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Online Input

Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

3 3
5 1 1 Don't like development
5 1 1
5 1 1

2
Since it seems like OWSVRA is always under scrutiny, 

keeping it the same might invite more of the same criticism.  
Throw the book at it like the Developed plan does.

4

I think a Ranger Station is IMPERATIVE to OW.  If we can 
take the dangers out, more people will come.  I don't think 
RV hookups are necessary.  Once more people start visiting 
OW, the local RV parks will start expanding and provide that 
service on their own dime.   Mobile concessions are a good 

idea.

5

Developed would be my personal choice based on my desire 
to attract as many people as possible to this area, to desert 
life, and to promote ohv industry and camping lifestyle.  I 

also don't believe that it would be the wisest choice because 
I doubt it would be like I see in my head.  I could see the 

funding get cut later on, partial construction of said 
buildings or features, etc.

5 1 3
3 3 5
4 3 1

5 It would be nice to have a RV dump stashion.
1 3 5
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1

5 1
Keep the retiring whistle blower and pencil pushers in 

Sacremento out of our Deserts.
1

3 1 5
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 2
5 1 1
3 2 4

5

It's pretty developed as it is. Would like concessions during 
busier times and store for selling wood and common food 
items (stuff for smores, milk, etc) - like a very small mini-

mart; common offroad hardward like tie-downs, small gas 
can, etc - things you might lose or forget.

3 3

rather than putting much more $$ into this area which I 
think doesnt need much more development, I would like to 
see the $$ go to other areas that would help draw campers 
away from this central location -- like ocotillo wells south 

and hot springs

5 Keep it the same 1 Keep it the same 1
5 1 1
5 3 2
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 2 1
5 3 1
1 1 5 If an area is developed it should be this area
5 2 2
5 2 1
4 1 4
5 1 1

3

Legacy is my second choice for this area.  Current use is fine, 
but I see this area as being most conducive to the 

"developed" alternative for the reasons I provide in the 
"Developed" alternative comment block.  Because this area 

is close to existing businesses and park facilities, it is my 
opinion that the "Rugged" alternative would not be a 

sensible choice.

1
This planning area is already developed.  This choice would 

be a detriment to park use.
5

Developed is the most sensible choice for this planning zone 
for the following reasons:

1) Close to existing facilities
2) Close to existing businesses

3) Close to main thoroughfares which would support 
additional businesses

4) Easy access for RVs and trailers (if RV hookups are 
developed)

Headquarters Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed
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Online Input

Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Headquarters Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 3 1

3 3 5
in general, if any part of the park is to be developed I think it 

should concentrated to areas near the present ranger 
station leaving further areas untouched.

2 Too much new development. Keep it just the way it is. 5
The less development, the better. Don't make it a 

Disneyland for people who shouldn't be out there.
1

Far too much new development.  Stop before you ruin the 
place for your constituents. Keep it the way it is now.

3 3 5
3 1 5

3
I like this plan but, I think alternative 3 is the best for the 

area!
1 This is a solution with no rights for the citizen voting public. 5 This is the best plan for the future of the area!

5 3 4
3 3 5
3 1 4
5 1 1
1 5 3
4 4 4
3 1 4

1 Yes, Dislike. 3 Yes. Too liberal 1
Yes. Too extensive, too incompatible with protecing natural 

resources.
1 2 1
3 1 5

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

1 2 5
4 3 1
5 Needs an RV dump! 1 1
5 5 1
5 1 1
5 1 4
2 3 4
5 1 3
5 1 3
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
4 4 3
5 1 3
5 2 1
3 3 3
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
3 1 5
5 2 1
3 3 5
5
4 3 3
5 2 LIMITED USEAGE 3
5 1 1
5 3 1
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Headquarters Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

4 3 4

I view HQ as the commercial hub of the area.  If commercial 
and expanded development were to occur, it should be 

here.  Some people want/need additional services in this 
area, where others like me want a more secluded/rugged 

experience, but would like to visit.  One issue in the area is a 
lack of fuel stations.

5
You do a great job with the programs now. I hope that that 

does not change.
1

2 2 5
this is the area that should be developed for those who 

don't like primitive camping. please keep the rest of the park 
the way it is.

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

3 3 5
I think this is the place where most development should 
occur.  Those that want more facilities can camp in the 

Headquarters area.
3 Just okay. More development preferred along Hwy 78. 4 This is good. I like the planning of a new track. 3 Differences of this alternative and "rugged" not clear.
5 1 1
5 1 4
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 1 5

5

This alternative provides for continuation of existing 
character of the SVRA; however, mobile/temporary 

concessions should be allowed when provided in 
conjunction with permitted events.

When compared with Alt 2 (Rugged), the alternatives should 
be swapped.  Alt 1 provides a "rugged" character.

5 3
Permanent concessions should not be allowed.  Concessions 

(mobile/temporary) when provided in conjunction with 
permitted events are an appropriate need.

5 1 3
5 I would like to see permanent concessions 5 4
5 1 3

5
4 1 5

1 5

I think this would be a better area for devlopment off the 
78. I think it would allow a more cost effective location if 

you wanted to establish a RV park. It also would be easier to 
controll near headqaurters

5 1 1
4 4 5
5 2 1

5

I did not feel the need to comment on every box, this comment 
covers them all.

I like the way Ocotillo Wells is, I bring my family for weekend 
camping trips or daily outings. In the last 25 years I have been 

going, the park has done a good job posting and enforcing rules, 
keeping sensitive areas closed off and informing the public of the 
wonders the place has to offer. I do not see any reason to change 

the park, it is wonderful the way it is!

1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Headquarters Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

4
All we need is open trails.  Anything more is a waste of 

money that could be used to procure lands for OHV use such 
as Banning and Little Rock.

1
Don't need a new visitor center or comfy campgrounds.  
Snowbirds will come and complain about the noise and 

dust.
3

This is the only area we should allow any development 
beyond the occasional vault toilet.

