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SUmmary 

The following Land Protection Plan discusses the current land ownernhlp a1 Lake Mead National 
Recreation Area (Nevada/Arizona) and makes recommendations on how to protect lands which are not in 
federal ownership, or which are outside National Pari< Service jutisCUdiOO but within Recreation Area 
boUndaries, A statistical summary fOllOWS: 

l.Current OWnership 

Federal (NPS jurisdiction) 

Federal (Bureau Reclama1lon jurisdiction) 

State and county 

Private 


Number of tracts remaining 10 be protected 

State and County (5 Az, 1 Nv, lCtali< ctyl) 

Private 

In less1han fee ownership (mineral rights) 

Methods of protection proposed 

AcqulSlllon in fee (pIiOIlly 1) 
AcquiSition in fee (pIiortty 2) 
AcquiSition In tee (Plioilly 3) 
AcqUiSition in fee (priority 4) 
Deletion from NRA by bound"'Y revision 
Resolve validity of minerai righlS 
Continue Bureau of Rectamatioo jutisdiction 

Statutoly Acreage Celiog 

Funding status 

Authorzed acquisition ooiUng: 
AppropIiated to date 
Obilgated to date 
UnObligated balance 

Top priorities 

Acquire lands in the Greggs B~sin area, 

acres 

1,485,511.37 
4,_.47 
2,411.08 
8805.47 

7 
156 

33 

acres 

3,965.97 
300.00 

1,105.00" 
157.53 

5,568.72 
53,585.58 

4.488.47 

I,BI3,354.87 

$7,100,000 
6,050,000 
5,927,760 

122,220" 

Acquire lands on the Virgin and Muddy rivets near Overton 

Acquire mineral interests owned by the railroad on the Shlvwits Plateau. 

Acquire lands in section 7 area of meadView. 

Acquire all Anzooa State Land. through exchange 


+-funds listed under unobligated bahance are no longer ava~able, 





SUMMARY 

The forlowing Land Protection Plan discusses the current landownership at 
Lake Mead National Recreation Area (l\Ievada/ArLzona) .and makes 
recommendations on how to protect !ands which are not in federal 
owne;-ship, or which are outside National Park Servjce jurisdiction 	but 
within Recreation Area boundaries" A statistical summary fOIJows: 

1. Current Ownership 	 Acres 

Federal (NPS jurisdiction) 1 ,484;~37.34 -r J..1-. v} 

FederCl! (Bureau Reclamation jl...'f"isdiction) 4,488.47 

State and county 1 <11 2,411.08 03·S 

Private Iv) Ie ' 10,179.50 - ""1"010 " 


"4 \ ' 
2. 	 Number of tracts remaining to be protected '~()I?·tI!tJ 

""/~7,h 
( '" 	 " ~, !.i 10- 1State and County :> Az, 1 NV, 1 Clark Cty) ~ ...,fl"n ~ 


Private .- B~"( ~ Ii, \ 

lr. less-than-fee ownership (mineral rights) 33 


3. Methods of protection proposed 	 Acres 

Acquisition in fee (priority 1) ~el1r 2,~23.23 


Acquisition in fee (priority 2) 240.00 

Acquisitjon In fee (priority 3 - lOWEst) 2,112,48 

Deletion from NRA by boundary r-evision 1,225.35 

Potential deletion pending problem solutions 6,263.32 

Resolve validity of mine raJ rights 59 1 460.13 

Continue Bureau of Reclamation jurisdiction 4,488.4; 


Statutory Acreage ceWng 1,813,354.87 

! 


5. Funding status 

Authorized acquisition ceiling s 7,100,000 

Appropriated to date 6 , 050,000 

Obligated to date 5,927,780 

Unobligated balance 122,220 


6. Top priorities 

Acquire Arizona state lands near Katherine 

Acquire critical parcels at Meadview 

Resolve other issues with Arizona 


v 
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I. IN7ROOUC TlON 
A. Departmental and NPS Po!:cles on Land Protec.tion 

In April 1982 the Department of the InterYO;::-;ssued a policy 
statement for use of ttle federal p:Jrtion of the Land and Water 
Conservation ;':und, which requires that, in carrying out its responslbillty 
for land protection in federally administered areas, eac!> agency using the 
fund will: 

Identify what land Or interests in land need to be in federal 
owrltiwshifj to it(J"!itv\i:: manago1:iment unit purposes consistent with 
public objectives in the unct; 

Use to the maximum extent practical cost·effective atternatives to 
direct federal purc.hase of private lands and! when acquisition is 
necessary J acquire or retain only the minimum interests necessary to 
meet management objectives; 

- Cooperate with landowners, other federal agencies, state and local 
governments, and the private sector to manage land for public use 
Or protect it fo,. resource conservation; 

Formulate, or revise as necessary I plans for land acquisition and 
resource use ot" protection to assure that sociocultural impacts ate 
considered and that the most outstanding areas are adequatejy 
managed. 

In respol"lse to this general policy, the National Park Se ...·vice 
has formulated specific instructions (Federal Register Vol. 48 No, 31 
February 14, 1983) which commit the Service to prepare a Land Protection 
Plan ({.PP) for each unit of the National Park System which contains 
n00-federaJ land, and which has an active pf"ogram for Drotectirg :ha~ 
unit1s resources. 

8. Need for Land Protection Plan a: Lake Mead NRA 
Lake Mead NRA does contain non-federal lands, as well tiS 

certain federal lands not fully under NPS administration, and has a 
continuing program for protecting at! natura! and cultural reso~rces 
within the NRA. Lake Mead has also recently completed its General 
Management Plan (GMP), a Jong~range polley and proposal documen:: which 
sets out major objectives and strategies, including those dealing with 
acquisition or other forms of protection for lands not yet acquired. The 
Land Protection Plan, taking guidance from the GMP, sets out specific 
methods of protection, identifies priorities, summarizes current land 
ownership and analyzes the -cost effectiveness of proposed methods as weil 
as impacts on the social, cultural and natural environment. it afso serves 
as if comprehensive statement to lal"1downers so that each landowner will 
know the intentlons of the NPS regarding his fands, and the various 
alternatives which have been considered in arriving at current policy. 

Finally, the approved LPP will serve as a required prerequisite 
for any of the park's requests fer or expenditures of land acquisitior. 
funds. 



Specific issues to be addressed in the lPP include how to best 
protect remaining state and privately-owned land within the boundaries 
and an analysis of previousty proposed yet still unresolved small 
boundary revISIons. Also included are discussions of outstanding mineral 
rights in third party ownerShips, including mineral interests owr:ed by 
the Santa Fe PacIfic Raitroad,. and clarification of the ultimate need of the 
Bureau of Rec;amation for large areas of land within the NRA s.till 
technically under Bureau withdrawal. 

It should be noted that this Plan is intended to provlae general 
guidance for a land protection prograM subject to the avallability of funds 
and other implementation constraints. It is not intended in any way to 
diminish the rights of non-federal landowners nor does the Plan constitute 
an offer to purChase rand or interests in land. 

The Lake Mead Land Management Program is extremely 
diversified. For example;; an out·of-court settlement of a patented mining 
claim allowed a resort/gambHng complex to be constructed on the 
inholding; a boundary change proposal which would exclude noncritical 
inholdings along the boundary (submitted in the mid 1S705); patented and 
unpatented mining claims; a minerals leasing programj major electrical and 
waterline utility corridors; two fiSh hatcheries and a large water works 
inholding that supplies Las Vegas, Henderson, and Boulder City wIth 
water from Lake Mead. The 'and acquisition program completed in the 
early igeOs was d major step in effectively managing the land resources. 
Additionai steps that need to be taken are Implementation of the boundary 
revision program, acquisition of the sub~surface mineral rights on 
thousands of acres, ana completion of the Minera! Management Plan (in 
progress). 
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II. 	 PURPOSE OF THE PARK/RESOURCES TO BE PROTECTED 
A. 	 Purpose 

As stated in the Congressional Act of October S I 1964 creating 
the NRA (78 Stat, 1039 section 4), lake Mead National Recreation Area 
was estaDlished for: 

11 ••• the genera! purpose of public recreation, benefit, and use, 
and in a manner that will preserve; develop, and enhance ... the 
recreation potential and in a manner that will preserve the scenic, 
historic, scientific, and othet' important features of the area." 

General recreation use such as boating j swimming, camping, 
picnicking, and other related activities may be permitted to :such extent 
as will be consistent with reclamation purposes. GraZing, mineral leasing, 
C)nd vacation cabin sites are specific land uses which may be permitted f 
subject to Secretarial regulation, if such use is not inconsistent with 
recreational use or reclamation purposes. Hunting 1 fishing, and trapping 
shalf be permitted in accordance with appllcabJe State and Federal iaws 
and t"egulatlons, . 

B. 	 lake Mead 1s Resources and Their Significance 
Recreational Resources 
Lake Mead Nationa: Recreation Area (see REGION map), located 

within a dayls travel of highly urbanized southern California, offers a 
wide range of ]arld and water recreational opportunities on th'O Jarge 
freshwater reservoirs surrounded by landscape of highland plateaus, deep 
canyons, and lowland desert. There are a wide variety af ecosystems, 
significant archeological and historical resources, and a civersity of 

'---	 plants and animals In the recreation area _ This complex of resources 
combines to provide a background for' recreatIonal enjoyment in an 
atmosphere of open space, solitude, fresh air, clean water, and a 
year~round moderate climate. 

Lake Mead NRA is centered on two artificial lakes on the 
Colorado Rivet". Lake Mead -- cre.sted by Hoover Oam -~ is 115 mfjes 
long, has 157,900 acres of water surface (247 square miles), and over 550 
miles of shoreline. Lake Mohave, which is 67 miles long, lies behind 
Davis Dam and has 28,800 acres of water surface (45 square miles) and 
over 150 mHes of shoreline. 

Except for extremely cold water in the upper section of lake 
Mohave/ the lakes are idea! for swimmIng during the summer and fal! 
months. Fishing, primarily for Lake Mohave's trout and large~mouth bass 
and for striped and large mouth bass in Lake Mead, is av-ailable 
throughout the year. Scuba diving is becoming increasingly popular [ as 
is recreational boating and the rental of houseboats for leisurely 
exploration of the lakeshore. Several developed areas wIth marinas and 
other services already exist and are extensively used. 

Among the predominant land·based activities is camping in 
developed campgrounds and in backcountry areas accessible by approved 
roads or by water, Other popular land-based activities include 
photography and sightseeing. 
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Natural Resources 
Geologically I the NRA consists of t\\'O provinces, The area most 

utIHzed by visitors lies west of the Grand Wash CHffs within the Basin 
and Range Province" It is a north-south trending series of mountain 
ranges and basins featuring alluvial fans, wide baj5das , and playa 
deposits of silts, clays, and weakly-cemented gravels. Extensive igneous 
intrUSions with interspersed granitic or volcanic-capped mountain blocks 
are: another feature of this area. Elevations vary from 517 feet to 5 1 400 
feet above: se:a level. 

The other provif"lce of the Recreation Area consists of a portion 
of the Shlvwits Plateau locate4'j east of the Grand Wash Cliffs and i10rth of 
the Sanup Plateau. The Shivwits, at an average of 6,400 feet in 
elevation about 1,000 _lower than the Kaibab Plateau to the east. 
Collectively' the two Plateaus form the nothern border of the Grand 
Canyon. Small, widely scattered and heavily eroded formations rise above 
the Shivwits Plateau, culminating at Mount Dellenbaugh, the NRA's 
highest point at 7,072 feeL 

Biologically, the area is within the northeast portion of the 
Mojave Desert and on the- southern edge of the Great Basin Desert. This 
position of overlap results in a variety of plant and animal species that 
may' be diviaed Into four major biotic communities; 

The Desert Sh"'ub Complex is the most widespread biological 
community, occupying all valley floors, alluvia! fans, and slopes up 
to 4,000 feet in elevation. 

The Woodland Vegetation Complex, generafty above 6/000 feet, is 
restricted in the NRA area to the Shlvwlts Plateau but to a limited 
degree is found in the western segment 1n the Newberry Mountains 
where the community may occur above 4,000 feet in elevation. 

The Transzonal Community is a shrubby biotic cssembl.:'Jge a;.ong 
drainages, canyons, and on steep cliffs 1 and thus occurs as mosaics 
within and between the other communities. 

The Shoreline and Aquatic Complexes includes those biotiC 
commUnities in and associated with permanent springs, streams, and 
open waters of the two lakes, 

The bonytail chub, bald eagle, and peregrine falcon are 
offid,;-Uy listed as endangered Or threatened species within the NRA. 
Some 11 other animals and 6 plant species are being considered. 

Cultural Resources 
Archeology 
The area1s human-related history extends back to perIods of 

occupancy in the Southwestern-Great Basin regions over- 10 I 000 years 
ago, Known sites contain artifacts datable to immediately prior to the 
Christian Era. These may be representatives of an uArchaic Desert 
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Culture, II a group demonstrating successful aC'aptaticn to the desert 
environment that lasted until histor'ic time in the catterns of Paiute Indian 
groups. Trading and agricultural societies also developed along rivers 
and streams of the region, lasting from A.D. SOO~500 to about A.D. 1200. 
These groups represented the westernmost extension of the Anas3zi 
village farmers of the Four Corners region. Irr:;:::ortant village sites of 
this culture were inundated by creation of the two lakes. 

Over 100 archeological sHes have been located within the area. 
A comprehensive inventory has no! been made but an archeological 
overview summarizing past work and proposed r'.Jture actions has been 
prepared, AlsO there are a number of more recent historic sites that 
require systematic inventory and investigation. Thus, the area IS rich In 
archeological resources as weI! as historic materials and it IS likely that 
future examinations will identify additional sites. 

Historic Resources 
A"rthough Spanish explorers may have visited the area eartier, 

the first documented visit by a European to this section of the Colorado 
River was by Jedediah Smith in 1825 ","hire looking for a southern route to 
California. Foliowing this, settlement along the river began. During the 
1850's l U.S. Army exploring and mapping expeditions touched the area, 
arld later steam navigation on the river developeC despite obstacles such 
as the tidal bore at the mouth , sandbars; and substantial rapids, 

Many historic sites are now submerged under lake waters, 
notably Fort Callville and the towns of RioviHe ane St. Thomas as well as 
ferry sites such as Bonelli's and Pearce's. These towns and ferries, and 
several historic ore...crushing mill sites, were served by varIOus roads and 
railroads which in themselv1?s may merit nomination to the National 
Regis.ter of Historic Places. 

