 opposed the BLM's recommendations.

Organizations favoring the BLM proposal were: 
American Wilderness Alliance, Sweetwater County 
Wildlife Association, and Wyoming WILderness As
sociât Ion.

AtlantIc-Richfield Company and the American Min
ing Congress questioned the segregation of mineral 
resources from prospecting and development; both 
urged revision of BLM management objectives con
cerning mineral resources, especially allowing oil 
and gas development consistent with recent court de
cisions. The American Mining Congress cited Judge 
Brimmer's decision of October 10, 1980, and ARCO re
ferred to both the Brimmer and Kerr decisions.

Written Communications From Citizens

Written communications were received from 18 
individuals. Of these, 17 favored the BLM proposal 
and one opposed wilderness designation.

Summary and Analysis

Of the total 46 written and oral communications 
received for the record, 30 supported BLM's proposed 
recommendations, 2 disagreed with the BLM's recommen
dations, 6 opposed wilderness designation, and 8 took 
no position.

Most of those favoring wilderness believed that 
designation would be the best way to preserve the 
area's outstanding wilderness values. Many of those 
supporting wilderness designation indicated that they 
felt the area would be important to future genera
tions; others expressed that they had personally 
enjoyed wilderness experiences in the area.

Those who disagreed with BLM's recommendations 
felt that further consideration was needed of the 
BLM's proposed resource management. The access road 
issue on private land was a major concern, as well as 
concerns that future mineral, timber, and water re 
source development would be curtailed.

Those opposing wilderness designation felt that 
the wilderness recommendation would preclude other 
aspects of multiple use development, reserving the 
area for a few persons rather than for the benefit of 
the general public.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Commenter 3

Comment. I do feel that the Scab Creek Wilder
ness submission is just another erosion of the 
Federal government taking general purpose use lands 
that are supposed to be for the people of the United 
States and reserving it for just a few backpackers 
from California who have plenty of time to go through 
such areas.

I firmly recommend this area NOT BE ACCEPTED 
into the wilderness scheme and that it be returned to 
multiple use, so that the people of the entire coun
try can enjoy the area.

Response. Under the Federal Land Policy Man
agement Act of 1976, the Secretary of the Interior 
directed BLM to study all public lands under its 
jurisdiction for wilderness potential and to review 
the wilderness potential of its natural and primitive 
areas designated before November 1 , 1975 (Wilderness 
Instant Study Areas). Upon application of the wild
erness criteria, consideration of public comments, 
and after thorough review of the proposal within the 
Bureau's Land Use Planning System, virtually no con
flicts were identified and it was determined that 
wilderness designation would be the most appropriate 
management of this land. From the strong support, 
both local and regional, received for the project, 
it appears that the designation would benefit many 
local persons in Wyoming as weLl as those in other 
parts of the United States. In the final analysis, 
Congress will make the decision as to wilderness 
designation and what restrictions are involved In 
such a designation.

Commenter 4

Comment 1. Soils were classified at the family 
level but a soil map could not be located in the 
publication. Were interpretations made from a geo
logy or landform map?

Response. Map 2-1 portrays the relationship be
tween surficial geology and soils by landform of the 
area. The map title has been revised and is now 
"Soils by Landform" rather than "Geology by Land- 
form". Interpretations were made from a landform 
map.

Comment 2. Appendix 3, we recommend that
capability units be removed from title since capabil
ity units are not listed in the table.

Response. Capability units have been removed 
from the title of that table (pp. 96-97 of Volume 1). 
See "Corrections and Revisions" section, notations 
for pages 96 and 97.
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Commenter 5

Comment 1. I also would like to confess a lit
tle bit of confusion between what I found in this 
document and what was provided last year In the MFP 
supplement that was issued on the Scab Creek Wilder
ness Area.

Response. The original Scab Creek Wilderness 
Area acreages contained in the Sublette Planning Unit 
MFP were only estimates. During the development of 
the Scab Creek EIS, more accurate computation of 
acreages was accomplished. The final Sublette MFP 
will reflect these more accurate acreages. Addi
tionally, in response to public comments at the Sub
lette MFP public meeting, minor boundary adjust
ments were made to eliminate resource conflicts.

Comment 2...on page seven of the Draft EIS, 
under "Alternate Management”, there is a statement 
that the Scab Creek MFP supplement recommends 956 
acres as ACEC, that is, Area of Critical Environ
mental Concern. That 956 acres is the land within 
the present wilderness proposal, yet, outside the 
primitive area. Now, that is not my understanding of 
what was in the MFP supplement, unless there were 
several. When I read it, it said the MFP called for 
eight thousand acres wilderness proposal.

Response. The 956 acres which alternatively 
might be considered for an ACEC is referenced in the 
MFP as a possible "special management area". At the 
time the Scab Creek EIS was written, the term "ACEC” 
was generally considered to replace the term "special 
management area", and this terminology has been used 
synonymously. See response to comment 1 above con
cerning the apparent discrepancy in acreage.

Comment 3. Another point is on page ten of the 
Draft EIS, and there Is a statement that says, time- 
frame for designation of Scab Creek area should not 
be before the Forest Service designation is made 
since the contiguous Forest Service lands should be 
managed essentially the same. It then goes on to im
ply, If the Forest Service land goes to a non-wild
erness recommendation, that perhaps the BLM land 
should as well.

I firmly disagree with this. In my mind, the 
Scab Creek area stands on its own merits and was re
cognized as a primitive area by the BLM long before 
the Forest Service decided to conduct Rare LI and de
cided this adjacent land had wilderness potential, 
and 1 think the Scab Creek area meets all the wilder
ness criteria by itself, and the BLM has recognized 
this In their own statement.