5

5
Enjoy the programs at rangers station. Children enjoy and 

learn a lot about the park at each Jr. Ranger Program.
2 1

I was part way through this and there was a glitch with the 
website and lost all my comments. I have been trying since 
December to have time to go through all of these 11 areas 

and three plans and I don't have time!  The desert needs to 
be left alone.  NO MORE DEVELOPMENT!!!! NO MORE 

SIGNS!!!! NO MORE INTERPRETIVE DISPLAYS!!! ANYWHERE 
IN THE PARK!

5 No RV hookups, showers or gathering areas 1 1
5 5 5
5 3 1
4 5 3

5 no 2
don't like more buildings no visitor center or more ranger 

stations,
1

when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time 
of my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.

This is not Disneyland

5 2 1
2 4 5
1 1 5
5 1 3
2 1 3

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

2 3 4
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
2 I want more development 5 4
1 Trail only 1 Trail only 1 Trail only
3 3 5

5
5 1 1

5
The reason why we go to Ocotillo Wells is for the open 

riding and Camping. The more you try to manage this the 
more it is lost.

2

This plan starts the process of making this great park into an 
outdoor Disney Land. That is not the reason most people go 
to Ocotillo Wells. It is the open riding and rugged camping. 

Look how much riding has been lost at Pismo Beach and 
other areas when you mange it in this way.

1
This would be the death of Ocotillo Wells as a great out door 
rugged riding area. You might as well sell tee-shirts and hats 

with ears on them.

5 1 1
3 3 5
5 3 1
5 2 1

5 IMO, Areas in the south zone are best kept as-is. 3
I enjoy participating in and preserving the "natural" or legacy 

status of the south area such as around Carlsbad-hill.
1

I agree that Main Street areas should continue to be 
developed; I enjoy the Handicap accessible parking and rest-

rooms at Shell Reef, but I think it should not go further, 
except for safety improvements.      I recommend a public-

accessible ham-radio (or GMRS? and or APRS tracking) 
channel monitored by rangers to provide emergency 

communications for people in the park.

My other fear is that OW-SVRA would someday charge like 
Glamis.

5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1

5

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same 

time, it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This 
is why we love it so much!

1
I do not think there should be any more development in 
Ocotillo Wells. Keep it the way it is please. Also we don't 

need any more signs littered all over the trails..
1 No more development please

5
Leave it all alone . Don't let liberal politics ruin something 

that conservative families have used for  generations.
1 1

5
I want no limitations to riding. We don't need facilities or 

structure.
1

I do not want mobile concessions- This is camping and I do 
this to escape commercialism!

1 permanent concessions? Are you kidding?

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

4 Keeping as much open riding in this area would be preferred 2 3

4 3 5
some more development here would help spread out 

campers
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 Like the increase in way finding signage 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 5 1
5 1 1

5
I love the way Ocotillo is and it should be left open for public 

use.
1 3

5 3 1
5 1 More limited Camping is not a good option. 1
4 1 1
5 1 1

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 
has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 

Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 
years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 

fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 

paying into...
Preservation of cultural/historical property - must be 

protected without compromising offroad users access and 
safety.

5
Legacy is my preferred choice for this area.  The current use 

is ideal for this area.
3

The current use is ideal for this area, Though, since the bulk 
of the motorcycle/quad riders camp in this area portions of 

this planning area could be developed to benefit future 
visitors.

5

I support development of this zone within a narrow band 
along Highway 78 to provide for facilities, however, I would 
prefer the bulk of this planning zone remain as "Legacy" or 
receive some limit additional toilet and dry-camping picnic 

tables/sun shades.
5 1 1
5 2 1

5
I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area 

untouched.
1 1

5 1 1

4 This alternative would work for this subarea. 5

This is the best alternative for all areas. The less new 
development the better. A ranger station and new toilets 
along the trail might be useful, but please don't build any 

new facilities for RVs and other stuff that will attract people 
incapable of driving 4x4s. If that happens, the rangers will 

spend all their time towing idiots out of the desert.

1 Please DO NOT EVEN CONSIDER THIS.

3 3 5
5 1 3
3 1 5
5 2 4
3 3 4
5 1 3
5 1 1
3 5 1
4 4 3
2 1 4
2 3 4
5 1 1
2 1 5

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

3 4 5

5

not sure what your definition of "concentrated" OHV 
recreation is; don't like the idea of restricting OHV 

recreation in any way beyond current limitations, which are 
already too restrictive.

2 1 We are absolutely opposed to ANY development in the area.

5 1 1

4 I don't like the "trails only" aspect. 5 I like the Hidden Valley camp plans. 4
I don't like permanent concessions, but everything else 

would be awesome.
3 3 5
5 1 1
5 1 4
5 2 1
1 1 5
5 1 3
5 3 1

5

The entire SRV area should be kept Legacy as much as it can 
be like it was 40 years ago. If you make it so that an ordinary 

modern Suv can access everywhere ,you'll run the risk of 
damage and abuse since the "new" folks won't have an 

appreciation of how it use to be. Just look at Anza Boreggo 
state park when they graded all the trails and now have 

more damage since there is easier access by those who are 
not truly committed to the 4x4 sport.

1
With the right public attitude ,you should not have to limit 

access in order to preserve it.
1

What's the point in taking your kids and grand kids out if it.s 
developed with all its rules, One might as well go to the 

corner park in your housing development .

5 1 No need to stop the use of this area at all. 3
more bathrooms and facilities could offer a cleaner staging 

area for first time users
5 2 1
5 3 4
5 1 2
5 2 1
5 4 1
5 1 1
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
3 1 5
5 1 1
5
1 1 5
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1

4
Increases in sineage should be reviewed on a case by case 

basis, not by the entire region.
4 1

By keeping development in the HQ area, and leaving the OW 
South area mostly undeveloped, you can meet the needs of 
many people.  Developing this area with additional facilities 
is unnecessary.  People who need more than dry camping 

should camp in the HQ area.
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5
1 5 3
5 1 1
5 1 2
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 Water and dump for RV's is all that's needed. 1 3

3
Would prefer to see development of new tracks and 

facilities, along Hwy 78.
2 Too restrictive on new tracks. 4

I like the idea of developing this area with new tracks and 
camping, along Hwy 78.