Although mlnll"'!g in the general area has occurred since the 
185015 , no major prOducers were .actually located within the NRA. Some 
historic structures relating to cattle ranching are still standing 
on the Shivwits Pfateau. Various riverffow measuring or dam 
construction-related structures have been identified, ar"jd of course an 
event of major regional significance was the completion of Hoover Dam 
itself in 1935. 

C. Legislative Authorities and History of Accuisitlon Ceiling 
The history of Lakes Mead and Mohave :s basicaJly a story of 

survey, measurement and construction by the Bureau of Reclamation from 
the early 1900's through 1935, It was not until 1936 that the National 
Park Service began operations at Lake Mead. From 1936 until 1964 the 
Service administered the recreation and natural resources of the area 
under an agreement with the Bureau of Reclamation without benefit of a 
separate legislative mandate. On October 8, 1964, Public Law 88~639 (78 
Stat 1039·"see Appendix D) authorized the establlshment of Lake Mead 
National Recreation Area. This act incorporated 1 f 936,978 acres of 
Arizona and Nevada land within the authorized boundaries of the 
Recreation Areal and authorized a ceiiing of $1,200,000 for the acquisition 
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of lana, This authorized ceHing was subsequently increased to S7,100 t OOO 
by Public Law 93~477 (88 Stat 1445) on October 26, 1974. The ac"eage 
was administratively corrected by WASO on June 13, 1974 to 1,813,354.87. 
On January 3, 1975, Public Law 93-620 (88 Stat 2089) enlarged Grand 
Canyon National Park by transferring 327,215 ac:-es from Lake Mead NRA. 
The resultant Lake Mead boundary change ('educed the size of Lake Mead 
NRA to 1,486,139.87 acres. 

The original $1,200,000 authorized fo,. acquisition under Public 
Law 88-639 ·.vas appropriated and expended by 1968. With additional 
$5,900,000 authorized by Congress in 1974, an active program of land 
acquisition recommenced In 1975. Approximately $5,928,000 has been 
spent on land acquisition with an additional $1,172,000 authorized. 

D. fonstraints on AcguisItion, Boundary Revision and Jurisdiction 
The inltial legislation creating Lake Me.ad does authorize the 

Secretary of the Interior to revise the boundaries n. . subject to the 
requirement that the total acreage of that area. as revised, shaH be no 
gredter than present acreage thereof _h Furt;'!er stipulations in the 
establishing Act ailow the Secretary to accept lands or interests in lands 
within the boundary by dondtion, or he may procure such property 
I!. • in such manner'" as he shall consider to oe in the public interest."• 

Exchanges of federal property in$ide or outside the NRA for non-federat 
lands within the boundary are also authorized so long as the properties 
are of approximately equal value, or their values are equalized by cash 
payments. 

The Act is also clear in s~ating that HAil lands in the recreation 
area which are withdrawn or acqui red . , . for reclamation purposes shall 
remain subject to the primary use thereof for reclamation and power 
purposes so long as they are withdrawn or needed for such purposes, 11 

The Act further prohibits the inclusion of any tribai or allotted lands of 
the HUdlapai tndians within the exterior boundaries of the recreation area 
(although some such lands are shown within the boundary on the initial 
legislative map) without approvaJ of the Hualapai Tribal Council. Because 
the Hualapai Tribal Council has not indicated approval the National Park 
Service has no administrative jurisdiction over these lands. 

And finally, as for most other NPS areas t the law reaffirms that 
both Arizona and Nevada and their political subdivisions retain their 
normal civil and criminal jurisdiction over private lands in the NRA. 
including taxation and (by implication) zoning rights. For federal lands 
jurisdiction at Lake Mead is iegally shared in both Nevada and Arizona 
between the states and the federal government (concurrent jurisdiction). 

There are a variety of general faderal policies and regulations 
governing land i!lcquisition by the federal government which must be 
followed at lake Mead. These include (but are not lim/ted to) proceduras 
for establishing fair- market value~ fegal options by the government if 
negotiations fail to settfe on a selling price, provisions that assist a 
previous property owner in relocation or in retaining use and occupancy 
of his former property for a period of time. Thera are also procedures 
by whlch the federal government may reimburse the states for ce:-tsln tax 
losses. 
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E. Other issues or Constraints 
Since the early 1970's., the state of Arizona has indicated 

interest in selecting certain lands within the NRA boundaries as !ndemnity 
Lieu lands. Such selections would be part of a program for the state to 
replace school section acreage previously lost through fee'eral withdrawals 
when the NRA and other federal reservations were established. 
Specifically, Arizona is requesting 13,465 acres (inc!uding fakefront) at 
Bonnelli Bay, 4,471 acres at Temple Bar and 1,390 acres at Katherine. 
Such lands would be leased or sold to private development interests for 
the creation of planned residential and recreational communities. 

However, Lake Mead NRA lands are simply not availabJe for the 
state to select (Title 43 CFR subpart 26(1), 

F. Resource Management and Visitor Use Objectives 
The primary objective of Lake Mead NRA is to provl<.le for 

public recreation and use while also maintaining the natural, cultural, 
scenic, and scientific resources of the area. In practical terms this 
means to provide/ in consultatron with local and regional planners, 
recreational facilities and opportunities to serve the public yet which wili 
not create unacceptable impacts on these natural, cultural, and scenic 
features. Therefore, in addition to providing fer recreation the NRA 
must develop programs to monitor} studYJ and protect wildlife, 
vegetation, geologic, and histeric resources. 

Specific resource .,!,snagement ~ at Lake Mead include 
improve.'lHmt cf air and water quality! perpetuation and in some cases 
restoration of natural ecosystems and natjve species, control of exotic 
species I and eiimlnation of grazing and mining in areas of sensitive 
habitat or cultural resources. A further goaJ is to understand and 
properly manage visitor activities such as off-road vehicle use and other 
backcountry actiVities which have the potentia! to create disturbance to 
the natural and culturaf resources. 

To achieve its recreation ~ visitor use objectives the NF~.A 
provides various services in developed areas such as ove:-night 
campgrounds, marinas, boat raunchlng ramps and swimming areas, and 
provides the information, planning, and supervision necessary to assure 
visitors are properly prepared for safe, enjoyable use of these 
recreational resources. Undeveloped area or baCKcountry use is available 
through a system of approved roads and camping sites, The visitor 
service effort includes a program of interpretation of the park's natural, 
cultural and recreational resources, stresslng the relationship of these 
local resources to those of the wider region. 

Other management objectives of specific relevance to land 
acquisition or protectIon inClude: 

to establish a system of land management zoning within the NRA 
which dearly identifies areas where protection of natural and 
cultural resources are of the highest priority I and othe:"' areas where 
development, intense public recreational use Of' even private land 
uses might continue; 

9 

http:provl<.le


to study and realign boundar;es (as authorized); 

to identify and elimi(ldte or otherwise controi those private inljo!dmgs 
which are in conflict wIth or adverse to PUDlic use and management 
of the NRA; 

to cooperate with state and loca! (ilLithorities and other federal 
agencies to achieve harmonious land use patterns throughout the 
NRA and on adj.acent lands. 

G _ Guidelines for Land Protection from the GMP 
The Lake MeadG-MP---seis~i)asrc-~guTdenne; for land acquisitIon 

and protection which have been followed in preparing this Land Protectfon 
Plan. In summary these guidelines are: 

that action on minor boundary revisions should continue; 

that remaining state and private lands within the boundaries be 
examined on a case"by~ca5e baSIS to determine priorities for 
acquisition or other protection methods I 

that the issue of subsurface miriera! rights stiO r"etained by the 
Santa Fe Pacific Railroad be resolved i 

- that the Wishes of the Hualapai Indian Tribe to have their lands 
excluded from the NRA be respected . 

.. 

• 

10 




III, NON-FEDERAL LANDOWNERSHIP AND USES 
A" Landownersh i:J Stat\,.; s 

The current status of landownership at Lake Mead NRA is 
shown Or) the LANDOWN£RSHJP map, 

B. Land Use and Character of Non- Federal L~nds 
1. State and County Lands (2 r 411.08 .Be.) 

Although there is some confusion over title, Nevada 
apparently owns a small parcel (Tract 05-108--4.88 ae.) north of Boulder 
Beach on which a fish hatc:-,ery IS managed by the Nevada Depa.-trnent -of 
WildHfe. The same department manages the Overton Wiidlife Management 
Area. Clark County Nevada owns 5 acres in the Virgin River arm at 
Overton, and from time to time may own other parcels due to tax 
del inquencies. 

Arizona owns 2,401.2 acres in widely scattered sections 
within the NRA boundary, all undeveloped. The two and one-eighth 
sections east of Lake Mohave are in the desert shrub community type, are 
gently rolling to moderately steep, and located within one or two miles of 
the lake shore (Pt"lotos 1 ,2,3). They have no improved access reads, 
although in some cases unimproved raads lead to or cross the properties. 
The Shlvwits Plateau secticns are remote high elevation woodland 
community habitat, again wi!hout lmproved access roads. 

2. Private Lands (10,179.5 ae.) 
The remaining private Ja."ds fal! geographically into two 

subcategories: internal parcels lying welt within the NRA; and pa,cels 
lying just along but inside the authorized boundary, 

All the inter:1al private parcels derive from patented (i.e. 
legally improved and conveyed) mining claims. They are all within the 
desert shr-ub community type, and their land use varies from long 
inactive mining (Tract 03~101--18.05 aCT southeast of Willow Beacn), and 
more recently active claIms at C.;pitol Camp (Tracts 03-102 to 111 totalling 
713.05 ac.), to a commercial motel and casino at Gold Strike (Tract 
0-4-104~-36.89 ac.). Two par-eels In the Boulder Beach area (05~106~ 
107.....64.36 ae,) are developed for water treatment facilities serving the 
Henderson Nevada area. The remaIning internal private land is a group 
of 58 small residentiai parcels totalling only 11.85 acres (Tracts 17-101 to 
158) at Katherine. About 75% of these Katherine parcels have been 
developed with structures. 

The private lands lying inside but immediately along !b! 
authorized boundarl:: form an arbitrary grouping since (with one 
exception) they have pteviously been collectively considered for deletion 
by boundary revision. They are generally described below. 

Overton Area (NV) 

Some 20.0 acres of private tand (5 actes of which is owned by 


CLark County NV) lies at the base of Mormon Mesa near the lake shore on 
.the Virgin Rivet" arm. Three tracts of 40 acres each are individually 
owned and completely undeveloped with access only by 4-wheel drive from 
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the south t the r-emaining two parceis have been divided Into 1 to 5 acre 
tracts and are in multiple ownership :n a subdivision known as the Raven;; 
fishing Club. No significant physical developments have occurred there I 
but access is routinely possible via a .county maintained road from 
Overton over Mormon Mesa. 

Some 135 aCres of private land is located on either side of the 
Muddy River arm. The 100 acres (Tracts 08-107 & 114) on the east side 
are undeveloped although served by a poor dirt road; the remaining 35 
acres on the west are essentiaJiy adjacent to and accessible from the 
paved highway linking Overton with Overton Beach. Tract 08-108 (20 
acres) was previously used as agricultural land and the remaining tracts 
are undeveloped. 

Cottonwood Cove Area (NV) 
The Rockefeller patented claim (Ttacts 02~114 & 115-110 acres) 

is on the boundary north of Cottonwood Cove access. The desert shrub 
community on this land has been disturbed by mining activities as 
recently 
have not 

as 1982. No permanent occupancy is reported. 
previcusly been proposed for deletion.) 

(These parcels 

miles of 

Hualapai Wash Area {AZ) 
Some 3,996.00 acres of private land lie 
the NRA boundary in Hualapai Wash. 

adjacent 
This is 

to or within 3 
flat to gently 

sloping shrub-covered land subject (depending on specific location) to 
flooding down the wash. No major developments have taken place on the 
land I most of which is in parcels of nearly a section (640 acres) with 
single ownerships. However, access is easiy obtained via paved road 
from Kingman I AZ I and several dirt roads reach indiVidual tracts. No 
action should be taken to delete federal lands in the Hualapai Wash area 
until a determination is made if the Spring Canyon pump-back storage 
project will be constructed. 

Meadview/Lake Mead City Area (AZ) 
Approximately 2,531.25 acres of private land remain within the 

boundary on fiat shrub"'covered lands of the Grapevine Mesa along the 
Pierce Ferry Road. Th~ bul k of these tracts are on the mesa itself i a 
previous land acquisition effort in the early 1970's acquired many of those 
parcels on the western edge of the mesa on the bluffs which ovetlook 
Lake Mead itself, Land use in this area consists of the unincorporated 
residential subdivisions named Meadview and Lake Mead City f with 
multiple ownership in parcels varying from city lot size to 5 acres or 
more. In Meadview many paved streets and utilities are already in l and 
approximately 50 residential structures (mostfy trailers) have been 
constructed, with a substantial year round resident population. 

Shivwits Plateau Area (AZ) 
Some 1 1 853 acres of rugged woodlands in 5 tracts on the 

Shivwits Plateau are in private ownership and used in cattle grazing 
operations by the owner I a rancher who formerly had much larger 
holdings. Access is very limited; public use in this area is minimal due 
to extremely long rough road access (4Q mi) from the nearest paved roads 
to the north. 
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3. Retained Subsurface Mineral Rights Lands 
The Santa Fe Pacific Railroad previously owned large 

acreages now within the NRA I in the typical checkerboard pattern of 
alternate sections granted to encourage early rall construction. When 
such lands were sold back to the federal government prior to creation of 
the NRA r Santa Fe Pacific retained certain subsurface mineral rights. 
These rights are considered as a part at the bundle of rights which mal\.e 
up fee simple ownership; the NRA 1s not considered the fee owner of 
these lands. 

Specifically I Santa Fe Pacific: holds subsurfaCe oil! Qas. 
coal and other mineral rights (inCluding the right to certain necessary 
surface facility construction) on approximately 55,000 acres. They also 
retain rights to construct railroad tracks and associated structures on or 
across some 3/ 000 a:c of those same lands, and to repurchase rights of 
way for such facilities at a per acre price ba:>ed on the original sales 
price. No exercise of the VE.r::'oUs rights has ever taken place on NRA 
lands. There is at present no indlcatlon that commercially viable amounts 
of any 011, gas or other minerals do indeed exist on these lands. 

The lands on which these rights exist are widely scattered 
and their physical character is difficult to generalize. Those sections 
east of Lake Mohave are gently rolling undeveloped lands in des.ert shrub 
habitat type located from lake shore to the area boundary I are easlly 
visIble from the lake, and are crossed by various approved bL.:t 
unmaintained access roads used by park visitors. Additiona! Santa Fe 
rights are claimed at Hualapai wash and Meadview (described abOVe) 
where in some cases the surface lands are privately owned by different 
parties or are in federal ownership. The third major area is the Isolated 
high efevation undeveloped wooded Shivwits Plateau, overlooking the 
Grand Canyon, which tn genera! is not accessibre by road. 