Response. The text has been rewritten to indi
cate that the Scab Creek Wilderness proposal does 
stand on its own merits and is not dependent upon 
Forest Service designations. See "Corrections and 
Revisions" section notation for page 10.

Comment A. The last point I would like to raise 
on page 72 of the Draft EIS, and there under Un
avoidable Adverse Impact is a statement that there 
would be segregation for mineral location of 40 acres 
that have not already been withdrawn. This par
ticular thing I don't understand. First of all, why 
40 acres, because it seems to me, you either want to 
withdraw the entire area proposed for wilderness out
side the primitive area that has already been with
drawn, or else something else. I don't understand 
where this 40 acres is. It is either in the 956 or 
none of it, so I would like that clarified sometime.

Another thing is, that if this is a separate 
mineral withdrawal, I don't understand why that is an 
unavoidable adverse impact. It is separate action 
that is not unavoidable.

Response. All but this 40-acre parcel of the 
proposed wilderness area had already been segregated 
(not "withdrawn") from mineral entry. The entire 
area would be consistently segregated from mineral 
location once this remaining 40 acres has been 
segregated. The mineral segregation is a distinct 
element of the proposed action, producing a con
sistent management plan for the entire wildernes- 
sarea. As such, elimination of any possible de
velopment of any minerals that may be present would 
be an unavoidable adverse impact of the proposed ac
tion.

Commenter 6 and 37

Comment... Map 2 (Surface Ownership) depicts all 
of the trails and wagon roads on my private property 
as "seasonal use roads" with the implication that 
they are available to the public. This is not only 
an outright bureaucratic lie, but it is a flagrant 
attempt to make ray entire ranch a trailhead for ORV's 
and other recreational uses.

...To exemplify the inaccuracy and outright de
ceitfulness of information shown in Map 2, a recently 
completed BLM trail originating at the Scab Creek 
campground and then trending southeast to Scab Lake 
is not shown. However, a long abandoned trail from 
Scab Lake extending southwest then to my private 
land, and to ray ranch house is indicated as a major 
access route to the proposed Scab Creek Wilderness 
Area.

...I would like to see some evidence of cor
rection of intent. The map here shows clearly that 
my land is going to be the jumping off place for this 
wilderness area. Now, if you were to delete all of 
the roads on my land and show the road which I helped 
established as the one and only access, then I would 
have very little to complain about.

Response. It was not the intent of BLM to 
portray the roads and trails on private land as 
available to the public. All maps in Volume 1 have 
been revised (see Corrections and Revisions section 
and Appendix 8) to show the only public access road 
to the campground and page 10, first paragraph under 
"Description of the Report Area" has been revised to 
clarify available access. The text of the EIS, page 
52 of Volume 1, has been revised to clarify BLM's 
position against developing new access routes. The 
old trail commencing from private lands has been de
leted and the existing primitive trail from the Scab 
Creek campground to this trail is shown on the re
vised maps.

Commenter 12.

Comment 1. Although the proposed Scab Creek 
Wilderness is capable of standing on its own and does 
not depend on the Forest Service, the wilderness man
agement should be coordinated to enhance both 
National Forest and National Resource Lands.

Response. The text has been revised; see "Cor
rections and Revisions" section, notation for page 
10. Wilderness management would be coordinated on 
both National Forest and public lands (formerly cal
led National Resource Lands).
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Comment 2. Though not mentioned in the EIS, the 
low standard trail beginning at the Scab Creek Trail- 
head, heading southeasterly, and joining the Forest 
Service Sage Basin Trail (No. 109), is one which we 
would like to see managed to prevent a large increase 
into the Bridger Wilderness.

Response. This trail would continue to be man
aged as a primitive trail in coordination with the 
Forest Service. The trail is now shown on the re
vised maps and is discussed in the text (see Appendix 
8 maps and the "Corrections and Revisions", notation 
for page 66).

Commenters 12 and 29

Comment. ...it is imperative that access be 
limited to the current access point at the Scab Creek 
Campground, and that there be no additional access 
either via Silver Creek or through or adjacent to Mr. 
Vernon Mrak's property.

Response. The existing trailhead at the Scab 
Creek Campground would continue to be the only access 
to the proposed wilderness area.

Commenter 30

Comment 1. 1 find it very strange that if this 
area does in fact have sufficient value as wilderness 
that such value stops at the ownership line.

Response. The wilderness values do not stop at 
ownership lines; however, BLM has no authority to 
identify wilderness values on or make management re
commendations for private lands.

Comment 2. The management alternatives pre
sented are really not very different from one another 
in results. Suggest some thought be given to real 
alternatives, such as multiple use development.

Response. Alternatives such as those proposed 
by the commenter were considered by the Bureau during 
preparation of the Scab Creek supplement to the Sub
lette Management Framework Plan (MFP). It was de
termined through this process that certain uses 
(timber harvest, mineral development, ORV, etc.) of 
the Scab Creek area were not realistic. One of the 
criteria of an alternative is that it must be real
istic (Council on Environmental Quality guidelines). 
The Scab Creek area's wilderness values have been re
cognized for over 10 years, and BLM does not perceive 
a need to change the protective management and actual 
use of the area. Unless there are new facts that 
would dictate a need to change the proposed manage
ment, wilderness is included in the multiple use con
cept of public land management, as are timber, water
shed, and mineral development.

Comment 3. Economic impacts analysis is totally 
missing. Since when is the value of a resource be
lieved to hold static relative to the general ec
onomic climate, e.g., timber and minerals? I would 
like to see some discussion of lands considered un
economical for mineral production, oil and gas de
velopment, and timber production that have come on 
line in the past 25 years. Perhaps some idea should 
be addressed such as the economical impact to the 
area and the people of the United States of de
velopment of the area for intensive recreation.

What about some cost benefit analysis? What a- 
bout the greatest good for the greatest number?