5 1 1
1 1 5
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

5 1 1

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 

not acknowledge the existing conditions.

Mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 
provided in conjunction with permitted events.

1

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 

not acknowledge the existing conditions.

The management prescriptions appear in conflict when 
"concentrated OHV" is not permitted and yet OHV events, 

staging zones, and other special events are permitted.

Mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 
provided in conjunction with permitted events.

5
Mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

5 1 3

5
would like to see mobile concessions

Would not like to see developed camping
3 1

5 1 3
4 1 5
5 3 2
1 5 Some develpment 1
5 3 1

4

I like that the existing conditions will mostly remain the 
same. Keeping Ocotillo wells SVRA how it is now is very 

important to me. Development of the area would likely keep 
me away from the area completely.

2 1

3 1 5 This allows for more OHV opportunities.
5 2 1
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Ocotillo Wells South Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

4

Who decides what concentrated OHV use is?  Is it the ranger 
on duty that day?  Sounds like a slippery slope toward 

closure, or, at best a flimsy excuse to write tickets at any 
time to anybody.

2 Don't need showers or restrooms. 1

No, No, we don't need an amphitheater or more nature 
programs.  Unless, they want to feature the history of OHV 
recreation, the evolution of the dirt bike, tech tips, riding 

tips, speakers from the industry, etc.  The culture we should 
celebrate is today's OHV culture.  We shouldn't view OHV as 
a horrible blight on the land, but a great way for people to 

get out and enjoy nature.  Better still though, no 
amphitheater.

5

Really enjoy ability to camp by oneself or with a small group 
away from others and not next to everybody right next to 

you. Zone is perfect for ability to enjoy all areas; freedom to 
ride, vault toilets perfectly scattered if needed, close enough 
to reach all areas, and perfect for trips to the Ranger Station 

to learn new things at Jr. Ranger. I enjoy the natural look 
and sounds of the park. Watching rodents/lizards run by, 

scorpion hunting at night or coyotes crossing your path as 
you ride by.

2 1
Interpretive displays are nice to learn about the park, its 

resources or its inhabitants. But, to many can also take away 
from its openness.

5 1 1
2 2 2
5 3 1

Online Input



Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives 1427Appendix C - Input from Open Houses and Online Input Forum

Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

5 4 3
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 4 3
4 1 1
5 3 1
5
5 1 1

5

The more you try to manage this park the more you will kill 
it. We do not go here to ride specific trails but for the open 

riding and camping. RV hook-up off park are fine like the Blu-
Inn but the more you try to make it civilized the faster is 

loses why people are attracted to the park in the first place.

2

The more you try to manage this park the more you will kill 
it. We do not go here to ride specific trails but for the open 

riding and camping. RV hook-up off park are fine like the Blu-
Inn but the more you try to make it civilized the faster is 

loses why people are attracted to the park in the first place.

1

The more you try to manage this park the more you will kill 
it. We do not go here to ride specific trails but for the open 

riding and camping. RV hook-up off park are fine like the Blu-
Inn but the more you try to make it civilized the faster is 

loses why people are attracted to the park in the first place.

5 1 1
5 4 4
5 3 1
4 3 2
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1

5

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same 

time, it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This 
is why we love it so much!

1
Taking away off road areas in Ocotillo is A HORRIBLE IDEA. 
Why is this even being considered? Its an OFF ROAD park!

1 No more development!

5
This is our desert. My families and a hundred thousand of 

our closest friends. Leave it alone.
1 1

5 1 1
5 1 Why limit camping? 1 No mobile concessions,
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 4 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 4 1 Keeping the look of this area "as is" is preferred
5 restrooms and maybe shade 1 would want camper to be able to stay here 1 no development needed here
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 Like the increased signage 1
5
5 3 1
5 5 1
5 1 1
5 1 2
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 4 1
5 1 1

Shell Reef Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Shell Reef Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 
has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 

Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 
years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 

fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

3

the park has added restroom facilities here and that is a 
good thing.  This area could remain in its current state but 

would probably benefit from some moderate development 
of camping and restroom facilities.

5
some limited development of facilities would be beneficial 

to park users.
1

5 1 1
5 2 1

5
I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area left 

as-is.
1

I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area left 
as-is.

1
I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area left 

as-is.
5 1 1
4 See comments on other areas. 5 See comments on other areas. 1 This alternative sucks. No new hotels or RV parks.
3 3 5
5 1 2
3 1 5
5 2 3
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 5 1
4 4 2
3 1 3
5 1 1
5 1 4

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

5 4 1
5 2 1
5 Stop plowing new roads. You're ruining the terrain. 1 1

5 5 3
I'm not sold on concessions of any kind anywhere in the 

park except in 'headquarters."
4 4 4
5 1 1
5 1 4
3 2 5
5 1 1
5 1 2
5 3 2

5 1 2
more bathrooms and facilities could offer a cleaner staging 

area for first time users
5 2 1
5 3 5
5 3 2
5 4 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Shell Reef Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 1 5
5 1 1
3 If this is an off road park why is travel limited to roads? 3 If this is an off road park why is travel limited to roads? 3 If this is an off road park why is travel limited to roads?
5
5 1 1
5 4 3
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1

5 1
No camping,   Need more definition on OHV events. Given 

the number of people that visit, I would hope that Races are 
not allowed in the park for safety.

4

I see the need for Vault toilets, but these should be as-
needed, based on impact and numbers of visitors.  Shade, 
enhanced campsites, etc. should be judiciously located to 

avoid damaging natural beauty.   These sites should be 
tucked away and not in the open expanse areas.