4. Hualapai indian Reservation Lands 
The Reservation lands technically have never bee:'! 

incorporated into the NRAI because the HuaJapai Tribe has never 
approved of such incorporation. On the t"'opt:r.ar-J/, on sevetal occasions 
the Hualapai TribaJ Council has -tn-dicar-e~d that-they did not wish any 
tribal lands incorporated. Although the NRA will respect this request. a 
dIscussion of the issue is included within the scope of the Land Protection 
PI.;,o because of a continuing concern over adequate protection of lands 
immediately bordering the Colorado River upriver from the NRA {see later 
sections). 

These Jands include the wooded high plateau! intermedi<lte 
terraces and inner canyon waifs of the south shore of the Colorado River_ 
They are presently undeveloped and generally not accessible by road, 
Public use of these lands is regulated by the Huatapai Tribe, who charge 
entry fees for hunters and for parties exiting from river trips. Concern 
has been expressed by the Indians over unauthorized public use by 
private and guided river floating parties (originating upstream in Grand 
Canyon National Park) who may be causing disturbance to sites of special 
cultural significance to the tribe, 
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5. Bureau of Reclamation Withdrawals 
The Bureau of Reclamation,. which constructed ana 

continues to operate Hoover and Davis Dams has hEld certain rights and 
management authority over Lake Mead NRA lands for power generation 
purposes since the establishment of the NRA, These are in the form of 
withdrawals from public domain which supersede the rights of the Nationa! 
Park Service. 

Bureau withdrawals consist of two basic categories: lands 
currently associated with puwer generath.m (I, e. ~ around tht:: dams) and 
those which might in the future be needed for power generation in as-yet 
unbuilt projects, 

These lands in the first category include permanent 
"protection and security are('l:s\l In the area of Hoover and O('l:vis O.sms 
(4,488.47 acres in four NPS~numbered tracts). The Regional SQlrcitor t 
Pacific Southwest Region, in a June 19, 1986 opinion, advised that these 
"Protection and security Areas ll are not a part of the LMNRA, and were 
excluded by the 1964 Act. 

Lands in the second category I until recently _, included 
some 358 1 052 acres in the extreme eastern part of the NRA on the 
Shivwitz Plateau, and over 200 1 000 acres around Lakes Mead and Mohave. 
The rands around Lakes Mohave and Mead were felt to. have some potentia! 
for building storage basins in which water would be pumped up from ;;he 
dver or lake during perjods of lower power needs I and allowed to flow 
back down through generators during peak power periods. The Shivwits 
withdt3wals were originally made with the possibility of future 
construction of another- d-am and reservoir in this area, later more 
specifically [dentified as a dam at Bridge Canyon. 

In the recent past the Bureau has taken action to modify 
its withdrawals in light of technical studies which explored the feasibility 
of sp@cific future sltes. Currently, the Bureau is in the process of 
revoking withdrawal of approximately 211 / 595 acres, which represents 
nearly air previously withdrawn lands north and south of Lake Mead and 
east and west of Lake Mohave. Cattaio specific lands would continue to 
be withdrawn south of Hoover Dam (5,120 acres in a corridor for a 
possible future bridge crossing) and a second S, 120~acre corridor between 
the uRifle Rangel! pumped storage site south of Boulder City and the 
Colorado River. Some 7,040 acres in the lower Las Vegas wash area 
would also be retained at le.ast until results of the Southern Nevada Water 
Project study are completed. Use of NRA lands east of Temple Sar .at 
Spring Canyon for an ;ifdditional pumped storage site in an area in which 
-the withdrawal was revoked, will have to be later negottated. 

Considering the Shivwits area, the Bureau, at the 
direction of the' Secretary of the Jnterior, has recently revoked all its 
withdrawals associated with the Bridge Canyon (Hualapai) Dam project. 
In a Public Land Order (Federal Register February 15, 1984) withdrawal 
for reclamation purposes on all 358,052 acres of lands within Lake Mead 
NRA and Grand Canyon National Park were revoked. Since, however, 

16 

http:4,488.47


these lands are within the boundaries of national park areas, they remain 
withdrawn from appropriation under the public land laws, including the 
mining laws. 

Even prior to the recent major revocations, several small 
parcels at the south end of Lake Mohave had had their withdrawal 
revoked/ including 764.28 acres east of Katherinels Landing and two 
pieces totalling 540.53 acres south of Davis Dam (Davis Dam Camp in 
Arizona consisting of 374 acres and a 167·acre parcel across the river in 
Nevada). Davis Dam Camp IS being uIHized as a county park by Mohave 
County on a Special Use Permit from the NRA. The parcel on the Nevada 
side has no special park value, and might pt'IssibJy be useful as an 
exchange property. The state of Arizona has identified the Davis Camp 
lands as suitable for exchange for all other state lands within un)ts of the 
National Park System in Arizona. That exchange is proceeding. 

6. Federal Lands Outside Boundary 
The N RA administrative headquarters is in Boulder City f 

Nevada on some 17 .09 acres of federal NPS-administered land outside NRA 
boundaries. 
1958 when 
present priv

in two sections l these parcels 
Boulder City was converted from 
ate land ownership status. 

were 
an 

granted 
all-fede

to 
ral 

the 
city 

NRA 
to 

in 
its 

a. H eadguarters 
The Recreation Area Headquarters Building is located 

at the corner of Wyoming and Nevada Highway in Boulder City. The land 
area consists of 1.75 acres. See enclosure. 

b. Maintenance Yard and Warehouse 
The Recreation Area Maintenance Yard and Warehouse 

are located on the truck route, {Highway #93) northwest of the business 
district of Boulder City, The land area consists of 15.34 ± acres, See 
enclosure. 

c. 
, along the State Route 

169 right-of·way between the boundary and the city of Overton, were 
donated to the government between 1937~39, 

Tract Deed Acres Donor 

005 3 14.44 Johnson 
007 5 .33 Wright 
ooa 6 .70 Lee 
009 7 6.91 Overton Syndicate 
010 a .34 Whitmore 
011 9 10.55 Nevada Land and Title 
012 10 11.32 Edwards 

7 Total 44.59 acres 
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These parce!s are of no use to the National ParK 

Service and wii I be disposed of. 


c. Otner Regulations Affording Protection 
Note: the method of applying these regulations and their 


specific effectiveness at Lake Mead will be discussec in Section IV C .1. 


1. Federa1 Laws and Regulations 
Various feceral laws and their implementing regulations are 


applicable at Lake Mead, These include the National Environmental Policy 

Act (1969), National Historic Preservation Act (1966), Endangered Species 

Act (1973) Clean Air Act (1963), Clean Water Act (1977)! Resource 

Conservation and Recovery Act (1976L and the Mining in Parks Act 

1976) • 


2. State Laws and Regulations 
Although the federal laws noted above are generally more 


restrictive, both Arizona and Nevada have some state-level envi ronmenta! 

taws which apply en private lands or in situations where federal action is 

not involved and therefore requif'ements of NEPA Illay not apply. Water 

qualIty standards are one such area. Enforcement of state law is 

typicalfy delegated to the county level and may be applied through zoning 

(see followIng). 


3. County Zoning and Ordinances 
Clark County NV is in the process or devetopi~g a 

Comprehensive Plan (Clark County, 1981) which will ultimately alter the 
mechanism of zoning On private larids. Curf'elitly most private lands 
within the NRA in Nevada are zoned Rural Open Land District (RU) which 
allows one dwelling unit on two acres by tight. There is no distinction 
in the present zoning map or ordinance between private landS located 
within or adjacent to a publiC park (such as the NRA) and private lands 
elsewhere. 

Mohave county AZ zones private lands within the western 
portions of the NRA in a low density Residential·Recreatiori (R.E.) 
category nominally allowing two dwelling units per acre. (In the Shivwits • 
Plateau area east of Range 15W the classWcation is R.E./10A indicating a 
10 acre minimum lot size.) This R. E. category is apparently used as a 
IIholdingif category for most such private lands in the NRA and other 
federal park Or BLM land in the county since there is no specific 
category of zoning developed for private lands inside federal areas. As 
with zoning in other counties, a private owner can petition for less 
restrictive zoning (or for' clustered development) or for a change of 
classification to permit other uses. Generally f however I Mohave County 
does take the position th.at sound expert menagement of the NRA is jn the 
county's best publIc interests, and it is unlikely that uses more intensive 
than those permitted onder R. E. classification would be given approval. 

The extent to which state-owned lands (or state lands 
leased to private developers) are subject to county zoning is not 
well~defined (see later discussionL but as a practical matter the state 
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generaJiy cooperates with the cour~ty in provfding some development 
controls. 

0, Summary of Land Accuisition to Date 
Feder~l land within the Recreation Area currently consists of 

1,471,481.30 acres in fee and 41.31 less-than-fee acres. The following 
breakdown depicts the acquisition method utilized in obtaining 17,548.46 
acres since the establishment of Lake Mead NRA. 

Exchange 6,733.87 

Donation 106.86 

Qonation (outside boundary) 44.59 

Purchase 9,107.65 

Condemnation 1,.555,49 

One of these acquired tracts (23-133, 2.06 acres) is subject to 
iii life estate. 

Two exchanges (00 562.78 acres) are currently on hold but may 
be ~cquired by donation or exchange in the future. One involves 
acquisition of three parcels in the Capitol Camp area in exchange for 
8ureau of Land Management parcels near Las Vegas, The other involves 
acquisition of a 320 acre parcel in the Hualapai Wash area (Woolgrowers 
Association) in exchange for equivalent federal land outsioe the 
boundaries of Grand Canyon National Park. 

t" Relationship of Landowners to Social/Cultural Environment 
More information is available on economic impacts of various 

protection strategies in the Environmental Assessment. 

In genera! I the private lands are divided into categories of 
undeveloped/unoccupied lands (e.g. Hualapai Wash), more or less inactive 
mining operations (e.g, Capitol Camp) and developed small~lot residential 
or vacation homes (Meadview and Katherine). The undeveloped land is 
owned essentially by people living locally or nearby in the western U.S, 
whose anticipated uses .are largely un known but presumed to be 
speculative hOlding for sale or eventual development as recreation home 
sites. The parcels are generally small and wrdely scattered. Except on 
the Shivwits they do not represent the remainder of any traditional large 
famity propertIes or ranches with specific hrstoric or cultural significance. 
The mining eropertfes have not in general been very large operations or 
high producers of regional economic significance, nor do they represent 
unique or historically significant mining techniques. Individual owners 
have sometimes expended great determination and physical effor"t to 
develop the access roads, structures and mlnlng operations which 
qualifIed them to become patented owners. The Katherine area 
residential/vacation homes are owned by a diverse group of unrelated 
people who purchased their lots from a subdivision of a previously 
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unprofitable patented mining claim. The ~eadview development is 
essentially a second-home 01' retirement community in which services are 
now being developed and a year-round residential life style is becoming 
common. l'Ieadview is a newly developed area, on previously undeveloped 
lands, and is not based on any traditional long-term ranching or other 
earlier land use pattern or settlement. 

Various special cases include the Gold Strike property, a 
recently renovated highly capitalized motel/gambling casino which provides 
food f vt=hicle ser'vic6, lodging and gambling opportunities to a clientel 
which in genera! are not visitors to the NRA. Jt is located on a former 
mining claim, but its current land use is unrelated to that historical use. 
The Nevada-operated fish hatchery and the privately-operated water 
treatment plant are fang-established public-service uses but cannot be 
considered of particu!ar cultural or historic significance. 

Arizona State1s lands within the NRA are by statute part 
of the state-wIde schoo! revenue~generating program, which pre~dates 
establishment of the NRA. Presently undeveloped, these lands do not 
produce any revenue for the state. These sections do nct individually 
contain uniQue natural or scenic resources of value, nor do they relate to 
particular pre-existing historic or cultural features. In other parts of 
the state (1.e. where not located within federal park or forest land) such 
sections typically have been sold outright or long-term leased for private 
development, with sale or lease profits going into school revenue. 

The Hualapai Indian lands are traditional homelands 
granted by treaty and other federal laws. Currently undeveloped, those 
lands along the south shore of the Colorado contain religious and historic 
sites and resources of great significance to the Hualapai tribe. 
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IV. ALTERNATIVE PROTECTION METHODS 
A. Introduction 

A central concept of land protecticn planning is th<'Jt fee~$ir.1p!e 

acquisition of non~federal land within a park may not always be the 
necessa,y choice. Rather, there may be other methods available which 
are Jess costly or which provide for continued benefit and use to a 
private owner yet still give the National Park Service the degree of 
control needed to meet the objectives of the park. No single technique is 
Ilkely to be applicable to all lands; a combination of techniques plus a 
priority system are the most probable recommendations. 

The following summary of common acquisition or other protection 
techniques is usefu! in ant>lyzing later specific recommendations (Section 
V). This fist is not necessarily comprehensive, and many variations 
could be developed to meet specific situations. 

B. Fee·Simple ACQuisition 
ree-simple acquisition inVOlves the acquisition of all interests in 

a parcel of land. In sales between private parties the transaction is 
typically a simpJe cash purchase in which, on completion, all rights pass 
from the seller to the buyer. Where federal purchase of private land 1s 
concerned, a variety of methods can be involved, Including acquisition by 
donation or bargain sale, by exchange, or by purchase involving certain 
subsequent reservations to the previous owner. 

1. Donations 2£. bargain sales are techniques in which the 
se!ler may qualify for certain tax reduction by donating or by seiling 
lands to the federal government at less than market value. The end 
result is fee acquisition by the federal government without expenditure 
(or with a reduced expenditure) of appropriated funds, therefore allowing 
use of those funds In other land purchases. The particular value of 
these techniques must be determined by the seller on the basis of his 
individual circumstances; in recent years tax Jaws have become more 
liberal in allowing larger total estates to be passed tax free to a 
survivor t and the attractiveness of donations and bargain sales has 
declined. 

2. Exchanges typically involve the trade of federal properties. 
outside {or in some cases elsewhere within) a park boundary for 
non~federal lands inside the boundary. Exchanges may be two"party 
transactions, where federal lands under NPS administration are directly 
exchanged for private lands. More often a third party is involved, for 
example where excess federal lands under BLM are exchanged for the 
private lands; and BLM in turn gives administration to NPS. Technically 
speaking, tands which the NRA declares as eXcess to NRA needs must 
pass back into the public domains and BlM jurisdiction befor"e being 
considered for exchanges. Exchanges are most useful when lands of 
equivalent value acceptable to the private owner are easily available. 
Often it is a long search to find acceptable lands, or equivalency in cost 
is difficult to establish, Also, the procedures for BlM declaring lands in 
excess and available for exchange are complex and time required for 
completing the process IS fong. However, for sellers with f!exible time 
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requirements, and a desire to relocate to similar lands, the technique can 
be very favorable. 

