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United States Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service

Arizona
Pilot
Watersheds

HUC WATERSHED NAME TOTAL ACRES
15010014 | Detrital Wash 430,711
15020005 | Silver Creek 606,325
15020010 | Chevelon Canyon 529,935
15040006 | San Simon River 1,288,737
15050302 | Pantano Wash - Rillito River 598,235
15060104 | Carrizo Creek 451,863
15070102 | Agua Fria River 1,556,731
15020001 | Little Colorado River 483,202
Headwaters
15050304 | Brawley Wash-Los Robles 930,412
WES)
15070103 | Hassayampa River 901,029

== ONRC

Rapid Watershed Assessment
Pilot Watersheds
ARIZONA
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Rapid Watershed Assessment
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USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service
University of Arizona,

Water Resources Research Center
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In cooperation with:

Arizona Association of Conservation Districts
Arizona Department of Agriculture

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Arizona Department of Water Resources
Arizona Game & Fish Department

Arizona State Land Department

USDA Forest Service

USDI Bureau of Land Management
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' Fig. 4-5: Agua Fria River Watershed Housing Density Projections, 2030}
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Census block statistics

for 2000 indicate

a mean of 3 people

per square mile in the
Watershed, with population
decreasing in the Lower
Detrital Wash.

The maximum population
density if 233 people per
square mile in the Middle
Detrital Wash, near
Dolan Springs.
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Fig. 4-4: Detrital Wash Watershed Housing Density, 2000
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2% suburban

0.02% urban — Dolan Springs
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Theobald predicts an increase
in urbanization to 0.06%,
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lands, with most of the exurban
development on private lands.







	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Arizona�Rapid Watershed Assessments
	Arizona�Pilot�Watersheds
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	Slide Number 15
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Slide Number 18
	Slide Number 19
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22
	Slide Number 23
	Slide Number 24