Response. The EIS contains an economic impact 
analysis commensurate with the degree of impact anti 
cipated. The commenter is referred to "Regulations 
for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act (40 CFR 1502.15 
and 1502.23). Since designation of Scab Creek as a 
wilderness area is not anticipated to create any 
significant economic impact, no further analysis is 
necessary. There would obviously be some economic 
benefits to the recreation segment of the economy; 
however, It is anticipated to be negligible compared 
to that occurring from use of the adjacent Bridger 
Wilderness. As stated in the EIS (page 67, Forest 
Resources, and page 71, Mineral Resources)—the low 
probability of the area "becoming economical to log 
in the next 30 years." and "the low probability of 
oil or gas under the area"— there is not anticipated 
to be any far reaching impact to the timber or 
mineral resource.

Development of the Scab Creek area for intensive 
recreation is not a viable alternative to this pro
posal (see also response to comment 2).

Comment 4. ...The threatened and endangered 
section alludes to; habitat existing; may occur; and 
such catch phrases. Perhaps you should go back to 
the drawing board and get some facts.

Response. BLM accomplished an extensive inven
tory of the area for threatened and endangered (T&E) 
species. Through this inventory, a determination was 
made that there was a potential for the existence of 
T&E species even though none were found. This poten
tial is indicated through the existence of various 
conditions that nearly meet the known habitat re
quirements of certain T&E species. No positive
statement can be made about their presence unless a 
T&E plant or animal is found and identified. The 
purpose of this EIS is to determine if any impact 
would occur to T&E species if the proposal were 
implemented. Regardless of the existence of T&E 
species, there would be no significant impact to them 
if the area were designated as wilderness.

Comment 5. ...The report in several places 
makes reference to heavy timber but timber is dismis
sed. Is timber of no value today or ten years down 
the road?

Response. An intensive forest inventory was 
conducted on the area. Though some small stands of 
commercial timber were identified, it is estimated 
that the costs of constructing roads far exceed the 
value of the timber. This conclusion has been sub
stantiated by members of the local timber industry 
and is discussed on page 67 of the Draft EIS.

Comment 6. ...Page 21 refers to easily closing 
and revegetation of existing roads. Seems to me all 
roads could be closed and revegetated in some time 
frame, how far do we go with this idea? The same 
thing is said of fences, cabins, and dams.

Response. Page 21 identifies the possibility of 
certain areas returning to a natural condition. No 
recommendations are made for closings, removals, or 
reclamation. Chapter 3 text contain statements re
lated to closures and reclamation, e.g. , restriction 
of ORVs, allowing only natural changes to occur, etc. 
Since reclamation would be by natural means, no de
finite timeframe can be applied since natural re
generation is a continuous process.

Comment 7. ...Mention is made of stumps from 
prior selective logging. Most prior selective log-
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glng was of the high grading nature not a silvicul 
ture practice. If an area of prior logging qualifies 
as wilderness because the stumps are not noticeable 
many parts of the United States meet this criteria.

Response. The horselogging accomplished between 
189U and 1910 did not adversely affect the wiLderness 
characteristics of the area. The activity was con
fined to a few isolated areas (260 total acres) which 
have since revegetated. Whether or not an area was 
ever logged before is only one of many criteria for 
determining an area's ability to qualify as wilder- 
nes s.

Comment 8. ...Page 67 mentions that 2,253 acres 
are suited to some degree of intensive timber manage
ment , 1,377 conventional logging and 874 acres would 
require special environmental considerations. Does 
not the Bureau of Land Management have these consid
erations in mind on all timber sales.

Response. The BLM does make these considera
tions in timber sales. However, this description of 
forest resources relates that while it is physically 
possible to log some of the small forested areas it 
Is not economically feasible. See Volume 1, page 67, 
"Porest Resources."

Comment 9. ...Irreversible and irretrievable
commitment of resources. Nothing is irreversible
and irretrievable as defined in this paragraph.

Response. No irreversible and irretrievable
commitment of resources has been identified for the 
proposed wilderness area, and the BLM agrees that no
thing In this paragraph is irreversible or ir
retrievable.

Comment 10. The report is shallow with little 
or no backup data to support a conclusion based on 
the writer's opinion. The proposed action indicates 
an inability or lack of desire on the part of man
agement to manage the land as directed by public law. 
It is clear that the primary reason and only support 
for the proposed action is for the Bureau of Land 
Management to follow the Forest Service.

Response. The Scab Creek supplement of the Sub
lette Unit Resource Analysis (URA) and Management 
Framework Plan (MFP), the various appendices of the 
Scab Creek draft wilderness suitability report are 
used as the back up data for the BIS, as well as the 
various references to other documents used to prepare 
the aforementioned documents. This substantial 
amount of data by reference, becomes part of the 
backup material for the EIS. The Bureau is not aware 
of any public law that is contradictory to wilderness 
designation of those areas found to be suitable for 
wilderness. Such designation is the purview of Con
gress.

BLM's proposed wilderness designation for Scab 
Creek is based on the history of the area's past use 
and a detailed, thorough evaluation of wilderness 
characteristics as mandated by Congress. This has 
been supplemented by public input, review, and com
ment throughout the process. On the basis of that 
analysis, the Scab Creek recommendations stand on 
their own merit, not that of the adjoining Forest 
Service land.

Commenter 33

Comment 1. The Bureau of Reclamation...proposed 
the Pinedale Canal in a report published in May 1972. 
The canal would cross the southwestern portion of the

wilderness area. Although the Geological Survey has 
been informed by WPRS (formerly Bureau of Reclama
tion) personnel that this plan is no longer under ac
tive consideration, the possibility of development 
should be recognized.... Another water-resources de
velopment possibility would involve producing 
hydroelectric power along Silver Creek by means of a 
system of low diversion dams and conduits, with the 
head being developed through the conduits leading 
from the diversion points to power plants located 
downstream from those points....Consideration of this 
hydroelectric potential should be included in the 
subject report.