3. Purchases with donated or appropriated funds may be 
outright, with the previous owner immediately conveying all rights, or 
they may involve some reservation of use and occupancy for a fixed term 
or life, whichever the owner so chooses. If the owners elect to reserve 
use of the property. the amount of the reservation is deducted from the 
purchase price} based on the term elected, at the time of acquisition by 
th~ United States, Purchases can also be made subject to an agreed 
Hleaseback ll arrangement in which the federal government becomes the 
owner' but the previous owner is granted a long-term lease to continue 
using the property under restrictions specified in the lease. 
Fee-acquisition (by any of these methods) is most appropriate where land: 

is specifically 
public use; 

needed for development of public facilities or for 

- must be 
reasonable 

maintained 
private usei 

in pristine natural cor.ditlon, precluding 

- requires intensive management by NPS to 
natura! resources or eliminate exotic species; 

preserve historic and 

- is owned by individuals unwilling to sell (ess-than-fee-simple 
interest; 

Is owned by indivlduals who wish to seJl~ but reserve occupancy and 
use for a period of time; 

- cannot be protected by other means, or where alternate means would 
not be cost .effective. 

The large majority of fee-Simple purchases are made on the 
basis of negotiated settlements between a willing seller and the federal 
government. In certain cases however where an owner does not wish to 
sell lands the NRA has determined should be acquired, or where seller 
and buyer cannot come to an agreement on price, the fEderal government 
may choose to exercise its right of eminent domain thr.ough condemnation. 
if the situatfon involves merely a disagreement over price and no serIous 
immediate threats to park resources, the government files a condemnation 
complaint and ultimately a settlement price will be set through a legal 
proceeding. 1f the government accepts that price, it will be paid and 
title passes to the government. If however some serious immedLate threat 
to park resources is perceived through use or proposed development on a 
private parcel and negotiations to arrange a purchase fail t the federal 
government may ,file a Oeclaration of Taking and take immediate title to 
the parcell with a binding price established in subsequent legal 
proceedings. 
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C. 	 Acquisition Under Priority~em 
When, for various reasons, it has been determined that parcels 

-~ 	 of land snould be acquired, a system of priorIties is usually established. 
A high priority is given to private lands which may be immediately needed 
for resource protection or development, or to lands on which obviously 
incompatible activities are takIng place or are expected to take place. 
Secondary priorities are assigned to lands important to park needs, but 
where incompatible use is not soon anticipated. Lowest prorities go to 
lands which are not particularly sensitive, and where the likelihood of 
incompatible deveiopment is very low. However, by reason of location 
deep with in a park or a potential weakness of external regulatory 
mechanisms (like zoning), it is not considered appropriate to delete such 
low priority lands compietely from the park, thus forming small enclaves 
where the NPS could no longer exercise the option to purchase. 

In effect, lands in the lowest priority would have their 
acquisition, deferred until such time as specific threats to park values 
developed. Acquisition of the highest priority parcels should take place 
at the earliest possible time that funds or exchange Lands are available 
and negotiations can be completed. 

D. 	 Less-than-Fee Acquisition 
Less~than-fee acquisition IS when anyone of the bundfe of 

rights which make up fee interest is retained by the previous owner. 
Each interest e.g. development rights, timber rights, subsurface mineral 
rights, wfll be appraised to establish its fair market value. Some of the 
most common less-than-fee interests are described below. 

1. Easements are legaily enforceable interests in land based 
on clearly stated agreements. They become part of the land's deed 
restrictions and are therefore binding on future owners. They may be 
positive, granting access rights to the easement holder to enter for such 
things as hiking or camping or research purposes. They may be negative 
in the sense of limiting the owner's use by prohibiting specific kinds of 
physical development, or timber cuttIng, or Changing the agricultural 
nature of the land or altering the exterior of historic structures. 
Such negative easements are commonly called scenic or conservation 
easements. A variation on this approach is an archeQlogical protection 
easement, which would restrict the private owner!s right to disturb or 
otherwise alter a specific archeological resource such as subsurface ruins 
or artifacts. 

2. Surface development .e.!l9. ~ rights may sometimes be 
acquired, with the right to extract subsurface oil and gas or minerals 
being retained by a previous owner, Generally the sale would include 
specific agreement as to the nature and extent of disturbance tolerable on 
the land surface should extraction of minerals be attempted. Such 
development rights might be acquired in a specific case where the owner 
did not wish to develop his property but did wish to retain his exclusive 
right to utilize the land for hunting or fishing Or' game management or for 
s.cientific research or for continued ownership and control of religious 
sites or other cultural features. 

23 



Less-than-fee acqui-siton is mo'St likely useful where: 

some , but not an, private uses are compatible with park purposes; 

current owners wish to continue ownership but are wifling to accept 
certain lJmitations set b,;/ NPS < 

If the criteria above apply, then a less-than-fee interest is 
all that need be aCQuired. This in many cases is advantageous to ail 
parties concerned in that a) the owner retains his land (subject to 
limitations agreeable to himL b) the National Park Service gains the !evel 
of contro! needed to meet its obiectives and c) the land remains on local 
tax rolls. 

E. Deletion of Lands by Boundary Revision 
One alternative in assessing protection methods is to consider 

whether or not there is reason to ret.ain a certajn tract within the 
boundary i. e. to consicer deleting lands by boundary revision. Factors 
to conside~ include: 

geogr.aphic location; 

whether the 
development; 

lands are actually needed for public use and 

whether the lands contain 
natural or cultural resources; 

especially sensltjv~, unIque or rare 

- how the fands relate to surrounding park lands e.g. do they provide 
a critical access corridor, do they serve as a buffer between park 
land and developed landsj 

the current use and development of the land. as well as the probable 
use and impact on the park if not acquired or protected by the 
park. 

Addition-al factors relate to cost analysis and priorities. For 
example, private lands located near a boundary where land use outside is 
already intensively developed commercial or residential properties may 
have a market value so high that It is out of proportion to the usefulness 
of' the land to park protection objectives, In such a case, the priority 
for acquiring these lands is likely to be so low that there is little 
probability of ever purchasing the land < This constitutes a de facto 
indefinite deferral of acquisition which in some cases may be an 
unreasonable constraint on the owner's rights/ .as well as an 
administrative burden on the park to monitor and control. Under these 
circumstances, deletion can be of benefit both to the park and to the 
owner of deleted lands. 

F External Regulations; AgreementsI 

Activities on landS awaIting acquIsition, or .on lands which have 
actually been deleted from the park, are still sub}ect to externat 
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regulations such as local zoning and general state Qr federal regulations. 
Where such regulations msy I"iot be adequate I specific two party 
agreements may be negotiated. 

1, b.QE!l zoning in some cases may provide all the control 
necessary to meet the park1s objectives. It is probably most effective 
where: 

Lands are situated near or slong an area boundary and are providing 
a kind of buffer to interior, more fully-protected lands; 

strong 	political support is evident in local communities, which wouJa 
assure 	that zoning would not progessivejy become weaker; 

- historic lifestyles, agricultural and cultural landscapes are an 
important element of the park's purpose; 

the pari( itself is given a meaningful opportunity to .comment on 
proposed changes or variances in zoning on lands withln the pane 

2. General state and federal regulations may add an extra 
level of control in some specific situations whjch would otherwise require 
expensive outright purchase of a tract. Examples are where point 
sources of air or water pollution (i.e, an identifiable specific industry or 
facility) are operating on non-federal la('u;:ls within the parK, If the 
park's requirem~nt to meet it.s objectives js not elimination of the entire 
ope:-ation but merely control of the effluent, federal regulation can be 

-. 	 invoked. Other examples may be where local development projects might 
not require federal environmenta! impact analysis, but state: environmental 
compliance procedures could be of value in providing control. A variety 
of state programs to provide incentives for natural and cultural resource 
protectioi"'\ without actually purchasing rand for some state-owned 
conservation project may also be used. For example, Nevada has I"\€W 

legislation providing tax benefits to private citizens who agree to protect 
archealogical sites on their lands. 

3. Cooperative Management agreements are legal instruments 
defining administrative arrangements which provide for an eXChange of 
services or benefits. Agreements can sometimes be usefu' between the 
park and private landowners whose lands are not fikefy to be immediately 
acqutred, but they have the disadvantage of not being binding on a 
subsequent owner. Agreements are most appropriate for land likely to 
remajn in the same ownership for a long period, such as that owned by 
other government agencies I non-profit organizations, and individuals or 
corporations supportive of park objectives. Agreements can be flexible 
and negotiable and might include many of the same restrictions found in 
easements e,g, specifying arlowable development and land use, providing 
entry to park visitors, or access for park staff involved in research, 
resource management, law enforcement or maintenance of designated 
facjlities. 
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V. RECOMMENDAT'ONS 
A. General Recommenda::ions 

In developing the Land Prot.?ct;on Plan several issues were 
encountered which need consideration at a general level. 

1. Cooperative Planninc Wit'1 Arizona CIne Nevada 
It is apparent from the natu ....e of Arizona's indemnity 

selection requests that there is an intent to encourage planned resort and 
residentJal community development in the Lake Mead area. Although the 
NRA has legislative and other justifications to oppose the specific state 
selections within NRA boundaries, it is obvious there is a need for 
cooperative discussions between the two parties so that the legitimate 
concerns of both can be recognized, Similarly I there have been only 
minimal recent communications with the State of Nevada. 

It is recommended that chanr.e!s be established in Arizona 
between the NRA, the state, Mohave CQunty, and 8LM to discuss the 
an.ticipated land use changes near tne NRA. Iii such discussions the 
focus should be on sound community planning with a regional perspective, 
!n this forum It may be possible for the federal and state agencies to 
appreciate each others' obligations and concerns more realistically, and 
come to mutual agreement on areas best suited to more intensive 
development, A specific issue which could be treated within this same 
context would be the disposition of state-owned lands in the NRA. 

Similar channels should be established in Nevada; 
particular concerns include the staters interest in expanding Valley of 
Fire State Park so that it is fully contiguous with the i"4 RA, and Clark 
County's Wetfands Park proposal in the Las Vegas Wash. Both projects 
have the potential for providing protection for resour"ces within the NRA. 

Superintendent, Lake Mead should take the responsibJlity 
for initiating action to establish these communication channels. 

2. Increased Interaction With County Zoning Commissions 
County z;oning will undoubtedly be an impor"tant short term 

mechanism for exerting influence over developments on private lands 
within or adjacent to the NRA, including lands which might be deleted as 
in this plan. 

ft is recommended that the NRA increase Its Tnteraction 
with both Clark and Mohave County zoning authorities and the city of 
Henderson, NV with the goal of developing an understanding of the 
special protection needs which may be required on lands adjacent to 
public parklands. Contacts with staff of these authorities dur:ing 
preparation of this Plan were useful and positive In tone, and suggest 
there is very good potential for future cooperation. 

S. Specific Recommendations 
A tract list showing all nor.-fecterat lands and their 

recommended acquisition or protection method is given in Appendix A, 
The fOllowing sections give a descriptive summary' of recommendations. 
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It should oe noted that none of these recommendations should 
be construed ';'$ proposi'ig to prevent any acquisitions (by purchase, 

'--_ 	 exchange or donation) now !f1 progress. Furthermore,. tfle NRA st10uld 
retain the option of acquiring any parcel within the boundary shcLld a 
proposec use or developmetlt be judged incompatible or detrimental to the 
NRA. 

1. Boundary .. Revisions 
Some of the previously proposed boundary revisions should 

proceed, but itction 0(1 others .should be deLayed pending resoiution of 
more general issues In those areas. The parcels which should be deleted 
by boundary revision pending a final archeological clearance include: 

all private parcels in the Muddy River zone of the Overton area; 

the two parcels (Rockefeller Claim - 110 ac.) north of Cottonwood 
Cove roadi 

the group or private parcels at Katherine (tracts 01-108, 0"-109, 
01-112 and 01-116); 

all private parcels not yet acquired east of the Pearce Ferl"y Road in 
Meadview and Lake Mead City subdivisions. 

The recommendation to delete these parcels is based on the 
ccnclusion that they are not critical to the primary recreation goals of the 
NRA, and do not contain significant natural or cultural resources. 

Thrs conclusion regarding cultural resources is tentative, 
since although no sites of apparent significance have been reported on 
these lands t specific surveys have not been undertaken. A final decision 
on deletion should involve a specific site visit to determine if there are 
any sites, and to determine their significance. Where materials are 
identified, and their research val'-le cannot immediately be realized, the 
alternative of an arCheological easement should be explored with the 
parcel owner before deletion occurred. This might be particularly 
appropriate on the Overton parcels at the base of Mormon Mesa. 

Authority for these deletions by boundary revision IS 
contaIned in Sec. 2 of the NRA act P.L. 88-639. 

Other parcels which are suitable for deletion but on which 
action should be delayed include all fourteen private parcels in the 
Hualapai Wash area. At Hualapai Wash, deletion of these private lands 
would render NPS management of over 11 sections of adjacent federal 
lands unfeasible, No action should be taken on these rands until the 
future of the Spring Canyon Pump-Back Storage project is determined. 

All parcels for which deletion should be delayed should be 
given interim status as llacquistion With low priorltyH (see below). 
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2. !:!on-FederaJ Lands To Be ACq_~ired witl"; High or ,"v'ledium 
!:riority 

The following lands should be acquired in fee: 


all Arizona state lands within the boundar)/ are High Priority. 

Arizona's lands should be acquired by exchange for feder.3I 
lands. Acquiring less than fee interest in these state rands is rejected as 
an alternative on the grounds that allowing even a minimum degree of 
private development on them would be incompatioie willl lhe Pdl"K'~ 

~~oad at 

resource management and recreation goals. The st..:e of Arizona has 
ldentifieo the Davis Camp lands as suitable for exchange. 

, ~ .--- The_+ on.e.-~~--:.a~D~.a:~r~::-:js~ ~est ~ (:Ir ce Ferry 
MeadvIew, This is a rim 10 ntly overlooked in early

't~ land acquisitions. 0 the parcel wouJdCatrs-e----a--sarious visual 
intrusJon wh" ould be unacceptable. 