5 1 1
5

3 1 3
5 1 1
5 1 1

5 3 1
Leave it alone! It is beautiful the way it is- we go because we 

love the freedom! We don't want buildings and 
structures!!!! Let us ride w out it being a tourist trap!!!

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1

3
Legacy should be fine.  But why restriction on new tracks or 

camping?
3 Why restriction on new tracks or camping? 4

I like this alternative, because the other alternatives are too 
restrictive.

5 1 1
5 1 3
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

3
Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 

mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 
provided in conjunction with permitted events.

3
Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 

mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 
provided in conjunction with permitted events.

5

5
I would prefer to see the entire SVRA remain with the 

"Legacy Alternative."
1

An increase in signage would take away from the adventure 
of playing in this SVRA.

1

5 1 3
5 4 2
5 1 1

Online Input



Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives1430 Appendix C - Input from Open Houses and Online Input Forum 

Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Shell Reef Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

2 1 5
5 1 1
4 5 1
5 Leave Natural 1 1
5 2 1

4

I like that the existing conditions will mostly remain the 
same. Keeping Ocotillo wells SVRA how it is now is very 

important to me. Development of the area would likely keep 
me away from the area completely.

2 Keeping the OHV Areas open is high on my "Like" list. 1

5 3 1
3 1 5
5 2 1
5 1 1

5
This is a good plan.  Don't do anything to mess up the best 

riding area in the park!

People can go to Anza Borrego to enjoy camping 
prohibitions.  The beauty of Ocotillo Wells SVRA is that there 

are not so many prohibitions.  Few people camp here, so 
why outlaw it completely.  Some people just want to get 

away from the crowd, so let them camp in this area if they 
want.

3
Don't need mobile concessions.  Who wants to come around 

the bend in a wash and rear end an ice cream truck?

5
5 3 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

5 1 Dislike prohibition of distributed riding 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
2 5 2
4 3 1
5 1 1

5

The more you try to manage this park the more you will kill 
it. We do not go here to ride specific trails but for the open 

riding and camping. RV hook-up off park are fine like the Blu-
Inn but the more you try to make it civilized the faster is 

loses why people are attracted to the park in the first place.

2

The more you try to manage this park the more you will kill 
it. We do not go here to ride specific trails but for the open 

riding and camping. RV hook-up off park are fine like the Blu-
Inn but the more you try to make it civilized the faster is 

loses why people are attracted to the park in the first place.

1

The more you try to manage this park the more you will kill 
it. We do not go here to ride specific trails but for the open 

riding and camping. RV hook-up off park are fine like the Blu-
Inn but the more you try to make it civilized the faster is 

loses why people are attracted to the park in the first place.

5 1 1
5 5 3
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1

5 Keeping open off roading in this area is VITAL! 1

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same 

time, it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This 
is why we love it so much!

1

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same 

time, it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This 
is why we love it so much!

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 3 2
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 
has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 

Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 
years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 

fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

Palo Verde Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Palo Verde Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5

I support leaving this area in its native state.  This area does 
not receive significant traffic and does not deserve to have 

park maintenance and management dollars spent in this 
desolate area.

1 No construction of any sort should occur in this area. 1 No construction of any sort should occur in this area.

5 2 1
5 2 1

5
I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area left 

as-is.
1

I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area left 
as-is.

1
I would like to see all the areas away from the HQ area left 

as-is.
5 1 1

4 5 1
Do not do this unless you want to turn the whole area into 

Disneyland. No new hotels or RV parks.
3 3 5
5 2 1
3 1 5
5 2 4
5 1 1
3 1 5
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 4 5
3 2 2
5 1 1
5 1 5

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular 

state rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children 
who would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering 

the land, plants and animals.

3 4 3
5 2 1
5 1 1

5 5

Increase in signage would be nice back there, and more 
interpretive displays would add a lot to that part of the park 

which is almost untouched because there is no point of 
interest anywhere around there.

4

3 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 5
2 2 3
1 1 3
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 2 1

5 1 I don't like areas where distributed OHV is not permitted. 4

5 2 3
5 3 1
5 2 1
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
5 3 4
5 1 1
5

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged 

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Palo Verde Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1
5 2 2
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

5 5

I would love to see signage and trails maintained similar 
Hungry Valley, Marked as beginner, intermediate or 

advanced. It is just a guide that helps family's know what 
they are going to expect when they have younger kids.

1 3 Camping should be permitted 3

5
open up the whole park like the old days where you could 

ride into the badlands etc...
1 1

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 Legacy is good for this interior area. 2 Too restrictive 2 Too restrictive
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, 

we need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

2

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

1

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

3

There appears to be a conflict between the "primitive 
camping allowed" and "No camping permitted".  While no 
facilities may be provided, the management prescription 

overlooks the potential for a campfire.

5 1 3
5 leave this area as is 1 1 `
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 2
5 Leave natural 1 1
5 2 1
5 3 1

3 1
Cuts down OHV opportunities.  Not what OW is suposed to 

be about.  That's what Anza Borego park is designed to 
accomplish.

5 More OHV opportunities!!

5 2 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

5 2 2
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 2
2 5 2
5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1

5 Please leave Ocotillo alone! 1

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same time, 
it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This is why 

we love it so much!