Response. The Upper Colorado Regional Office of 
the Water and Power Resources Service (Commenter No. 
18) indicates it "does not have any projects either 
existing or proposed in the area under consideration 
for wilderness study...." Also, the State of Wyoming 
Water Development Commission sees no significant 
impact of wilderness designation on water development 
(Commenter No. 28).

Comment 2. One discrepancy appears in regard to 
oil and gas leases. On page 43, "Oil and Gas," the 
report (by GS) states "Most Federal land in the study 
area...is under lease." However, on page 88 of the 
Management Summary, section H, the reports states 
"There are no oil and gas leases within the area 
boundary."

Response. A confirmation search of BLM oil and 
gas lease records indicate that there are no oil and 
gas leases within the proposed Scab Creek Wilderness 
Area. The study area referred to in the Mineral re
port includes the 6,680 acre Scab Creek Primitive 
area plus adjacent areas totalling about 2,700 acres 
on the west (Page 40). The gas and oil leases refer
red to are located in the 2,700 acres.

Commenter 34

Comment 1. ...Flying areas/routes and airspace 
requirements of the military are subject to change 
and do change frequently. Mission requirements, fuel 
costs, and environmental constraints all act on the 
decision to locate, a military training activity. In 
particular, low altitude high speed flight, because 
of general aviation and population pressures, has 
been relegated to those areas least accessible and 
sparsely inhabited. For this reason, it is essential 
that development and management of these areas be 
carried out so as not to restrict use of low altitude 
airspace by the Air Force.

Response. There are no current or proposed BLM 
requirements that would restrict use of the low alti
tude airspace over the Scab Creek area.

Comment 2. We are also concerned about the pro
posed removal of the Air Force seismograph station 
from within your study area as alluded to by Mr. Bo
gle on page 22 of the report. Although it is pos
sible that the area could be rehabilitated to a more 
or less natural appearing state by mechanical means, 
the geological significance of this facility pre
cludes any removal and/or relocation. It is recom
mended and requested that the areas specified in Col. 
Meharg's letter appearing on page 33 of the report be 
excluded from further consideration as suitable for 
rehabilitation to the level of naturalness required 
for designation as a wilderness area.

Response. The reference to removal of Air Force 
facilities on page 22 is part of the wilderness 
Intensive inventory which was written to evaluate
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what areas could be rehabilitated to a natural con
dition. The Air Force facilities as identified on 
page 22 are located outside of the Scab Creek area 
and were inadvertently included. Since mechanical 
equipment would be necessary and the Air Force facil
ity is of national significance, removal of the 
facility and rehabilitation of that area has never 
been considered. They will be excluded as requested 
in Col. Meharg's letter from further consideration as 
suitable for rehabilitation to the level of natural
ness.

Commenter 35

Comment 1. ...we wish to take issue with the
statements made on page 88, under the Minerals Sec
tion that "Oil and gas leases will continue to be 
withheld until final wilderness determination is 
made;" and that "Geophysical operations will not be 
allowed within the proposed wilderness and that oil 
and gas leases will be withheld." ...We, therefore, 
urge that the BLM revise its management objectives 
for the Scab Creek WSA to allow for leasing of oil 
and gas. BLM would then be in compliance with Sec
tion 4(d)(3) of the Wilderness Act, which allows for 
oil and gas activity in designated Wilderness areas.

Response. The management directions were 
formulated to protect the wilderness values of the 
proposed wilderness area and are applicable until the 
final wilderness determination has been made. These 
directions were formulated under the provisions of 
the C&MU act of 1964 and are not in conflict with the 
Wilderness act. Should this area, through congres
sional decree, be designated as a wilderness area, 
the provisions of the Wilderness act would then 
govern. Based upon information available BLM feels 
that sufficient need for revising management direc
tion has not been demonstrated.

Comment 2. ...contrary to the Report's state
ment concerning adjacent discoveries, it should be 
mentioned that with the activities presently under 
way in the potentially productive Pinedale Anticline 
to the west, future geological interest may become 
more Lntense in the Scab Creek Area. With this in 
mind, it would be our recommendation that the BLM be 
advised of the region's overall gas potential and 
perhaps render a re-evaluation of the area's ob
tainable oil and gas reserves.

...We also urge that a re-evaluation of the Scab 
Creek Area's oil and gas reserves be conducted in 
order to assure that the area's potential is fully 
considered prior to a wilderness recommendation to 
the Administration. Such an evaluation would help 
avoid any future conflicts regarding energy related 
activities in the area, if such Lnterests come to 
pass.

Response. BLM's evaluation of the obtainable 
oil and gas reserves is based on the 1980 GS report 
on mineral resource potential of the Scab Creek 
Instant Study Area. This is the most recent infor
mation available to us and it indicates a low poten
tial for the Scab Creek area for various reasons 
(page 44 of Volume 1). A re-evaluation of the Scab 
Creek area's oil and gas reserves would have to be 
done when/or if new data became available. BLM is 
not aware of any new data that would indicate a 
change in the oil and gas potential for the Scab 
Creek area. The Bureau's Scab Creek supplement to 
the Sublette URA-4 (Pinedale Resource Area 1979) re
cognizes the close proximity to fault zones of the 
9,400-acre area under study at that time, and sug
gests that tracts west of the fault zone (sections 24

and 25, T. 33 N., R. 107 W.) remain available for the 
purpose of exploration and developing new information 
on the area's hydrocarbon potential.

Commenter 40

Comment. 1 trust that the Wyoming Timber Indus
try Association, P.0. Box 456, Casper, WY 82601 had 
the opportunity to review the draft FIS.