A re-assessment of potential visua! i;1!ruS;Ons of the 
skyline overlooking Greggs Basin from Meadv:ew resultec in the 
identification of lots which should be acquired by the National Recreation 
Area (NRA). In T 30N 1 R 17W! Section 15, we acquired the west half of 
lot #1963 (Tract 21~189) from Williams. Further f;eJd stud;es have 
disclosed the advisability of acquiring the east half (remaining portion) of 
lot #1963, plus lot #-1964 1 directly east of lot #1963. This would enable 
the NRA to secure a critical plece of Usky lined" propeny. 

3. Non"Federal Lands To Be Acauired with Low Priority 
The following parcels of non-federal lands should 

eventually be acquired in fee with Low Priorlty (3), for the reasons 
stated. 

The 5 parcels--1,353.66 aC.--on the Shlvwits Pla:eau now used for 
grazing operations. These lands are not immediately critical to park 
needs. Acquisition by exchange is recommended since there at'e no 
immediate threats to park values from current use cf these lands. 
Purchase would, of course, be an option srould inconsisten:: 
developments be proposed. 

The 10 parcels"·713.05 .ac. --generally known as Capitol Camp but 
including the Nevada Eagle and El Dorado Eag!e mining claims. The 
indefinite continu.ance of current mining activities on these patented 
claims does not pose any greater threat to park values than past 
disturbance has already caused, Adequate federal laws exist -under 
which continued mining can be regulated, ,A proposal to change land 
use. for example to residential development, would have to be 
reevaluated "for compatibility. Donation of lands would be accepted, 

The 1 parcel--18.0S -ac ..... inactive patented claim southeast of Willow 
Beach, Likelihood of any resumption of mining or any other 
development is so low that expenditure of acquisition funds is not 
now justified, DOl')ation would be accepted. 
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The 58 parceis--l1.85 ae, --at Katherine already in an lffiprc-ved 
residential subdivision. Although not really consistent with the 
public use goals of the Katherine area, these private parcels are 
already developed, and assigning a high priority to the aCQuisition 
of either the developed or undeveloped sites is not justified by their 
current intrusion and impacts, Continued monitoring and cooperation 
with county agencies IS recommended so that any further 
improvements or changes to eXisting structures or utilities meets 
county regulations. 

In addition to the subdivision is a strip of land 100 feet wide by 755 
feet long (1.73 acres) extending westerly from trre east edge of the 
property. This small private parcel provides access to the Katherine 
mine shaft well for water. There is a perfected water right to the 
rr.ine shaft water source (refer to Deed 58). 

The two parcels~-74" 36 ac, --near Boulder Beach on \vhich water 
treatment facilities are already developed, The private law granting 
these lands provides that if they arE! no longer needed for their' 
in~ended purpose (water supply) the ~Itle will rever::: to ~he United 
States government. 

Note: All parcels described as suitable for later deletion by a 
boundary revision pending 
B.1. above) would in the 
acquisition with low priority. 

resolution of various 
interim be given the 

problems (Section 
same sratu5 of 

4. Subsurface Mineral 
Analysis in this 

Rights 
Land Protection Plan concludes there 

would be a generally negative impact on scenic and natural resources 
ShOL.'ld mining ever be actually carried aut in areas where Santa Fe Pacific 
holds subsurface rights. This wOUld be true especially in areas where 
there has not been any road access or development in the past. 
However, until such time as specific proposals are made to expiore or 
develop mineral dghts I acquisition of all these subsurface rights should 
be given low priority (3). 

5, Hualapai Indian Reservation Lands 
Although a legal determination would have to be made to 

clarify the authority to purchase, it appears possible that any lands 
which are to be considered for an easement coufd first be decfared as 
within the boundary (P.L. 88-639 Sec. 3(a)), thus making them eligible 
for purchase of .an easement. Management of any easement would 
probably be the responsibility of Grand Canyon N. p" since that park 
manages, the land on -the north side of the river. 

S. Bureau of Reclamation Withdrawn Lands 
The NRA welcomes the recent revocation of previously 

wIthdrawn lands on the Shivwits Plateau T and the action in progress to 
revoke withdrawal of most lands around Lakes Mead and Mohave. 
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7, Minor Boundary Revisions Involving Federal Land 
As a result of the Grand Canyon NP enlargement act there 

are a number of -detached fingers of land on the Sanup and Shivwit::: 
plateaus which are under various administrations (Lake Mead, Grar'ld 
Canyon or BlM). A transfer of these small parcels (during a bcundary 
revision as recommended relating to non-federal rands above in S.1.) 
would provide for more effective administraticn without d:minishing the 
degree of federal control needed for protectIon. 

Existing boundary revision autl10rity p. L. S8-639 Sec 2 
appears adequate for such transfers. 
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A: TRACT LlST OF NON FEDERAL LANDS TO BE PROTECTED WiTHIN 
LAKE MEAD NRA (with recommended acqu·lsition or protection methods and 
priorities) 

Note: 

Column 1: Tracts are listed by NPS segment and tract number. To 
relate the segments to geographic areas used in the text, use the 
following gu ide -

Area NP5 segments inVOlved 

Overton 08, 19, 20 
Cottonwood Cove 02 
Katherine 01, 17 
Hualapai Wash 09 
Meadview 21-25, '27 
Goldstrike 04 
Capitol Camp 03 
Willow Beach 03 
Shivwlts Plate.;.u 12, 14 
State lands 01, 02, 12, 14 
Mineral rights lands 02, 09, 12, 14, 15 
Hualapai lands 13, 16 

Column 5: Abbreviations are as follOWS 

DB R - Defete through boundary reVISIon 
AF·1, 2 Or" 3: - Acquire in fee with priority 1, 2, or 3 
AF-3 (BR) - Suitaote for later deletion by boundary revision, 

he!d in low priority acquisition category until 
then 

ACE ~ Acquire less~thari-fee conservation easement 
NA - Not to be acquired for various reasons 
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,2 3 5 0 

",PSt Tract Pr:>te:ctior: Ration,H: 
,",umber landcwner Acre:aoe ,:"'terest Method {See ""~'nl 

O~~10S 

01*1(>6 
{)1-108 

Arizona 
Arizona 
V'h..!ll Gold Inc. 

40,0 
640,0 
10.33 

fee

'eo
fe. 

;:a
DBR 

development u'1acCePtable here 
develO;lment ..maCCeptable here 
,..ot critical to NRA 

01-109 
Oi-112 

Murray 
Andalman 

90.22 
160.0 

fee 
f •• 

DBR 
DBR 

not CritiCifI to NRA 
not critical to NRA 

01-115 
01-i27 
01-129 
01 w i30 

I..an(.jon 
Santa Fe RR 
Santa Fe RR 
Sa!"lta F. RR 

8C.C 
32{LQ 

80.0 
20,392.1i 

fee 
min. • const. 
min. & ;;onst. 

min. 

DBR 
AF-3 
AF-3 
AF-3 

110t critical to NRA 
mining vnacceptable some areas 
mining unacceptable some d!'e3S 

mining unacceptable some dr'-e.. " 

02-H/3 Ariz-ona 641.20 fe. ....... developmenJ; unacceptable here 
02~i14 S"9"rson iCC. 40 fee DBR not cl"itL:al to NRA 
O.'H1S Pullum 9,60 fee OBR not critical to NRA 
C2~124 Santa Fe RR 120.0 min, AF~? mi~lnG unacceptaC-,{f so~e area~ 
02-125 Santa Fe RR 640. {! min, AF~3 mining un.acce:>Ulble soree areas 

OJ~101 Sch!lnger 18.05 fee AF-3 unliKely development WOUld occur 
03-102 
03-103 

Pravorne 
Chadburn 

81.45
nS,ee 

feo 
fee 

AF-3 
AF-3: 

mining impacts controlled by ''<l'mining impacts controlled by regs 
03-105 Con so! Eldorado 36.36 fee AF-3 mining impacts controlled by regs 
05»106 Bronken '87,~ fe. AF-3 mining impacts controlled by 1"$95 
03-107 
03-1OS 

S.s~rella 
Huebner 

'84.31 
10 .57 

~e$ 

f •• 
AF-3 
AF-3: 

mining impacts controlled by '''0' 
mining impACts con~ralled by regs 

03'109 Allen 24,00 fee AF-3 mining impacts controlled Oy regs 
03~110 Bronken 117.58 fee AF~3 mining impacts controlled by regs 
03-111 Consol Eldorado '107,84 fe. AF*3 mining impacts eot'.tl"olled by regs 
03-112 T.A.B. Cpnsuuc. 37,34 fee AF-3 minin9 impacts controlled by regs 

,- 04"04 Lakeview CO' 36.89 f•• 
7 

by legal at;~eement , 

05~106 BaSic Manage 15.0 f" pUblIC service ( water treatment) 
05-107 easic Manage 59.36 fee public service {water treate'i'l~nt) 
05-108 Nevada 4,88 f.e AF*3? title unclear - may oe federal 

....,' 
08-102 JohnsC'l 40,0 f •• AF-2 private oevelopment unacceptable 
0£H03 .!one 40.0 fee AF w 2 private development ur>acceptable 
08-104 
08-t07 

ClarK County'" 
Willen 

4<)" 
20,0 

f•• 
f.e 

AF-2 
DBR 

private deveiopm~:lt unaccepubNe 
not Critical to NRA 

OO~10a Jshimoto 20.0 fe. DBR not critical to NRA 
08-111 Mc~onaJd Mine 10.0 fe. OeR not critiCal to NRA 
08-112 
Oa~l14 

McDonald Mine 
Stewart 

S,' 
80.0 

f.e 
f•• 

DBR 
DBR 

nQt critical to NRA 
nct critical to NRA 

9'-107 
09-108 

Ariz. Woolgrwr. 
POpe 

320,0 
640.0 

fee 
fe. 

AF~3 (BR) 
AF-3 (SR) 

first arrange fed, li1t"1d exchange 
first a .. range fed. land exchange: 

09«111 Pope 158.88 fe. AF-3 (SR) first arrange fed, lana exchange 
mH13 Smith 40,11 f•• AF~3 (aR) first arrange fed. land exchange 
09·114 Ariz. Tit!. Insur. 600.25 f.e AF~3 (SR) first arrange fed. I.md exchange 

~~ 09~'lS 
09-115 

Ariz, Titl« fnsu!". 
Twin Lake$ R, 

640.56 
480.0 

f" 
fee 

AF-3 (SR) 
AF-3 (BR) 

first arrange fed. land exchange 
first arrange fed, land excnangfl 

09~119 TWin Lake!O .1\, 156.28 fee AF~3 (SR) first arrange fed. land eXCha(lge 
09·120 Lustiger 640.0 fe. OBR already subdivided, not critical 
09-124 Twin Lake R. 1(U} fo. AF-3 (BR) first arrange fed. land exchange 
09-1Z5 Minn Title Co, 630,C fee AF·3 (8R) firSt arrange fed, land excha!'!ge 
09-126 Giiimbroni 2<J,O f •• AF~3 (BR) fir't arrange fed. land exchange 
09~127 Fishel 2<J.O f<e AF~3 (8R} first arrange fed. land eXChange 
09-128 Gerst 100.C fe. AF-3 (BR) first arrange fe.d. land exchange 
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2 J 5 6 

NPS ";''''5C:: Protec!ion Ratio!"AI>? 

Number landowner 
 I'He,.-est Met~()O (S~ Text) 

-f>.tt3----4'1"."'.""t;.u'r~__..__-;'''.h..~Q;j'__f''.~._____A F $1 ;ri"'" :'10.:'" :~,,~t~qt
9··34 Richardson 180.0 fee A~-3 (BR) first arrange fee. land eXChange 
9-136 Santa Fe RR 158.88 ml~. & co~st. AF-3 within poss. HuaJap<'Ii wash defet. 
9~137 Santa Fe RR 640.0 min. Af-3 not wit.... in poSSible deletio'1 
9-; 38 Santa Fe RR 320.0 mm, &. ccr:$t, AF-) within POS$. Hualapai wasn oelet. 
_~14; Sarita Fe RR 320.0 min, & cens!. AF-3 within poss. HlJalap<h was:; oelet. 
9~142 Santa Fe RR Z,5S3.76 min. AF-3 within Meadview Celetion 
g~l4J Sarra Fe RR 4,159.48 min. AF-3 within pcss. Hualap.1li delet;cn 

Hualapai Tribe 224,420,20 fee NA only sm.1ll1 corridor needed for 
development contrel 

12-106 Mathis 312.86 fee AF-3 prIvate development vnacceptaDle 

12-107 Mathis 320.80 fee AF-3 private developRent lli"iaCcepti/;;'le 

12-108 Mathis 320.{lO 1~e AF·3 private t:levelop~ent unacceptable 

12-111 I'A<tthiS 320.00 fee AF~3 private development Ut'I.1Icceptab l e 

12-113 Mathis 80:.00 fee AF~3 private developtnent unacceptable 

12~123 Santa Fe RR 641.12 min. AF-3 mining unacceptable some a"eas 

12-124 Santi e. RR 19 43 min AFw3 mining "nacceptable some areas 

12-12S Santa Fe RR 2.912.12 _ min.4/~ .JlII Af~3 mining unacceptaDle some al'<eas 

.12·'~' .~;;. RR l~i li r:gjp A E- 3. cainlog uoacc./OIUhle ,ome ACeaS 
.l'bJZ7 Santi! Fe RS 10 23 min 4E_l miRing I.,mice.pt.ol. 


lZw!2$ santa Fe "1'1: m;". ",;.. lllg 

12 129 Sal,tlt Fe RR '.Q jlftjA. AoF 3 '''HAII'I~ wAaeeelll1i&ele e.""e a••as 


. la-lag . Santa Foe qA 461,8& !'I'irl. AF 3 11111 .Ing Vi Isc:ee"leoie ,em\!! al"MI! 