1

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same time, 
it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This is why 

we love it so much!
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 5 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 4 1
5 1 1
5 2 2
5 3 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
4 1 3
3 2 5
5 2 3
5 2 1
5 3 3
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 4 3
5 3 1

Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

4
5 1 1
5 1 4
5 1 1

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

5 3 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 5 1
3 3 5
4 3 I wouldn't mind some sensitive areas preserved. 1

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

5 4 1
5 2 1
5 Stop plowing roads. 1 1
5 5 5
3 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 5
4 2 2
3 1 5
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1

4 5 3
Too many shade and picnic areas could take away from riding 

areas
5 3 1
3 4 1
5 2 1
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
5 2 5
5 1 1
5
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 4 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

5 Its a great place to have a picnic and hang our for awhile.

1 4 3
5 1 1
5 1 1

5 3 1
Again it's fine the way it is!!! No structures! Just let us ride w 

out alllll the drama !
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 Legacy is good for this interior area 2 Too restrictive 2 Development of this interior area not necessary.
5 1 1
3 3 1
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

5 1 2

3

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

2

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

5

5 1 3
5 leave this area as is 4 4
5 1 3
3 5 1
5 1 1
5 5 1
5 Leave Natural 1 1
3 3 1

3 5
Let's have some places where camping is restricted.  Keep the 

desert available yet beautiful for all to keep.
2

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Pumpkin Patch Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

2
Trails too fragile for special events.  Inappropriate for 

camping.
5 1

4 1 Stop with this no camping stuff. 4
5

5 1 1
1 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 3

5 no 1 too many buildings 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

5 2 4
5 5 1
4 1 2
3 1 5
5 2 1
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

4 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
3 3 5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 4 2 Keeping this area "as is" is preferred
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 5 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

Tarantula Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Tarantula Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

3 5
I support leaving this area in its native state.  Too desolate to 

warrant future construction or improvement.
1

5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 5 1
3 3 5
5 1 1
3 2 5
5 2 4
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 5 1
4 4 2
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 1 1

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

4 5 2
5 2 1
5 Stop plowing roads! You've ruined this area enough! 1 1
5 5 5
3 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 5
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 2 1
4 5 4
5
5 3 1
5 3 1

5 1
I STRONGLY dislike the addition of OHV Riding Facilities and 

Interpretation & Educational Facilities.
1

5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 3 4
5 1 1
5
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Tarantula Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 4 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 5
5 1 1

5
1 4 3
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 Legacy is good for this interior area. 2 Seems unnecessarily restrictive. 2 Development of this interior area not necessary.
5 1 1
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

3

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

4

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

While OHV events are permitted, so should "other special 
events".

5

5 1 3
5 leave this area as is 4 4
5 1 4
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 2
5 Leave Natural 1 1
5 1 1

4

I like that the existing conditions will mostly remain the same. 
Keeping Ocotillo wells SVRA how it is now is very important to 

me. Development of the area would likely keep me away 
from the area completely.

2 1

3 2 5
5 2 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Tarantula Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1
2 Need better sinage. 5 2

3 Don't need to prohibit so called concentrated OHV use. 3 Don't need to prohibit so called concentrated OHV use. 4

Training track would be OK, but only if open to the public 
with self directed practice using signs or maybe a smart 
phone app.  Should not be an exclusive, expensive or 

otherwise restricted to the majority of users.

5 5

5
Like the idea/addition of mini blowsands within the 

developed plan, but mainly leave things as are.
2 2

5 1 1
5 5 5
4 3 5

5 no 1 too many buildings 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

5 4 2
5 5 1
4 1 2

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

4 2 2
5 1 Dislike prohibition of distributed riding 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 This is my favorite area to camp. 4 2
5 Trail only 1 Trail only 1 Trail only
4 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 5
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1

5

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same time, 
it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This is why 

we love it so much!

1 1

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 2 4

5 1
plenty of area in Anza Borrego to limit ohv -- dont need to 

take too much away from here
1

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 1 5
4 2 2
5 3 2
5 1 4

Arroyo Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Arroyo Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

5 I support leaving this area in its current use/state. 5 This alternative is also acceptable 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
4 5 1
3 3 5

4 1 4
we could use a ranger substation in this area to better 

protect people in this area. We could also use a cell phone 
repeater in south arroyo for better cell coverage in this area

3 2 5
5 2 4
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 5 Additonal signage ok, but no other development. 1

5
I enjoy use of the area the way it is and don't want any 
changes. Development = restrictions for use and fees.

1 "No Camping" is not acceptable! 2
How are you (we) going to pay for improvements and related 
up-keep when the state is so broke? I can't help wondering if 

there will be fees imposed at some point.

4 3 4
5 3 1
2 3 4
5 1 1
5 1 5

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

5 4 1
5 2 1
5 Signs = good. Plowed roads = bad. 1 1
4 5 5
3 2 5
5
5 1 1
5 1 4
5 1 1
4 1 5
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Arroyo Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 5
5
5 1 1
5 3 1

5 2 1
I STRONGLY dislike the addition of OHV Riding Facilities and 

Interpretation & Educational Facilities.
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
4 2 3

4
I will need more time to evaluate the plans before any 

exacting decisions can be made. Thank you for all of the info.
2

Once again, need more time to make a comprehensive 
decision.

4
I need more time to study before my personal evaluation. I 

absolutely love Ocotillo Wells & the whole Anza-Borrego 
Desert & definately want the best & most friendly solution.

5 1 1
1 1 5
5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

1 Needs to keep up with the times. Old thinking. 1 Again, this is for people living in the past. 4
Keeping up with the times. The modern off roaders like to 

have access to civilized stuff too!
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 Legacy is good for this interior area. 2 Seems too restrictive. 2 Development of this interior area is not necessary.
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Arroyo Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

3

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

While OHV events are permitted, so should "other special 
events".

2

This zone encompasses current concentrated OHV 
recreation.  Existing trails could be incorporated into an 

"event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events..

While OHV events are permitted, so should "other special 
events".

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA.

According to the boundary for this zone, it encompasses 
current concentrated OHV recreation.  This alternative does 
not acknowledge the existing conditions where the existing 

trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed when 

provided in conjunction with permitted events.

While OHV events are permitted, so should "other special 
events".

5 1 3
4 leave this area as is 1 allow distributed recreation 1 allow distributed recreation
5 1 3
2 1 5
5 1 1
5 5 2
5 1 1
3 1 5
5 2 1
5 1 4
5 1 1
4 2 5

4 1

This is a pretty large area to prohibit camping in.  We see a 
few people camped here and its nice they can get away for a 

more private experience.  The more camping areas that close, 
the more pressure  comes to bear on allowable areas.   It's 

stupid to force everybody to camp on top of each other just 
to satisfy a few busybodies who never really visit the park.