Response. The timber association is on the list 
shown in the "Consultation and Coordination section. 
Listed are those groups to whom the draft document 
was sent for review.

Commenter 42

Comment 1. Access to the Silver Lake Reservoir, 
Permit Nos. 3970 Res. and 5769 Res., for operation 
and maintenance might be affected if the Scab Creek 
area and the adjacent RARE IL area were designated as 
wilderness. Development of any potential water pro
jects in and near the area would be precluded by 
wilderness designation.

Response. Silver Lake is 3 miles within the 
Bridger Wilderness. Designation of the Scab Creek 
area as wilderness would not limit the present ac
cess to the Silver Lake reservoir since that access 
is not through the Scab Creek area. An evaluation of 
the effects of RARE II designation on that access 
would have to be made by the Forest Service. No pro
posed water projects within the Scab Creek area have 
been identified by the Water and Power Resources 
Service or the State of Wyoming Water Development 
Commission. Water projects that may be proposed in 
the future could be precluded if the area is de
signated as wilderness, should those projects not be 
appropriate for the area.

Comment 2. On page 4, Economic and Social 
Impacts, we find "No significant adverse or be
neficial economic impacts have been identified as re
sulting from the proposed wilderness designation." 
This seems to be a weak justification for the de
signation. While it may not at this time be ec
onomically feasible to utilize the timber and mineral 
resources of the area, we should keep the options for 
future use open. We do not know what the future ec
onomic and technological situations may be. Without 
a healthy economy, which is ultimately dependent upon 
raw materials, there would be few people able to get 
to wilderness areas, or any other remote recreation 
site.

Response. The socioeconomic analysis presented 
in the study and EIS supports the designation of the 
area as wilderness, but it does not serve to justify 
the designation. Harvesting of timber and the extra
ction of mineral resources in the area are not ec
onomically feasible and are not expected to become 
economically feasible for a long time. It is felt 
that keeping the option of future mineral and timber 
development is not necessary since potential or 
actual development is highly unlikely (pp. 67 and 71, 
Volume 1).

Comment 3. ...Referring to Figure 2-10, page 6 
of the Draft EIS, this looks like it might lead to a 
crowded wilderness experience. Will the "call" of 
wilderness designation pull even more people into the 
Scab Creek area just because it would be called 
wilderness? I think it would.

Response. The designation of the Scab Creek 
area as wilderness is not expected to significantly



Increase recreational use of the area as the Brldger 
Wilderness is of much greater national interest. Due 
to this increased recreation use, demands on the 
Brldger Wilderness are expected to influence the 
use of the Scab Creek area to a greater degree than 
wilderness designation.

Commenter 45

Comment 1. What planning or decision criteria 
are Issued in the Scab Creek study?

It appears that the principal criterion used in 
decision making was simply that the Scab Creek area 
met the suitability requirements for wilderness as 
outlined in the 1964 Act. There is no economic or 
socio-economic analysis that provides the reviewer 
with sufficient Information to make an independent 
judgment as required by NEPA. Statements of a 
socio-economic nature, such as "The Class I air qual
ity rating is not anticipated to cause any adverse 
impacts to local ranchers or industry" are without 
substantiation.

Although there are approximately 2.2 million 
acres of wilderness in Wyoming, all of which are in 
the Bridger-Teton and Shoshone National Forests and 
essentially near Scab Creek, there is no indication 
of the need for additional wilderness. Is the per
ceived need to accommodate visitors or what is the 
has is?

In terms of manageability, the only scenario put 
forth Is that the Brldger Wilderness addition (a por
tion of RARE II 4901) will be made wilderness. If 
this Is not accepted by the Congress, would the de
rision on Scab Creek still continue to be wilderness? 
Further, It is difficult to understand how it is to 
the benefit of the public to add a 7,636-acre wilder
ness adjacent to at least 392,000 acres of wilder
ness, and to do so with different restrictions and 
management standards between the two adjacent areas.

Response. Decisionmaking on the Scab Creek 
area's proposed wilderness designation is the purview 
of Congress. The Secretary of the Interior's recom
mendations to Congress are a culmination of a number 
of BLM processes, including planning, wilderness 
Inventory, public comment on the wilderness study and 
environmental impact statement, and the EIS itself. 
No planning or decision criteria are Issued In the 
Scab Creek study; rather, BLM has evaluated the area 
through the planning system and the wilderness 
suitability review process. Some portions of that 
area did not meet the criteria and subsequently were 
dropped from further wilderness consideration. 
Certainly the initial consideration would be whether 
the area would meet wilderness criteria. Pertaining 
to socioeconomic analysis, the CEQ regulations of 
NEPA requires a succinct description of the affected 
human environment (socioeconomic conditions) com
mensurate with the level of anticipated impact and, 
since there Is no anticipated Impact, no further an
alysis is necessary.

The air quality analysis is based on the nature 
of existing sources of pollutants and potential 
sources within the proposed alternatives. BLM an
alysis indicates the closest major source of air pol
lutants is 33 miles southwest of the area and that 
the Scab Creek air quality is very good (page 56 of 
Volume 1). Livestock use under the existing situation 
Is expected to continue, and no new industry is pro
posed. Hence, Class I air quality standards would 
not affect the anticipated situation under each 
alternative.

The perceived need is not merely to accommodate 
visitors from other states, but also Wyoming citizens 
who have expressed a preference of wilderness desig
nation to preserve those values on suitable lands for 
future generations. Appendix 7 of this volume is 
replete with such examples of public response.

Congressional consideration of Scab Creek will 
be independent of its consideration of the Brldger 
Wilderness addition. The Scab Creek area meets the 
wilderness criterion of at least 5,000 acres in size, 
and, as stated earlier, BLM would coordinate its 
wilderness area management with that of the Forest 
Service.