12~131 SaM" Fe RR 39.06 min. AF~3 mining unaccept"ble: 'Some: a,.-e"s 

12-134 S"nt~ Fe RR 312.86 r.lin, A?~3 mining unacceptable some arEiii$ 

i2-135 Santa Fe RR 320.00 mining unacceptable $ome areas
m'n. &,,'il'~lt;.~ AF'~
'2 ,56 :Sam. Fe Rlit fl,6ef,95 .... il1'l'fd :AIr :3 "~iAing u .... 8ec:e~teble ''''''''11 (;p"ee$ 

i 2·137 S.anta Fe RR 320.00 mir.. & const. AF~3 mining unacceptabi e some: 
are~s 
12-138 Santa Fe RR 19.20 mirL AF'-3 mining unacceptilCle some areas 

12-139 Santa Fe RR 12.80 m!n. AF~3 mining unacceptab",!: some ~reas 


12-14G Santa Fe R R 1Z.80 min. AF~3 1'I".lnlng unacceptable some ar'edS 

12-14~ Santa Fe RR '89.00 mi!". AF~3 mining unacceptatde some are.llS 

1Z-142 Saf'u Fe RR 442.84 min, AF-3 mining unacceptable: some areas 

12-143 Santa Fe RR 320,00 min. AF-3 mining vnacceptaOI« sotne areas 


A ri]!cni! 440.00 development unacceptaOle 
Adzona 640.00 development unacceptable 

64e.96 & et1¥isL AF J ai l.eet:t;U"le 

-: 5 lG3 €9.39 AF i 
15 164 1:.52 "r 3 

17~101 Spencer 0.11 r.. AF-3 already subdivided, developed 
17-102 CriJIwford 0.14 AF-J net critical to NRAr" 
17-103 Whitlock 0.14 AF·3 not cr-iti(:al to. NRAr" 
11~104 SpS:('lcer Q.14 f., AF-3 not critical to NRA 
17-10S McCall 0,14 f.. AF~3 not critical to NRA 
17-100 Ouh.alde 0.14 f" A~~3 nQt critical to. NRA 
17~107 West Q.14 h, AF-3 not critical to NRA 
11-108 Schu~tz O.v 0.14 f.. AF·3 not (:ritical to NRA 
17~1[I9 White 0.14 fee AF~3 not critical to NRA 
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3 4 	 51 2 • 
Protec~ion R.;itiona!eNPS Tract 

Number Landowner Acreagl!: Ir'ltere$t MethlXl i.?ee. Te,,:) 

AF-3 not C('itical '" NRA17-' to Davenport 0.14 fee 
AF-3 not ;;;"itical to NR.11-111 Gilland 	 0.14 fee 

0.14 'ee AF-3 not critic,1 to Nil'17~112 lou'S" 
0.14 f.. ,V~3 not critical to NRAH~113 Countryman 
0.14 fee AF-3 not -eriticlil to NRA17-114 Snider 

AF-'j not ~rftic:a! to NRA11~115 Cranor 	 0.18 f.. 
AF-3 net critH:.,l to N>1A'f7-'1fi JOr"l&S 	 O. 14 fee 

17-117 Hillman 0.14 f.. 	 AF-S not critical to NRA 
AF-3 ~t critleal to N~A17-116 Coleman 	 0.14 ".

Let-,m.;;,., (;.. ~7 fe.e Af<~ 	 :-:=t ::;1':1:::31 to NRAn-W1 
0.14 	 AF-3 not critical to Ni<:A17-120 Mtll"ant 	 f'e 
0.26 fee j.F -3 n(i~ critical17-121 Ariz. Land T&T 	 to "'I< .'" 

not critical to NO'17-12:2 Satrsbury 0.15 feO! 	 AF-3 
Af~3 not critical to17-1Z3 Sali$bury 0.15 ,.. NR' 

11~124 Mandeu(;held 0.15 re. AP-3 nOt critical to NO' 
AF~3 tlCt critical to NRA17..125 Ingram 	 O,lS 'ee AF"3 not critical to NR.17.. 126 Ariz. T&T 0.22 'eo 

0.15 fee AF~3 net critical to N<A17*127 Barlow 
0.15 	 '\F~3 net critical to N"17·128 Rtneau 'e. 

,U~·3 not critiCAl to N'F<:A11*129 Ariz. T$T 0.2') f.,. 
A.F-3 not critical te NRA11-131 Manderscneid 0.1$ ree 

0,15 	 AF-3 net critical to Niol,A11-132 Rayborn 	 fee 
17..133 Allison 0.15 fO. 	 AF~3 not crit1c.al to N';A 

not critical to NRA17..134 Ariz. l.and T&T 0.36 ree 	 "'''-3
AF-3 not critical to NRA17"'135 Politovitch 0,15 ree 
AF-3 not critical to W:(A17..136 Allison 	 (},14 r.. 

0.14 	 AF-3 not .critical to NRA17~137 Allison 	 fee 
(UN 	 AF-3 not critical to 1',1;;':"11-138 Brigham 	 fe~ 
0.26 fee AF-3 t'IOt critical to NRA17-139 Calreth 

not critical to N!:lA.11*140 Stimson \!.14 fee 	 AF-3 
AF-3 not critical to NRA11-141 B.sker 	 0',14 ree 
AF-3 not critical to NRA17-142 CoHln, 0.14 	

'/0,14 '''' 	 not critical to NR'ree A.F~317"143 Ga~t 
0,14 feo AF-3 not critiCal to NR.,1"144 Arrnos 

174;5- Allensworth 0.14 re. AF-3 not critical to .'liRA 
lI.F·3 not criticai to NRA17-146 Gordon 	 0.14 fe. 

0.14 ree AF~3 not critical to NR.n-147 Frank 
f •• 	 not criti~t to NR.11..148 Bacon oJ,14 	 AF~3 

not critical to NRA11..149 Laberge -0.14 r.. 	 AF-3 

11-1$0 Spann!" 0.14 r.. 	 AF-3 not critical to NR. 
AF-3 not critical to HR.17"'51 Sr"itt 	 0,26 ree 
Af-J not critlC.1 to NR'11"152 Gr-ounds 	 0.26 ree 

r.. AF-3 not Ct"iti(:al to fiRA11..153 Grounds 	 0.26 
O.~ t•• A.F-3 not critiul to NR.17~1S4 Grounds 

to NRA17..1$5 GrOUnds 0.50 ree 	 AF-3 not critical 
AF-3 not critrcal to NO'17"156 Unknown 2.42 ree 

(L~4 	 AF-3 rurt critical to NRA17-157 Suth.,.land 	 teo 
ree AF-3 not critical to NRA17"15& Suth.rlan(f 0.13 

AF-l dev.lopment unacceptable,19"101 e-vntOfl. 	 1.00 r.. 
AF-2 d ...... lopm.nt uhaaeptabl.19-1i)t Clark county" 3.00 reew_ 

1.00 teo AF-Z d.....lopmef"t unacc~t.ab!e19-103 
re. AF-2 d.vllllopm.nt unacceptable19-104 Fi$h." 	 1.00 

development un~t.able19-1{)5 .<a. 1.00 r.. 	 AF-2 
dev~opment unacclllpUble19-10$ Klechner 1.00 leo 	 Af-2 
dlllvfliopment unac!;eptable19-101 Cla,.k County"" 1.00 ree 	 AF-2 

,V-2 dlllwlopti\Cf\t unacc.ptabl.19~1oa Vander 	 1.00 tee 
AF-Z development unac-ceptabre19-109 Clark County· 5.00 I.. 
AF·Z d.Vili!O~t un.«.ptable19-110 NichOlson 3.00 fe. 

t•• AF .. )! dil!!!ve1opment unaae:ptable19~111 COmoy 	 2.00 
dev.lopment unac.ceptable19-112 Clark County'" 4.00 fe. 	 .V~2 

19·113 Hamlin 1.00 I.. 	 Ar-2 development unac.c«otabl. 
A.F~2 dtlvecop~n~ 1,.Inacceptable19"114 8!'"8Wster 1. 00 fee 

tee AF~2 -dev<fllopm*nt un<lcceptabl@ 19"115 Clark County'" 4.00 
.~ 
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2 J 5 , 
NP$ T,~act 

r.",nber 

19-116 
19~ 117 
1S~q8 

19-119 

2{)-l01 
ZO-102 
20-103 
2\l-104 
20~105 
2Q~i06 

20-107 
20-108 
20-109 
20-110 
20-111 
aO-112 
20-113 
2(1-114 
20-115 
20-116 
2{)-111 
20~11a 
20-,19 
20-120 
20-121 
20-1,2 
20-123 

22- 1,24 

23-137 

Protcc:ion 
~3n!jo:-,~~_~_ AC~e3J.1e Me:hod 

DawsOn 1.00 AF-2 
Clark. County'" 5.00 AF-l 

Small 1. 00 
 AF-2 

Howard :U)O 
 AF-2 

Cain 1.00 f" AF~Z 


Konler 1.00 foe AF-2 

QuiJIl"fIan 1.00 f•• AF-2 

Matchett i .00 AF-2
I" 
Treymllyne 1.00 fee AF-2 

Benza 1.00 fee AF-Z 

Fafelta 1.00 f•• Af-2 

Clark County" 13,00 f.. AF-'2 

Close 5.00 f •• AF~2 


Campbell 1,00 f.. AF-2 

Srockert 1.00 f •• AF"Z 

Fisher 1.00 f•• AF-2 

Peterson 1.00 f •• AF-Z 

Fafeltb 1.00 f .. AF"2 

Larue 2,00 fee AF-2 

Clark County'" 1.00 f•• AF-2 

Over-devest 1.00 f .. AF-2 

Larue 1.00 f •• AF-2 

KIrchen 1.00 f .. AF·2 

Shaw 1.00 f.. AF-Z 

Close ... DO f.. AF-2 

Zugsntjth 1.00 f •• AF-Z 

I!eczko 1.00 f.. AF~2 


"'mO$t of tnese covnty tracts have. been redeemed; 5 ac. 

254.01 NA 

270.86 fe' AF-3 (SR) 

Unknown 257.03 fee AF-3 (BR) 

Unknown :;20,00 f,. AF-3 {6R) 

,..1,261.82 AF-3 tER) 

UnknOwr, lee AF-3 (aR) 
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APPENDIX B - ENABLING LEGISLATION FOR LAKE MEAD NRA 

:?'J':;:rhc :"aw SS-O!9 
5$.~"l Cc....Ft'ss. S. d3 

Oct:.oe:- $. l"04 

T .. '''''h')' 1\" lI""'I"/I!~ h~~i.. rut ad",,,,;"! •• ,,,,,, "r II,,· l_-,~ "'~"d :-;.• '"",,,,; 

H....fiI!,,'" At...... Ar-,~_" .. 1I1;d ""."",1,. Q,,,l 1<..- .,,1,,; ;"'t.~,,,....,. 


8, if rMlf'!rd "b~' fA" SOdrff' Ql,d IfoJ'Hf' "i !,'f}'t('~r/lfd.';'·N f)f 'J" 

C n.ifra Slnto ill .~ n.tr:("'1 ;T. r()1'9",n <"'''''I,. L rtf. Tl.:'!:, ill :.t'~.;;;, " 'it 


Ilt lilt! l1al j(>l!!:;l ~;!=11;n('";\n<:," of li)~ L\;;'I' )1<.':.d X,\~H:!l\1 h"f.'n·.~:~'};, 


Area, ill Il.t SHift'S af A;il,n:)~ nlld XeT,,,U. :\1\<1 iT; <"w,,'rr to f,,";!Lil"i.:'l 

mol'!' .';f'(:!ll:llt ullsis for ~trtttin' nflnllHi5fr;!lio~1 u; Sl.t'll :\IPf! for ;.11' 

public l>en('nt. HIi' S«rtu)'r,Y of lhi" lmtnor llu-f':liU'r hl!t,Y ('xt!;"6,... lhe 

fW'H'tions l<nd CMT':' OIH thr' lH,ti,-iiies p~('s('riil(',i Ly 1,1\1\ .\N. 


Sr.c. 2. T.akt' Mnd ~elJ{)llnl R>"ere;H;oJ) ,\tea shali «>mpI";YoI' til,,, 

pAttieUIOlt Innd and "'-1I"r :l.1"!;!:l which I!' ~l!OWll on It N':-t:lill lll'lti. ;(i~l1-
lined liS "Ooul'ldar:y ffi:'p. n.\-r.~r-:-C$(""H, rt''"l...eti July r;: :"....,,:;... 

wi1i.;:h is (in file .!lind whJch simll ~ a~'TI!hb;~ for pI'Ll!!: insl'",(t;1J11 in 

the office of tM !\nt~ona! Pak Sf'nic£.,1 !he ikjYIlH;)t'ni flf rJlP Ime· 

rior. An eXile! wp,,· G{ such.•rnnp Sil:i.1l IX' fiied with the Ffi~ralll.rglt\. 7,_:",;; "" tr 


'1"~:.,.,.., t,~,...let" "";(hill thin)' Q1\Ys fol;owing 11,e :1ppro\'rd fit riJis ~\('f, an.i ";\1) 
:;:s!*r.I'X::Ict ('QPY tJ.el""t"Qf ~hl.lll~ tit"ftiifl.ole :11"<1 fOr ftlbliC in~llfe'tiOl, ill ti,l; 


hft)\riquarllU"S o/ii('e of the supt'rul!t'!l(iell( 0 tlle ",,,i,t I..:lke :'lIra'! 

Xl\tiou:\! R[,{,N!ntion Area.. 


ThE' S ... crefury of !I,,~ Interior is :lnliu)t"i;:rr. to 1'I"'\'j'Ji lilt' l>{)'lwi:.rit's 

of such nntionn! t"~lutio!1 art'n. ~l1isjl'("t In the tf'/lldl"E'JIlt'3H tim! fhe 

fotn! t.Crea~ of that AN'n, as tl:!,"i~d, sindl he lit> ::.:n-:I.IC'T 1;\:(1l lhe 

i'r"~llt "<:f""l'll./..'"t' thercoL In In" 'Yf"m of $l1fh boUll'l:t:'"y n"~·ision> ],I,\p$ 

ot thli' ffrre.'l.li(1lI 1Irt'f<. ns r,\·;~, -"haU bI> l,rrl'aft't: iIi" !he VI',,;ll'" 

m;:!lt of Iht': lUle-l'inr. lUld ~h!!ll be fil... l m !be l'.'Ui11' n;'''lIll''r, "lui !>11,11 

!.le M'flibhl" f(or pllVli.c W'<;l>("'('1 lOll tI bD II, :1("<:'0l1bll"," wif J1 I be a ;f'Y,""",:"Iiti 


pro<::'('(hll'l's "1'd rl"l"!;uin!I"Ilt'IHS I~ladllg to tlot' iIllll!! M;a t1":l.iiaai(ir: of 

me.p!!. Tile SN:nI.<lry mny :u;rl"pt donnli"HJ; of i:uul Anti inl{'::-t~r.,; ![> ~... ;~,.., ," 


:"-,J;.1I.r.d within tlH, ..xtc:rior oolltlonrit's of ~Ildl !I:'"t'<I. 01' slu:n rH'operr~" 

mny be pr()('urt'(j hy the Sf"Cfetflry II) sarh tnltlther 11$ he slull tOll~i,ier 


to he in lhe plln.lic intt're;St" 

III IIxtrclsing his nut horily to acquire ptojlt'I1)' lA' 'ML:Il\&N'. I ht ~r<> 


I'e1,Ary IllHy :i('eltpr tirlt to any l1on-'Fedt'r.\! pml'f'llY l()('at\"d wit11i11 

the lxmlld:tl'ips Qf the l'«:N"l\rio-n :<1"M) nlld rn!. ~ t'v (I) tl,« C,'1\lItnr of ~;l"ll 

I!r(l~rty tUl)' fcder:tUy O"Km~d prop('rfy 11)\(l.-r'1'1t' jllri ... licri(l!\ of .hl' 

Secrel:!.:-Y, u()f~'ril hstflll<ilnz any ;;)fill'!' pro"ision of kt>x, Tilt' pl'0f*'l~ II'>' 

$0 I"nh111!g«i shnl! be npproxlrna1.1y !?<IuIII III fai:'" mlilkt'1 ntiup: /,1"<1­
ridM. ")1111.1 the Se<::nal\ry mll'- ncet'p' {"1lrJ. from or pny (')1,,1; ro ,1.(, 

~tGr in slIch An l'%cl\tl.ll:,! "ill order 10 Cfju:lllt' the \':'Iluvs of t;.e 

proptrt)('$ eAc:han~. 