2

5

5
Like the Little devil slides area within the developed plan. But, 
overall keep the riding open or open some closed off areas.

1 2

5 1 1
5 5 5
4 1 5

5 one of the biggest areas, nothing out there leave it be 1 big bunch of noting out there leave it be 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

5 1 Needs Distributed OHV recreation. 3
5 5 1
4 1 2

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

4 4 5

5
Dislike prohibition of distributed riding

Dislike restrictions on primitive camping
1

Dislike prohibition of distributed riding
Dislike restrictions on primitive camping

1
Dislike prohibition of distributed riding

Dislike restrictions on primitive camping
5 1 1
5 1 1
2 5 2
1 Trail only 5 Trail only Trail only
4 3 1
5
5 1 1

1

This area is already trails only and it is a shame that almost 
half the park has been lost in this way. Why can't we have a 
completely open area to ride? How many national parks are 
there and how many closed areas are there? Why can't we 

have an area to ride with out restrictions?

2

This area is already trails only and it is a shame that almost 
half the park has been lost in this way. Why can't we have a 
completely open area to ride? How many national parks are 
there and how many closed areas are there? Why can't we 

have an area to ride with out restrictions?

1

This area is already trails only and it is a shame that almost 
half the park has been lost in this way. Why can't we have a 
completely open area to ride? How many national parks are 
there and how many closed areas are there? Why can't we 

have an area to ride with out restrictions?

5 1 1
5 4 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
2 2 3

5 1 I don't like the increase of signs and "interpretive graffiti" 1

3 I do NOT like how this area has been limited to trail use only. 1 I do NOT like how this area has been limited to trail use only 1

I think it is vitally important to keep Ocotillo Wells a DESERT 
and not turn it into an overdeveloped area. At the same time, 
it is vital to keep it as an OPEN OFF ROADING area. This is why 

we love it so much!
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1

4
Please open to distributed OHV.  This is critical because some 

of the best areas on the park to ride are in this sector
1 1

5 1 1
3 3 1

5
maybe some development along hwy78 to support camping 

(shade, restrooms) but nothing else
3 1

5 1 1
5 1 1

1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 3 1

Gas Domes Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Gas Domes Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

4 5 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
1 3 5
5 1 1
5 1 3

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 

paying into...
Preservation of cultural/historical property - must be 

protected without compromising offroad users access and 
safety.

4 1 5

this is a wonderful area of the park and I'd like to see some of 
the "trails only" riding areas be modified to allow open riding.  

Some of the canyons that we used to explore are now off 
limits because of the trails only restrictions.

5 2 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 5 1
3 3 5
5 1 2 could use a few more restrooms around pole line road.
4 3 4
5 2 4
5 2 1
3 3 1
5 1 1
5 Would like additional signage in this area. 2 1
4 4 1
5 3 1
4
5 1 1
1 2 4

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

3 4 4
5 2 1
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Gas Domes Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

3

I don't like that you can't ride off trail in this section of the 
park.  There are a lot of very cool single track trails that are 
not marked in this area.  If there is "Trail only" riding, then 

ALL the trails that have been made by riders should be 
labeled so the riders can continue to enjoy them.

4 Again, not liking the "trails only" riding. 4

3 3 5
5 1 1
3 1 1

5
Area near pole line rd and Hwy 78up to 1 mile in should 

desiginated as "open", no trail restrictions.
1 1

2 1 4
5 1 1
5 3 1

5 1 2
more bathrooms and facilities could offer a cleaner staging 

area for first time users
5 1 1
4 4 3
5
5 2 1

1 1
5 1 1

5 2 1
I STRONGLY dislike the development of OHV riding facilities, 
Camping and Visitor-Serving Facilities and Interpretation & 

Education Facilities in Gas Domes!
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
4 4 5
5 1 1
5
3 1 5
5 4 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5
1 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1

2
Too restrictive. Would prefer to see more development of 

OHV and camping.
2 Too restrictive 4

I like the idea of developing this area with more OHV and 
camping, along Hwy 78 and 86.

5 1 1
1 1 5
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Gas Domes Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1 1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

5 1 2

3

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA.

This zone encompasses current concentrated OHV 
recreation.  Alternative does not acknowledge existing 

conditions where the existing trails could be incorporated 
into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events.

3

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA. If OHV events 
are permitted, so should "other special events"

Alternative does not acknowledge existing conditions where 
the existing trails could be incorporated into an "event".

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events.

4

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA.
The "facilities" for developed camping are permitted and yet 

"developed camping" is not permitted.  The management 
prescriptions appear in conflict.

5 1 3

3
There are not many developed trails in this area.

Allow distributed recreation
1 1

4 1 5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 3
5 This area should be left alone 1 1
3 3 3

3

I like that the existing conditions will mostly remain the same. 
Keeping Ocotillo wells SVRA how it is now is very important to 

me. Development of the area would likely keep me away 
from the area completely.

1 1

2 1 5
5 2 1
1 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 5

4 Return to Existing trails instead of Designated trails. 4 5

Its good to add camping areas.  More camping areas mean 
less concentrated camping in certain areas.  Concentrated 

OHV use is OK  for this area near campgrounds and in certain 
areas that are absolutely amazing for riding such as the clay 

hills adjacent to Lakeshore Trail east of Pole Line Road.