Comment 2. Will the Area be subject to review 
under the BLM withdrawal study provisions of Section 
204, FLPMA?

The suitability report stated that the area 
would remain withdrawn from mineral location (yet 
other statements indicated segregation, pp. 51 and 
83) under the Classification and Multiple Use Act of 
1964. There appears no reason for this withdrawal 
except "preservation of their wilderness character." 
It is incumbent upon the Bureau to show cause for 
withdrawal that Is consistent with the law or to sub
ject this area to a Section 204 review. Further, 
Judge Brimmer's decision of October 10, 1980, clearly 
speaks to this point with reference to mineral leas
ing and the same logic holds for locatables.

Response. See the clarification of language in 
regard to "withdrawal" versus "segregation" in the 
"Corrections and Revisions" section. Also, see the 
Geological Survey minerals report concerning 
locatables. It Is understood that Judge Brimmer's 
decision of October 10, 1980, related to development 
of existing leases. Since there are no existing 
leases in the proposed Scab Creek Wilderness Area, 
the provisions related to the decision are not ap
plicable.

Comment 3. With reference to mineral leasing, 
there appear to be Inconsistencies in fact and re
asoning. Although the management summary (Appen
dix 1) states that "There are no oil and gas leases 
within the wilderness boundary," the mineral report 
In the oil and gas discussion states "Most federal 
land in the study area...is under lease."

The rationale for restriction of mineral leasing 
based on the fact that the area is small and that 
there are no adjacent fields or discoveries —  
notwithstanding the flurry of activity in the 
Pinedale area —  coupled with the possibility of 
natural gas in the minerals report hardly substan
tiates a decision to not allow geophysical opera
tions and withhold oil and gas leases.

Response. See "Commenter 33, comment 2" for re
sponse to mineral leasing comment and "Commenter 35, 
comment 2" for response to rationale, as well as the 
facts that interest in leasing is negligible and the 
GS report indicated that there is low, if any, poten
tial for oil and gas in the Scab Creek area.

Comment 4. The first three Assumptions on page 
70 of the Draft EIS seem to be more in the nature of 
wild guesses. Regarding Assumption 2 on oil and gas, 
not very many years ago there was little hope for oil 
and gas finds in the Overthrust Belt of Southwestern 
Wyoming. A wilderness designation would preclude the 
exploration necessary to find out the truth about the 
Scab Creek area. Assumption 3 presupposes that cur
rent logging practices will be followed for all fu-
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Lure time as well as "no future demand for product 
sales." We grant that certain assumptions are neces
sary, but we also feel they should be realistic. If 
in fact the area is not feasible for development, 
either now or in the future, why is it necessary to 
designate it as wilderness? Multiple use management 
compatible with the resources of the area should suf
fice.

Response. Assumption 1: The Bureau conducted a 
detailed visitor use inventory of the subject area 
during the summer and fall of 1978 (URA-3). The Uni
versity of Wyoming also conducted a visitor use study 
of the Rock Springs District, including the Scab 
Creek area. Projections were made on the basis of 
these studies (URA-4). Assumption 2: Oil and gas 
exploration is allowed outside the area. URA-4 
specifically notes that all tracts in the subject 
area (9,400 acres) west of the fault zone (sections 
24 and 25, T. 33 N., R. 107 W.) should remain avail
able for exploration purposes; nevertheless, the GS 
minerals report indicates low probability of oil and 
gas based on numerous factors (page 44 of Volume 1). 
In regard to the Overthrust, those oil and gas re
serves have been known and well—documented for years 
(Kemmerer Oil and Gas Leasing Environmental Assess
ment Record, BLM 1979); only the technology for 
extraction was lacking. Assumption 3: In this inst
ance, it is reasonable to make this assumption on the 
basis of industry trends, recommendations, etc. The 
commenter is referred to page 67 of Volume 1, "Forest 
Resources", and URA-4, "Forest Products". The Bureau 
agrees with the commenter that assumptions should be 
realistic, but disagrees that the aforementioned 
assumptions are "wild guesses". The area is suitable 
for wilderness management; hence the proposed de
signation. "Multiple use management compatible with 
the resources of the area" is applicable to de
scription of wilderness management.

Comment 5. Water Resources, page 70 of the 
Draft EIS and elsewhere, refers only to water qual
ity. The water quantity aspects of the area streams 
are ignored. Is this because there might be some 
potential development of these water resources? 
Storage, for example, could provide late-season flows 
while delivering water for downstream economically 
beneficial uses.

Response. The commenter is referred to page 58 
of Volume 1 and 40 CFR 1502.2 and 1502. 15. The 
Bureau is required to address only the affected en
vironment (and then succinctly) and the environmental 
consequences in proportion to their significance to 
that environment. No impact is anticipated on water 
quantity as a result of these alternatives. No water

development projects have been identified by the 
Bureau, the Water Power and Resources Service, or the 
State of Wyoming Water Development Commission.

Comment 6. Recreation Resources, page 71 of the 
Draft EIS and elsewhere contains the statement: The 
action of designating Scab Creek would have no signi
ficant impact on the quality or opportunity for re
creation resources that now exist. National recogni
tion of the Scab Creek area as wilderness would not 
create any significant change in visitor use to the 
area." It seems there *is nothing to be gained from 
wilderness designation of the area, but much could be 
lost through precluding the exercise of future op
tions. If the 0RV use is such a problem, it can be 
eliminated now by a management decision.

Response. Wilderness designation would provide 
for legislative recognition and protection of wilder
ness values in accordance with the Wilderness Act of 
1964 and Federal Land Policy and Management Act 
(FLPMA) of 1976. 0RV use can and would be eliminated 
by management decision regardless of whether the area 
is designated wilderness or not. The elimination of 
ORV use is, however, a viable part of the proposed 
action of this EIS and was included to identify the 
possible impacts, if any, of that action.