EstJlu)ishmlUlt or revisioll of tit. boundnrJt;s of ti.e Mid unfit))).,1 

recreafioll ArtA., ai llett!lU pre.o;cribt-ti, shaH not IIff«! ndn't'Sl'ly IIny 

"aUtl rights in the r..rt:I, nor 5111'111 it :-.tTff"t the v:o.lidity of",itltt!r:\I'!ll~ 

heretofore lTIn.de for N'elrunatiOfl or pow{'r purp0s.0!5. An J:;,mls in tiH"~ 

ree~t.ion Uta which hl\n~ heel) wlthdrnvnl<lr .equil"ed by [he rnilf-J 

Statl'S for I"t'Clam",don purJX>IfiIJs ~\!dl r'toll"iu sllbjfct 10 Iii" primnl': 

USf! thenof for NlCtAmnlion alll:l. p<Jwer flurpo!(\S 1'0(1 IOIlJ: 11'> they tHY 

",ithdntwn or nlfflded for l'iueh purposes.. TIleri': shv..l1 be ~.ldmjl'ci. hem l':-=;~ny ~X~ 


'tM said uariona) <"«nAtion al'1!!l. by tli. Secl"('t:tc,Y of thi; Iniuior nIl)" ;l\;.u",,,, 

pl"Opt.rt)' for m&nl1~mt'nt or protect ion by th~ nUN-1l1I of Rednmw.un. 
whiCh would be; subject othe~Ue iG inc1u:siotl in the snid no;;l'I!.Iuio!\ 
..,..... ..nd which the Settf"tnry f)f the Intu'iw conSiders in tla Bl1tional 
int.rest shol1ld be ueloded lhel'drom. 

St:C. 3. n. authorities gnnted bv tllil Act $1.6.11 l:oe subject to the r-o..a:.... ...~ IM~"'" 
following u:~ptit)ruI And qualificnti"on.s when uncised wllh l'tSp«t :"'-.:.0 • 

37 

http:Rednmw.un
http:pl"Opt.rt
http:l'%cl\tl.ll
http:npproxlrna1.1y
http:Sil:i.1l


""......tio ...d 
?J.l'??'d~ 

Ifwrt~ ...,g" rhhooo 
ina,. tl"llp;oing,. 

Cctcber 0, l?~4 

ji, ., ." ,,,j ,,: "i;,,,!t~ ;;,·"i~ v( Ii... lil:,lbl"'\ 1'",,,01' "H,j Ul"\ be 
;1" ;, .. ;.,' ... ill.11I ,~,,, ~_\i<'I,,·~ l ..,,,.,,j.. r.\"" uf d,p L.kl' :'If'ad \;-;1;ql1;~1 
H('rJ".Hl"U .\1"1':1 

(~J T1w 11Ir!lb'Qj. lit !1"juU Ia,,,h,, Ilhiu :1"" (\">';',r !MIUI""IIWo <>/ 

Ih~ :ll"?j\ ~hllli not k ..J!f'('(F'(" IIntil "l'l'fU.vd bJ ,;,(, ll"")"I'1\1 Trio.1i 
COUl.n!. 

(ll) ;\1'''N':11 df',rl{'plhrn<....r 1("'1' .~t !!,f' 11>,11;(1: i;')l!i. ~;:::!! lo!" l"':--' 
1II11let! oll1.v 1111U't"Ord1\fH'!' "lilt IiI(' I:!w, dml he,,,;!, III 1mI1t!!, L",,;'" 

I.e) fA'l!!\eS lIud jlt'mm:<> !'lr gc-l!.. ~II1'\:n':Il;"1\:ol '1 ..... 1,1i~;!'("" .ill'''. 
110me 1Il!('S, vflr,uion 'C"Ihill Silf"l, and ~r.IZIIl~ ~;I;dt 1"1<" f,\I"o;I,..1 iI, 
a('('ordllw"'e 'wilh lite J:t'\\1' rphll»:: If! It':1~ of Jlrlii;'>!I 1:!IIIi".I,rmh'''.i 
th:lt "n df'\"elopmNlt- nnd InlJlrm f'l1.Nl! !t';\i~ "'!';l ;..."t:llllO'ti ..11,,1l .~\I(!Jnh 
If'! Ihl!' dE'vftlopmtm Iltv-~mm ;l,nf1 st>\lHhr,l~ [>f'PY·Tii.wd for tht I..:,;';\! 
lfe=d N'atio:ul RI"(N':ffion .\ff;t. 

{d) :SQthio:; ill flu;; .\{'I ...ilail ,jenr:I"(' I ill" llh"I1)>(':'>, of file 11";,;,;,,,,; 
TTiOe of hUn1itlg I\nd fishil!~ llri"lh,::cs pr"'Yt11l1]' .pxerd~tl \1-.. J(irn" 
nor diminish those figim :tnt! pri<-itt!!t" Qf 111;'\( f!"lr! of (:'11< ~,~l""'" 
!lOll whit:lI is indUQ('d ill the L.~;"(' :'le:ni n~""~:F;»I .\n'lI. 

Sr.c, 4. (a) Lnkt )r~ci ~:l:iom_d Rf'{"I(,;Hion .\rt';! Sl:al! I~ :iUlllij;;~. 
!e:"l"<l by the s.crefl1r1,· of rhe Imuior lv, l.'"!!n(:'r~j nur~~ of [lou:!;: 
H!,;':N:nl ion, benefit, and \I~ :'Inu in n tn:mncr th.-u w~l! pl"eSt'rn. "t"eiOl), 
and enhfll~ llQ far.s pmctirnble, the nxrtnriolt IlI)tt'1)1I41. 'Iud Il\ n, 
mZlllner dUlt will pre:st'l"I'e thl!' $("<'111!'. lli$loric:. &'lftmilir. 4n.1 0I11('r 
'mp<It'Ull1t featuM$ of flll!' Art':'I, rollsi~I<J1dy wilh ;'l)!11ir;;.;,'c l?!<?rno· 
(wns a.nd llminttions t1!1;\!ift~ to $uc!J ,IN,. ltllcl "'·.:iI othe• .lmilor,zl:'(l 
uses of the lands and proptrtirs u'ilillll 5111:·h ar~:L 

(b) In carrying out tilt functions 1'l'l'SCribtd by; his _\et, III add!1 :on 
:0 other related activities [hlu JrulV he ~rmilt¥d ;~nmm1~r, th~ ~M!. 
tat)" may J?n;wide for the !ollo\l,'inl! oetl\'I'~ SI.~jt'('1 to- !'U!'II linll!r" 
tiOflS., OOllattiol'l.'I., M ~i;tdousa$ he n",y p~ril"l!. and tl) }m::h tJ;I~!lt 
as will not be inconsistent with eilhl!t 111~ f't'Crelulr,1l1l! U~ QT the pri. 
mary use of thot portiOll of !lIe ;>'"':1 ilE'tI!'lOfQn! w:fhuratn. for red,,· 
lnaJlon purpoet:S: 

(1) C'.-enernl l'eCrnlioll 1lSf, !>1J<:h l\!l oolhill;:, eo:uln;:. clllllping-. 
and picnicking; 

(2) G=io"; 

(~) Mineral Je.o.sing; " 

(4) Vacation obiu sile use" in lIcronlrt.nre with u\sliu~ polKit-\o 

of the Departmellt flf the Il1tnioT relRlin~ to tiuch Illof', or ns SWil 
policies In:'y be ",vised het'e\her hi' the Setrl'lary. 

S,-x.;5. The SII'Cl'et4ry of tile Illit't"lor 5il,,11 ~rl:'l;t IlHlIiinc, nshin=, 
llUd tr:tppinir on the. la.nds fwd 1IUtl"~ U11f:ltr his. ju!'isdkl ion ~'ithilt t,,'1 
l1'C~al ion g,rl!l\ in a«oMnN with til!:': npplirnble Jr, ws IUIt! :-t'::dnl im]s 
of the 'Gnit.,1 St.au:s :Utd the t'l'$pt'CtI~ St'l\tes: I'r'n:id!'ft 'f11:l1 I;n,' 
:)ecretat'V, llfll:r consultatiQn W-jtll fhe retpKti\'t Sr:l,tt fi ..1! and g.'\,"ne 
eommis&ions, mny issue n>jN!:.tioru; d~ipmling <:011(5 whl"l"f' antill'S; a .... 
Jishiu/iC periods ,,.h,,, no hllntll't::. fishmJ;< or trllppmg shall be per. 
mi¥ed for nason!: of publi~ safety, A'!nllr.istrntil)!-, or public use ami 
eU}.2Ym~nt. 

::;u:. 6, Sueh nntion,,1 ree;e&tiotl o.r,C\,'\ sh:111 con:::J.lle to be ndrninis-­
tcred in. lIccoro"nce with re:;'Jla,tKmS heM."l-o!mt i~w:d by the Secretarr 
of th. Interior t1!iating to ~uch al'ffLS, n.n.d HiI! S~t'II!tllry may tt"ise SOdl 
~lations ot" issue new ~gubtil)ns 1-0 ('JUT)' OUt tbe puTfK'HS Qf this 
Aet. In his a~hniniSlt1ltjon \l.nd !"ep:ul:l.tIOIl of the :l.~'. tl;t; S«rt'tuy 
shd} uwse authority, s'Uujt'Cl to the provis.iou and limiudons 01 
Ihis Aet." i:lI>mparable to his gt:;\eral :l.J:ministmtiv. :luth<yrilY rela.ti.!g 
to 4~ of the nationAl park syst'efil. 
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- J _OC'lo~er 13, 19>4 

11,e q'i'll'I'( ,,/>"'" i<'l'!, C.'l , ... 1 n kt""!:i, ../i1"1"1' .... '" 1" j, :!"U ,,{ :;, w 11 n'rT'!'lll iOIl 

!'Te:It l!", :,~,l1"')nU,l.1O UIl\l..e :1I"\":4~ ffn "In!:.: :,,', ~d llH.~ ,,f 1I,l' h',j:"" • .ln­
COilS 1\ prhl':1 bll' to 1he Il~ Of !,j>'Si'f!kol JIU!'1<U;1II1 1~ do! .!,.rt, ana till'Y 
nUl y brll~~ d,~ ,,~il'"d~~ tor ~"J't' ~ 1,(>, 1....:rt'~! r;on" 11;:<l> 'VI>tT, j H.lgt". or {,Oil I~l 
of lilt' l ull~d ::;ll.l~ IIllnll~ jll("....heflf'lll HI !tll' premi$C!>. 

.tny person \\-lio vinlalf>S a rlllt' or ff'!:uhuion i...,.ueu rtll~tlnllt 1'1 111;1\ 
.'et S!!lllt ~ plihy.ol 11 mh,dt'ul(>;lIlur, <II>!1 !!Ul}' l>e l'Lllli!>hw b,- II hl1t~ 
fJ' not mort emU! i.'Ml. or by inlpris<.lllllll.'llt /Iv{ f:M'I.'I'<'.in, six U;olllhl>, or 
by both sud: fille nfld imj}fj~:mlenL 

Sec.. 7, XOlhlng ill flIt-. Ad skdi ,lrpriw ;l.IlY :;:MI\', ot" allY r.:liri~·lI.: 
subdh'ision rl,N't'oi, of its tj\·ilem.l cr;milml j lIrilldH:~t ion O\"j: t ,;.e lamb 
"'Ithin the Mid llt.;ioUlll Tt\':rftHwn arf'a.. or (If 1I.\1 rlph!510 l:U; Il('rso)\~ 
torpor:ltions., franchises, ot' pro~rty OIl Ill~ htous indlJded in liHWh 
a~, XOlliiHj!ln Ihis AM .<ll,:.n J'fmdlfy f\'t ol)'t'rwlSoe !l1i~ the UI.'ittlij!' 
jurisdiction of thi! lh'lIl:lpai Tribe (W n111'r Ihe ~1:t1ll5 of in,\i\'iulln! 
Hualapai Illdi:ans withir. ,hll.( pUrt of tlli! HWI"IIJa! hH1L'fI R(t;.;tr'·u­
lion incl:uded in said lAke ~!Mcl XllIiollal RR't"E':ltiOli ArM. 