5

5
would like to add the concentrated riding in the developed 

plan into this.
1 2

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Gas Domes Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1
1 1 1
4 2 5

1 no 1 done typing 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

5 4 3
5 5 1
4 1 2
5 3 1

Online Input



Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning Alternatives 1451Appendix C - Input from Open Houses and Online Input Forum

Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

3 3 5

5
Dislike prohibition of distributed riding

Dislike restrictions on primitive camping
1

Dislike prohibition of distributed riding
Dislike restrictions on primitive camping

1
Dislike prohibition of distributed riding

Dislike restrictions on primitive camping
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
1 1 5
5 4 2
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
3 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 Please open up to distributed use 1 1
5 1 1

2 1 4 Trail riding, and additional interpretive signing is preferred

5 keep trail riding open here and primitive camping 1
need to keep this area open. it is very interesting and I enjoy 
it. allows greater exploration of area and more room for ohv 

riders
1 no development needed here

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 Dislike the "no ORV" 4
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 5
5 1 4

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

4 5 1

Lakeshore Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Lakeshore Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 3 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 5 1
3 3 5
5 1 4
2 1 4
5 2 4
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
3 1 5
4 1 2
3 3 5
5 1 1
5 1 3

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

5 4 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 5 5
5 1 5
5 1 1
3 1 3
5 1 1
3 1 3
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1

5 1
I don't like "no OHV recreation is permitted". I don't like it at 

all.
4

5
I feel like primitive camping should be permitted and not 

limited to within 300 feet of of a designated trail. Also feel like 
trails only OHV is not necessary.

1 1

4 1 1

5 1
I STRONGLY dislike the addition of OHV Riding Facilities and 
Interpretation & Educational Facilities.  However, I wish we 

could camp in Lakeshore!
1

I STRONGLY dislike the addition of OHV Riding Facilities and 
Interpretation & Educational Facilities in Lakeshore!

4 1 3
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
3 1 5
5
3 1 5

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Lakeshore Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5
I believe this area should remain as is. Also to promote 

recreational activities in this area.
1 Public trail riding should remain open. 3

5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
4 3 2
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 3

2
Too restrictive, would prefer development of more OHV and 

camping.
2 Too restrictive. 2

Why are all alternatives so restrictive in this area?  The area is 
in a key location at Hwy 78 and 86, and should be developed.

5 1 1
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events.

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA.

3

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events.

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA.

3

Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events.

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA.

Alternative does not acknowledge existing conditions where 
the existing trails could be incorporated into an "event".

5 1 3
3 allow distributed recreation 1 1
4 1 5
2 1 5
5 1 5
4 3 4

2 2 4
Some services might be good if kept to the edges along the 

86
5 3 1

2 1
No OHV access in an OHV park makes no sense!  Most land is 

not open to OHV's, let's keep what we have.
5

5 2 1
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Lakeshore Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

3 3 5

5 Its very lightly used, but fun to go there.  Keep it open.
It's an OHV park, for heavens sake.   Go to Anza Borrego to 

enjoy 800,000 acres of desert closed to OHV use.
1 Don't close this area to the occasional special event.

5 1 2
5 1 1
5 5 5
5 1 1

5 no 1 who goes here? 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

5 1 2
3 3 3
3 1 4

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

3 3 5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 4 3
1 5 5
5 4 1

5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 5 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
3 3 3
5 1 1
5 1 NO MORE SIGNS! 1 NO MORE DEVELOPMENT!
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 2 4

5 1 4

development here could be needed to support campers. not 
like headquarters though.  Don't need concessions, plenty 

nearby down S22/Salton City.  This development could 
support Truckhaven as well.  Perhaps spread out 

development between here and Truckhaven area.

5 1 1
5 1 1

4 1 Do not limit camping 5 If it involves newer courses for all of us to ride, were all for it

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
1 3 5
4 1 5 this area needs improvement the most in my thinking.
5 3 4

Hot Springs Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Hot Springs Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

4 1 5

Developed is the most sensible choice for this planning zone 
for the following reasons:

1) Close to existing facilities
2) Close to main thoroughfares which allows for easy access 

for RVs/trailers
5 2 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 5 1
3 3 5
4 1 4
4 1 5
5 2 4
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

3

4x4 track has drawn larger crowds to this part of park. 
Another developed track in this area may overwhelm it.  

Additional semi-developed camping to support larger crowds 
maybe a good idea.

5

4x4 track has drawn larger crowds to this part of park. 
Another developed track in this area may overwhelm it.  

Additional semi-developed camping to support larger crowds 
maybe a good idea. Would not be adverse to a satelite 

operations and maintenance facility in this area to support 
operations on this side of the park.

1
This area already getting too crowded at times.  Additional 

development will make it worse.

5 5 5
3 1 4

4
5 1 1
4 1 3

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

4 5 4
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 4 5
5 5 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Hot Springs Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5 1 1
5 1 2
5 2 1
4 4 5
5 1 3
5 3 1
5

5 1 2
more bathrooms and facilities could offer a cleaner staging 

area for first time users
5 1 1
5 3 4
5 2 1
1 4 1
5 2 1
5 Like no development 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
4 1 5
3 3 5
5
5 1 1
5 2 4
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
1 3 4

2 4
This is an important area for the northern part of the park 

and is used a lot. Needs to be updated.
5

Important area. Maybe some showers can be added to this 
popular area.

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1

4
Legacy is good for this interior area. Should be maintained as-

is.
This is not different than Legacy 2 Development of this interior area not necessary.

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Hot Springs Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

3
Where OHV events and special events are permitted, 
mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed in 

conjunction with permitted events.
4

This alternative provides for continuation of existing 
character of the SVRA; however, mobile/temporary 

concessions should be allowed when provided in conjunction 
with permitted events.

5 1 3

5
I don't spend much time in this area - but I like the recent 

development
1 1

5 1 3
5 1 1
5 1 3
5 4 2

5 This area has some development now 1
5 3 1
5 3 1
2 2 5
5 2 1
5 5 5
5 1 1
3 1 5

5 Keep it natural with some beautiful man made trails. That's it.

There's nothing rugged about a new ranger station. We don't 
need it. Look at El Mirage.  Nice ranger station that holds no 

interest to me with a big toll booth attached.  Waste of 
money and detracts from the natural ambiance.

1
No ranger station or visitor centers needed.   The open, 

undeveloped desert is what we come here for.