Comment 7. On pages 75-76 of the Draft EIS, I 
find it interesting that, of the "agencies, interest 
groups, and persons" from whom comments on the Draft 
EIS were requested, only the Wyoming Agriculture De
partment and the Wyoming Game and Fish Department are 
listed for State of Wyoming agencies. These are com
mendable agencies, but it seems that comments should 
have been solicited from a broader base of State 
agencies. This leaves the feeling that the BLM is 
trying to slip something by us, and that there may be 
some viable opportunities for water development in 
the area.

Response. Copies of the draft report and EIS 
were provided to the State Planning Office, which 
serves as State of Wyoming Clearinghouse for dis
tribution of such documents to various State 
agencies, at the beginning of the comment period to 
facilitate the official State review. This reference 
was inadvertently omitted from the list in Chapter 4 
of Volume 1. The correct distribution of the draft 
EIS is listed in the "Review of the Draft EIS" sec
tion of this volume. The Wyoming Agriculture De
partment and the Wyoming Game and Fish Department 
were sent individual copies as they had on a previous 
occasion indicated that they desired individual 
copies. See response to comment 5 above in reference 
to water development opportunities.
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Uniied States Department oi the Interior
NATIONAL l'AKK 8KRVICK KOTKV MOUNTAIN RWilONAI. OKKII K

1.7619 (RMR)PC DEC 1 : wo

Advisory 
Council On 
Historic 
Preservation

2

Waihinglon DC 2000S « Ualon BoulevardLakewood CO M228

Tol Tea* Lender, Rock Springs District Office, Burenu of Land Management,
Rock Springs, Uyoalng

Proa: Associate Regional Director, Planning and Resource Preservation,
Rocky Mountain Region

Subject: Review of Draft Scab Creek Wilderness Suitability Report and
Environmental Impact Statement

We wish to compliment the Bureau of Land Management on a document that la 
easily understood and visually appealing.
No units of the National Park System appear to be affected by thio proposed 
designation of the Scab Creek Area as the Scab Creek Wilderness Area. Thus

Mr. Maxwell T. Llourancc

environmental statement and wilderness suitability report for Scab Creek, 
Wyoming. Pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 and the Council's regulations, "Protection of Historic and Cultural 
Properties" (36 CPR Part 800), we have determined that your draft environmental

Should you have any questions, please call Marjorie Ingle at (303) 234-4946.
Sincerely,

Chief, Western Division 
of Project Review

K E M M E R E R . W Y O M IN G

CUALDOUtM

PAUL KULINSKY MARTA oum» 
RICHARD TAGNAKT

ENVIR COORD 220-15 - Draft Environmental Impact o*<# December 31, 1980 
Statements

Scab Creek EIS Team Leader 
Bureau of Land Management 
P.0. Box 1869
Rock Springs, Wyoming 82901

Rock Springs, Wyoming 82901

..re supposed lo be for Ihe people of the United States and reserving 
(or just a few backpackers from California who have plenty of time to

Very truly youra, 

Cerald P. Olsén

We have reviewed the draft Scab Creek Environmental Impact Statement 
and offer only the following comnents:

1. Soils were classified at the family level but a soil map could 
not be located In the publication. Were Interpretations made 
from a geology or landform map?

2. Appendix 3, we reconroend that capability units be removed from 
t it le  since capability units are not listed In the table.

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on this proposed

'/< ■ *  'S* ^
Frank S. Dickson 
State Conservationist

cc: Norm Berg. Chief, Soil Conservation Service, USOA, Washington. O.C. 20013
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r̂ ŝ +X ‘N Ĵ, J[H
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JAN 2 7 1981

Scab Creek EIS Team Leader

P.O. Box 1869 ana9OTen 
Rock Springs, Wyoming 82901

The Region VIII office of the Environmental Protection Agency has 
completed Its review of the Scab Creek Draft EIS and offers the following 
comments for your consideration.

The Information 1n the draft EIS 1s extremely well oresentpri. The 
document Is short and to the point and gST O g ffi'Kedl T̂he use of quality 
photographic and graphic reproductions helps aid the reader 1n getting a sen

draft EIS w ill I

the draft EIS adequately descri 
If you ha\
327-4831.

> draft EIS's, the Scab Crt

: any questions, please (

Rod S fxd f* , UMfoaiaf 

Sabytd: Scab C***h P* 
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vantage of the total c
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4 748 S. Washington 2 8  
Englewood, CO 80110

28

Bureau of Land Management

Scab Creek EXS Team Leader 
February 2, 1981

Bock Springs, Wyoming 82901 In short, there are many good rea. 
and no good reason not to  do so. 
be enhanced by the c lassification

sons to designate the Scab Creek area as wilderness 
Although its  wilderness attributes and use would 
as wilderness of the adjoining national forest

lhank you for the opportunity to canrent on the BLM Scab Creek Wilderness Proposal. 
Please include these remarks in the hearing record on th is subject.

T strongly support tlx? ELM proposal to designate the 6,680 acre Scab Creek Primitive

roadless area, the proposed Scab Creek Wilderness is of sufficient size and nature, 
with its  rugged topography, to  be designated and managed far wilderness purposes 
by its e lf . There fere, X urge that the BLM recemrend to  the President and the 
Congress the establishment of the 7,636 acre Scab Creek Wilderness, regardless of 
whether the adjacent national forest roadless lands receive a wilderness class if  ication.

1 have visited tie  proposed Wilderness, as -well as the adjoining national forest 
roadless area and Brldger Wilderness, on several occasions, and I am familiar 
with tlx* natural resources of the «urea urrier consideration.