SEC 8. Jlt.nmues and fees otr.n.intd by tiJe l-j}ir~J: SHUU from op!!'nl.o 
lkm of the na.tiOHal recnta.t!j){1 IB't''' shalt ~ subjK'l 10 Ih/! Sltmt' stMU­
tory pru"lsions. cQncl!minj! dIe disjlQsitioll ,helTOf as art! simiiar Z't"V~_ 
noes oollf'cted in '-reas of the 1llHioJl!ll jlSlrk iyHem wil h j he u«"l'liotl. 
(hat those p&rtieulllr ren'lIues and ffi!S indudin: tllt/Se from minuai 
de'$"eJopmelifs, which the Se:cn,tary of thr Jllfrrior /iuds /trt! rtfLN:lnllhly 
nttribUiAbli! It> lOOmr, lands sha.ll ~ pnic In tht. lnd'i:m Qwner of the 
hmd, and with lh~ further tuep!101\ that other !MIS Al\d revenu'CS 
obtained from mineral QneJopmrml n,nd from .{'ti' itle.5 under other 
jlu1>Ht la.nd 11l'Ws -w-ithin the rttf"ention 1\"'1. shnll be dis~ of in 
M.:«>n:hl.llct: with th~ provisions of tilt :..pplknh.e In \\'$, ~ 

SEC. 9. A Unil¥d Slaf,cs eornn,r.ssioll"'r shnll bt lIf'roillff'<j for ,hal 
rortj~l\ of th!: Lake Mrn<l Sntionll.l Rf'Crt'Allol1 Ar~i IJUll is !<iru:ll~l in 
Mohw.ve County, Arizona., Such «mH'niu;on .. r slHdl be nppoilued by 
the Uni!~ States district court h.vlilg jurisdkrlon rhert'(wer. and the 
rommiSSWtllH' shdl suve IlS ~inel.«i liy such "Olin, ns well lUI J'l1lr$IlRllt 
to, and within the limits ot, the tuuhority ()f snicl ~rt. 
Tl~ functicn:s {)f S'UCh (:ommi~ioner shull indlldr thf triaJ al\d &ell­

t'!t\cingof ~fSOns commit! lug peay offel1ses, as dE-fiued in tid! lAo st(. 

tion I.. V'nited States Uxll!; Prirt.'idta, 'rnat any ~f'$On ehftrpl with a 
petty O1lense may ~!eet, to bt. tried in the diSfttet ('OUr! of :ht! t'11ht!<l 
StUflS" aud the eommi<;sionu shall Apprise the deirndnnt oj II\S ri~lll 
to m&l.::~ such election, but shall nm. pl'Q(".etd to try th~ C1!~ unless (he 
dtlfendAtI~ wet being so apprised. j:lgTlS a ....ritten CQtlSel\( to i.If' ~ried 
belo", the eommissloner. The ui!!t"('ise of .dditlOllAI functions by tho: 
commissiome:r 31lrJl be consistent with -lind be cnrn~ out ir. :lccol'cnn~ 
with the authority. laws, .nd ~1&lion5, of .i!'Htt'rni application to 
United: St.tes oommiss.iOlltra. Tnt pro'$"lsioo$ of title is. section 3m, 

.of the unit~ St.Jet Code., And the rujes, of pn.x.edure MId praetic-e 
p.reaerib.d bI tn. SUprtmfl Court punruftnt' thereto, shlLllllppiy to aU 
C&IftI hUldled bf tu~h wmmisgion.r, 'I'i~ pL"(l~tion lAwI &h.U b. 
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<lili,I".,,,b'e to j'nsons tr,!!d h... fht> Cf)n.mi$llirukr And ht 1>i,,,,11 l.~~·tI 
l~w« (I) ;;n:l1l{ prob:11 lOll- 1~.e rort:w.i$4i();,u <;:;'1 n>ee;qii :;;11' it~ 
Ilnd nont other, pron6P.<l bv i••' fer lii.:f or similar ~tvin!$. 

Btt:. HL 'Ij,i!rv ..~ :1!"~::~; 1l1.;:,horlud 10 b¢ tll'~d·'O?ri:.red Ito< Il,CO;? 
.bn $1;2i.\1.'XXI for tl;~ .n:;;isl~;on of h.ud and "If,af'e1>!S in 1$1>(: r!.lT· 
~UQnt to sectlqn 2 of this ,\cL 

Approved Octoher S, 1964. 

/£lUSt 1'I.!::POR1 N4. lON -.:>:<rl)$."yh\& it. J\. oI.()}C (e~. Itr. 1I'rHI"!G:" " 
1:1.tv.l.A" Af:-u!"'S). 

soon: ~F!T "0. 360 (C_. 01'\ 1~l1'·.~t"" 1I"JlI.;.1:u' ~rr.H''II). 
COJ.CR!:>S ICIUL Rt~Ol\D' 

Vol. lQ9 (1963). ~"fl. ~. <;Q:"..lli<ill,.,.<e U!<f. ..... u~ S<:Ir.tt. 
Vol, 110 (19M) I Aug. 1, t:lt>1"I;II1(),,·.e .~ ' ....ute h~"",., ..::,(nd,d, 


111 ::'1eu of H. 1'1. ~lP. 


Stpt. ?e, Stnll.'U \l;,UlOUrNd in 
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United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

WESTERN REGION 
450 GOLDEN GATE AVE~UE. BOX 16063 

IN REPLY ",enR TO: SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 9-4102 

D18(WR-RP) 


April 13, 1990 


Memorandum 

To: Superintendent, Lake Mead National Recreation Area 

From:AC!lNG Regional Director, Western Region 

Subject: Land Protection Plan Update, Lake Mead National Recreation Area 

Subject update is approved. A copy is enclosed for your records. 

cc: 
Chief, Division of Land Resources, Western Region, w/c ene. 



AODENDUM TO 


LAND PROTECTrO~ PLAN FOR 


LAKE MEAD NATIONAL RECREATION AREA 


APRIL 6. 1990 

Mineral r1ehts to tracts on the Shivwits Plateau, awned by the Santa Fe 
Railroad, were deeded to the National Park Service in 1989 (deed nUMber 88) as 
fallows: 

Tract ~umber:. Acreage 

12-124 19.43 
12~125 478.44 of 2,912.12 
12-126 12$,19 
12-127 10,32 
12-128 840,96 
12·-129 5.00 
12-130 461.86 
12-136 14,043.98 of 22.602.95 , 
14-114 103.56 
15-103 29.30 
15-104 15.62 

Meetings have been held. and agreement in principle reached bet~een Lake Mead 
National Recreation Area and the Arizona State Land DepartMent to exchange 
certain National Park SerVice lands in the Davis Camp area for certain State 
Trust lands within Lake Mead SatiQnal Recreation Area. The exchange is 
currently on hold pending the resolution of legal impediments that prevent the 
State from carrying out their part of the agreement. 

Park management has identified six tracts of land. totaling 125,000 acres. 
adjacent to Lake Mead National Recreation Area where scenic values are 
significant and complementary to the park, and where non--colllpatible use would 
adversely affect the park. These areas are Newherry Mountains, Cottonwood 
Cholla Forest, River Mountains, Bowl of Fire. Wilson Ridge, and Rainbow 
Gardens. All of these areas are currently administered by the Bureau ot land 
Management, 

Correspondence has been exch~nged over the past several years between the 
Park. Region. and Mr. (llind(leier {Venture Capital) in reference to a proposed 
exchange of Venture's inholdjng in the Meadview area. totaling 22.03 acres 
(tract number 09-133j, fo~ ce.taln National Park Service lands in that area. 
To date no progress has been made on the proposal. 
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Changes to Plan 

None. 

Recommended: 
Superintendent 

Approved 

ACIING 

\ 






AODENDU" TO 

L~NO PROTECT rON PLAN 

FOR 

LAKE IIEAD NATlOIlAL RECREATION AREA 

DECEMBER 11, 1992 

Th~s addendum upd3tes the Lake Mead National Recreation Area Land Protection 
Plan which was 1ast updated on April 17, 1990. 

Plan Implementation 

Tract Number 09-133, 22.03 acres, owned by Mr~ Glindmeier (Venture Capital) 
was acquired in 1992. 

~1eetings have continued between Lake Mead National Recreation Area and the 
Arizona State Land Department regarding the exchanges proposed. The Arizona 
State Constitution does not presently allow th~ exchange of these lands. Two 
attempts at obtaining approval for a constitutional amendment have been voted 
down by the residents of the state. A third attempt will b~ made ;n 1994. 

TAB Construction, one of the owner's of patented mining properties at Capital
Camp has contacted us regarding exchange of these oroperties for Bureau of land 
Managem~nt lands outside the recreation area. Western Region lands office is 
working toward this exchange. 

Dece.bee 31, 1992 
Date 

Recomfl12 oded: 

~/~
... 
/J" " 

Approved: / ___ .. - / 
~ Reg;~o~n~a~~~<kfr~e~c~t~o~r.~~------------------
, I~esternri{egi on 

U 





United States Department of the Interior 

NATJQl\"AL l'ARK SERVICE 
W~.,;t<:>m R<-.;;ioo 

I 

600 Harriwn Street, SuJ!l: 600 
IN RFPL\'KH1'J! TO &.0 fmnd1Co.l::alifOlnia 94!{17·137~ 

018 (WR-RP) 

JAN 1 9 1993 

Memorandum 

To: Superintendent] Lake Mead National Recreation Area 

From: Regional Director 

Subject: Land Protection Plan Update for Lake Mead 

Subject document is approved and a copy is enclosed. 

CO! 

Chief, Land Resources, WRO t w/enc. 
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ADDENDUM TO 

LAND PROTECTION PLAN 

FOR 

LAKE MEAD NATIONAL RECREATION AREA 

FEBRUARY 25, 1993 

This addendum updates the Lake Mead National Recreation Area Land 
Protection Plan which was last updated on December 11, 1992. 

~lan Implementation 

In addition to the contents of the amendment of December 11, 
1992, there is an active land exchanqe proposal on the 
Maurice McAlister properties, Parcel 01-109, in the Katherine 
Landing area. 

A proposal to establish a hydroelectric pumped-back facility in 
the spring Canyon area has upgraded the priority to acquire 
privately owned lands in the Hualapai Wash~ The plan should be 
amended to remove the exclusion by boundary revision and acquire 
Segment 9 parcels by land exchange or purchase, Priority 1. 

Recommended: February-~.;> r 1993 
Alan O'Neill, Superintendent Date 

Approved, 
Regional Director Date 
Western Region 





February 19, 1993 

MEMORAlfDUM 

To: Director, Kestern Region 

From: Superintendent~ Lake Mead National Recreation Area 

Subject: Acquisition of Privately owned lands. 

Three parcels of privately owned land in the Hualapai Wash have 

Hideout three 

recently been listed with a Realtor. We request that a high 
priority
parcels. 

be given to the timely acquisition of these private 

The lands in question are: 

Parcel number 09-108, 640 
Township 30 North. Part 
$112,000. This parcel lays 

acres, Section 35 s Range 
of the Pope estate. The 
across the main aocess road 

18 West, 
price is 
to Gre995 

and Osprey Bay. Of the parcel II this would be 
priority one. 

Parcel number 09-101, 320 acres, Section 33, Range 18 West, 
Township 30 North. 'l'his hal f section is not accessible by road. 
The price is $52,500. We have denied right of way for access to 
this property. The property is reportedly in escrow with a closing 
date of February 27, 1993. The name of the prospective buyer is 
not known. In the letter denying access we proposed that the owner 
consider land exchange. 

Parcel Number 09-111, 158 acres, Section 31s Range 17 West Township 
30 North. the asking price is $20,000. Acquisition is the lowest 
priority of the three due to the fact that other privately owned 
lands exist adjacent to it. 

The Land Management Plan for the Recreation Area incl uded these 
parcels in an area proposed for exclusion by boundary revision with 
the provision that we attempt to acquire these lands by exchange. 
The recent revival of a Hydroelectric Pump Back Project similar to 
the S-pring Canyon study and in the same basic location has 
apparently lead to increased attention to this area for potential 
private development. The area is a prime basically undisturbed 
desert area which contains large quantities of cactus and the 
largest stand of Ocotillo known to exist in the Recreation Area. 

While the Land Protection Plan identifies exchange as the method of 
acquisition. the opportunity for purchase should be considered now 
that the lands are available. 





ADDENDUM TO 


LAND PROTECTION PLAN 


FOR 


LAKE MEAD NATIONAL RECREATION AREA 


FEBRUARY 19,1993 


This addendum updates the Lake Mead National Recreation Area Land 
Protection Plan which was last updated on December 11, 1992. 

Plan Implementation 

In addition to the contents of the ammendment of December 11, 1992 
there is an active land exchange proposal on the MeAl lester 
properties in the Katherine's Landing Area. 

A proposal to establish a Hydroelectric Pump Back facility in the 
Spring Canyon area has upgraded the priority to acquire privately 
owned lands in the Hualapai Wash. The plan should be ammended to 
remove the exel usion by boundary revision and acquire parcels 
beginning with 09 which have not been previously acquired to 
acquisition by land exchange or purchase. 

Recommended: 
~A~a-n~o::,·;cN~e-i;~l~l~,~·=s-u~p·e···r·ci-n~t~e-n-d'·.···n~t----~-- Date 

Approved: 
Regional Director Date 
Western Region 





ADDENDUM TO 

LAND PROTECTION PLAN 

FOR 

LAKE MEAD KATIOKAL RECREATION AREA 

OCTOBER 21, 2003 

This addendum updates the Lake Mead J\ational Recreation Area Land Protection Plan 
which was last updated on December 11, 1992_ 

Plan Arnlmdment: 

Tract 04-104, containing 36_89 acres, more or less, is owned by the Lakeview Company_ 
This property has been operated as a casino for the past 40 years and is known as the 
Hacienda Hotel and Casino_ The owners recently contacted the NPS regarding the 
possibility ofpurchasing the tract for management as part ofLake Mead National 
Recreation Area. This is the first time in the 70-year history ofLake Mead NRA that 
there is a willing seller for this tract_ Such lands are available for federal acquisition 
under the Southern Nevada Public Lands Management Act. 

The primary justification for acquiring the property is that these lands are highly visible 
and support activities that are inconsistent with National Park Service Management 
Policies_ A secondary consideration is the property's proximity to sensitive wildlife 
habitat In 1974, the NPS negotiated a condemnation action on the undeveloped lands 
adjacent to this tract with the understanding that the remainder would not be acquired 
unless there was a willing seller. This amendment revises the Land Protection Plan to 
acquir. this tract as a priority of AF-I (Acquire in Fee with priority 1)_ 

Reoommended ~d-­
William K. Dickinson, Superintendent 

Approved 
I Director 





ADDENDUM TO 

LAND PROTECTION PLAN 

FOR 

LAKE MEAD NATIONAL RECREATION AREA 

OCTOBER 21,2003 

This addendum updates the Lake Mead National Recreation Area Land Protection Plan 
which was last updated on December II, J992. 

Plan Amendment: 

Tract 04-104, containing 36.89 acres, more or less, is owned by the Lakeview Company. 
This property has been operated as a casino for tbe past 40 years and is known as the 
Hacienda Hotel and Casino. The owners recently contacted the NPS regarding the 
possibility ofpurchasing the tract for management as part ofLake Mead National 
Recreation Area. This is the first time in the 70-year history ofLake Mead NRA that 
there is: a willing sener for this tract. Such lands are available for federal acquisition 
under tbe Southern Nevada Public Lands Management Act. 

The primary justification for acquiring the property is that the.. lands are highly visible 
and suppon activities that are inconsistent with National Park Service Management 
Policies. A secondary consideration is the property~ 5 proximity to sensitive wildlife 
habitat. In 1974, the NPS negotiated a condemnation action on the undeveloped lands 
adjacent to this tract with tbe understanding that the remainder would not he acquired 
unless there was a wilting seller, This amendment revises the Land Protection Plan to 
acquire this tract as a priority of AF-l(Acquire in Fee with priority I). 

Recommended: 16:?'l-~m',Y!1~-~~
iUiam K Dickinson, Superintendent IS.te 

11/17,..lo£..;3L-_Approved: 
Jonath'pn J " Reg; naI Director ~ 
Paci1i4 West '",=cv 
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