I t  sixxiId be realized that tin? proposed Wilderness and adjoining roadless area have 
been used for many years by the people as true wilderness. The Scab Creek area's

Sincerely, V.

oitstandlng wilderness qualities were o fficia lly  recognized as early as 1970, and 
a major part of t!>e area was administratively c lassified as a Primitive Area in

1 eagle and golden eagle.
I important habitat

, Flah and Wildlife Service 1

In addition, the proposed Wilderness provides irreplaceable, undisturbed habitat 
h r  ell:, noose, mile deer, mountain lion and cutthroat trcwt. Same 300 liead of

iii.crl by tie  doer far fawning. During calving ard fawning periods, these species 
require essentially an undisturbed wilderness envlrarent. Moreover, the elk, ntxse, 
iiuntain lion and cutthroat trout are known as wilderness-dependent species. A 
wll/1ernc-as rlelsgnation would no doubt prarrote the conservâtia i of these species.
Iwo other wilderness-associated species possibly exist in the Scab Creek area, 
the wolverine and the Canadian lynx. They are considered to bo rare In the lo e r  
4d sta tes, and, if  present, would also benefit from wilderness protection.

Five prehistoric arri two h istoric s ites  are found in the area. Wilderness status

Out i.tarrllng recreational values of the Scab Creek area include wilderness hiking, 
huntliq, horseback riding, fishing, canping, sightseeirg, photograpliy ard rock

Hie frequent rock outcroppings and rugged topography, together with the limited 
.id'*«- of timber, nuke logging uneconomical in the area. The U.S. Geological 
Survey lias found no operable min/erals or geothemal resources in the unit. As 
provided In tie  1964 Wilder™ ss Act, present livestock grazirg within the proposed 
Wilderness will continue.

‘-und one, end r-long v»ith th e  Fort- 
A ddition"  to  tl.e  D rid fe r  rfildernei 

ir ic u l d iv e r s i ty  fo r  th e  .find R iver

e r v ic e 'a  p roposed "S: 
w il l  h e lp  provide  thi

te stim o n y , in  o rd e r  to  
th a t  acceso  be lim ite d  

k C apground, nnd tlin t ' 
* r  Creek o r th rough  i

nroponal i s  e good oi

proposed

p ro p er ly  tonnage th ' 
to  the  c u rre n t acc 

:no • dù : t io n a l
ad Je, to  Mr. Vet

1. I find it very strange that if this area does in fact have sufficient 
value as wilderness that such value stops at the ownership line.
2. The management alternatives presented are really not very different 
from one another in results. Suggest some thought be given to real 
alternatives, such as multiple use development.
.V Economic impacts analysis is totally missing. Since when is the 
value of a resource believed to hold static relative to the general 
economic climate, eg: timber and minerals? 1 would like to see -.ome
discussion of lands considered uneconomical for mineral production, oil 
and gas development and timber production that have cerne on line in the 
past 25 years. Perhaps same idea should be addressed such as the economical 
impact to the area and the people of the United States of development of

What about some cost benefit analysis? What about the greatest good for the greatest nunber?
4. The threated and endangered section eludes to; habitat existing, may 
occur; and such catch phrases. Perhaps you should go back to the drawing 
board and get some facts.
5. The report in several places makes reference to heavy tuber but timber 
is dismissed. Is timber of no value today or ten years down the road.
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Ç b e fia \tn ie n t  o f  U n v i io n m e n ta l  Q u a l i ty

°)Ÿai«\ Q u a lity  *3)¿v ision

TO: Robert E. Sundin. Director, DEQ ^<y

FROM: Michael A. Carnevale, Planning Supervisor, WQO ^

DATE: January 19. 1981

SUBJECT: Scab Creek - Wilderness Suitability

The preferred alternative w ill probably have l i t t le .  If any 
impact on water quality either In the immediate location or down
stream from the proposed wilderness area.

The report adequately addresses water quality concerns and 
mitigation of potential human impact.

MC/mlb

o f  0 h d / / c  ÇBandh a n t /  ffla w n  ÇEotinà
242« PIONEER AVENUE CHEYENNE. WYOMING 82002

4 0

Scab Creek ElS Team Loader

P. 0. box 186?
Rock Springs, WT 82901

Dear Stri

u-mination of what the total need la within Wyoming and because 
additional classifica tion will compound the resource protection

W am e a n d  /Fibh ÇLefiaï I m e n i

1 tru st that the Wyoming Timber Industry Association, P. 0 . Box li56, 
Casper, WT 82601 had the opportunity to review the draft EIS.

Sincerely.

W. DONALD DETTES
ASSISTANT DIRBCTOR, OPERATIONS
WYOMINC CAME AND P .'SH DEPARTMENT

f
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WYOMING RECREATION COMMISSION

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
REVIEW ANO COMPLIANCE 

Interdisciplinary Stall Comments

Archeology • History • Historical Architecture • Recreation Planning 

Murk Jung«.

Gury Thorson, Recreation Plannor
l-'obruary 11. 1981
Scab Creek Wilderness Area— E1S

aspects and highly recommend this project f tho recreational benefits.
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WYOMING RECREATION COMMISSION

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
REVIEW AND COMPLIANCE 

Interdisciplinary Stall Comments

Archeology • History • Historical Architecture • Recreation Planning 

Mark Junge. Chief
llichard Bryant. Archeological Compliance Officer» ̂
January 30. 1981
Scab Creek Wilderness Aroa— E1S

I have reviewed tho Draft EIS and tho 
concerning archeological resources and 
archeological clearance for the project.
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WYOMING RECREATION COMMISSION

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
REVIEW AND COMPLIANCE

Interdisciplinary Stull Comments

Archeology • History - Historical Architecture • Recreation Planning

February 11, 1981

BLH, Rock Springs District, Scab Creek Milderm ŝ  Area EIS, Sublette County

47

historical clearance.
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