5
5 1 5
5 1 1 No RV Hookup or Showers
5 5 5
3 4 5

5 no 1 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

1 4 5 No developed camping
3 1 5
4 1 3
4 1 1
4 2 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

2 2 4
5 Dislike prohibition of distributed riding 1 Dislike prohibition of distributed riding 1 Dislike prohibition of distributed riding
5 1 1
5 1 1
3 5 4

5 5
5 3 1

5
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
3 3 1
5 1 1
5 2 2
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
4 Please open up to distributed use 1 1
5 1 1
3 2 4

3
could allow more open riding area. some additional camping 

facilities could be developed.  this would allow campers to 
spreadout more throughout the OHV park

1 area could support a bit more openness 5

no ranger station need here or major new developments -- 
perhaps more support for campers - shade, restrooms.  as 

for ranger station it would be better suited in hot springs area 
I think.

5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 3 1
5 1 4
5 1 1
5 3 1

5 4
I like the addition of special events being permitted.

I don't like facilities being built.
1

Leave it like it is. I don't care for all the additional structures 
being added.  The cost to maintain should be put elsewhere.

1 3 5

5 1 5
this area could also be improved to be more tent camping 

friendly.
5 2 1
5 2 3

Truckhaven Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Truckhaven Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5

The Legacy option, of course, basically does not change the 
current usage of this public/offroad access area and is what 

has made traveling and utilization of OW SVRA enjoyable. 
Offroad vehicle owners have paid a fee/tax for many, many 

years in order to have a place to ride. The Legacy option 
fulfills that continued expectation for my family. We both 
own property in Octotillo Wells and own offroad vehicles.

2

Of course, again, the devil is in the details and once 
restrictions begin they generally continue to move into a 

more restrictions and not into a relaxing of rules and 
regulations. Although I do not condone destruction of 

anyone's cultural/historical property - there must be ways to 
protect these treasures without herding all the offroaders 

into restrictive access paths.

1

Developing OW SVRA into anything other than the type of 
park it currently is would not be in keeping with the offroad 
access expectations that offroad vehicle owners have been 
paying into... Preservation of cultural/historical property - 
must be protected without compromising offroad users 

access and safety.

5 1 4
5 2 1
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 5 1 Leave Truckhaven alone. It's fine the way it is.
3 I would like to see OHV events permited. 3 I would like to see OHV events permited. 5
4 1 4
5 1 5 camping facilities would be great
3 1 5
5 2 4
5 2 1

5 1 1
Devoloping this area will prevent future generations from 

enjoying the remote characteristics of this area.
5 1 1
5

5 1 1

I am not in favor of the state taking on additional cost for any 
improvements other than re-investing green/orange sticker 

monies.
Existing dry camping is all this area needs.

1 3 5
I think there is a great oppurtunity for new facilities and 
developed camping in this area as long as it is kept near 

highway 86. Not a big fan of training tracks.

2

Why no organized events? Where's the harm? You and the 
Tree Huggers have screwed with the property from the day it 
was acquired. It was better managed when no one managed 

it.

4 2

The "Distributed OHV recreation not permitted" language is 
confusing especially when the description is worded... 

"continuing the rich legacy and existing recreational 
opportunities Ocotillo Wells SVRA currently offers"

I'd like to see it as it was 5 plus years ago...

Again the "Distributed OHV recreation not permitted" 
language is confusing...

Keep it undeveloped...

2 4 4
1 1 5

4
4 3 1
3 5 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Truckhaven Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

There should be an alternative that is trails only and for 
extensive interpretation. Not all visitors to this vehicular state 
rec area are into the thrill of driving. Many are children who 
would much rather be out of the vehicle an discovering the 

land, plants and animals.

5 5 4
5 2 1
5 1 1
4 4 5
5 5 5
5 1 1
5 Allow for permitted events 1 4
5 1 1
3 3 5
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
4 3 3
5 4 2
3 1 1
5 1 1
5 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development. 1 Don't like development.
5 2 1
3 1 5
5 1 1

5

If this is an off road park why is travel limited to roads? This 
(trails only) seems to conflict with the use listed as 

exploration and adventure in the planning overview as the 
character and experience of the area. This area is subject to 

significant erosion during heavy rain  limiting travel to existing 
trails will accentuate the erosion. Periodically creating new 

trails will preserve the character of exploration and 
adventure.

1

Why can a ranger station  be developed when no other 
development (developed or semi developed camp grounds 

etc) is NOT allowed. There must be a better place for a ranger 
station that would be near other development.

1 If this is an off road park why is travel limited to roads?

3 2 5
5
1 1 5
4 3 1
3 3 3
5 1 1
5 3 1
5 1 1
5 1 1

1 2 5
This area north of S-22 needs some link with the park. Right 

now it seems like an outside area. Maybe a toilet building or 2 
would help.

5 1 1
5 1 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Truckhaven Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

5

I've been riding/camping in the park for over thirty years. 
Other than the large trash dumpsters, the changes to the 

park over the last 5 years have been unneeded. The 
registration fees collected have dropped as bike sales are 

nonexistent. Closing sand areas in an off road park is 
unacceptable. This has already happened. Stop destroying 

the park with unnecessary "planning"

1 1

5 5 1

2
Too restrictive. Would like to see more development of OHV 

and camping.
2 Too restrictive 4

I like this alternative with planned development of new tracks 
and camping.

5 1 1
5 3 5
5 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is. 1 No changes need made.  The park is great as it is.
5 1 1
5 1 1

5

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

1

keeps the natural family feel of this park vs other OHV areas 
and parks.  OW is not as crowded as Glamis for a REASON, we 

need to keep that spread out feel.  Any attempt to 
concentrate campers (rugged) or commercialize (developed) 

the activity is a mistake and misuse of resources.

3

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA. 

This zone is a good place for OHV and other special events to 
be permitted. Where OHV events and special events are 

permitted, mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed 
in conjunction with permitted events.

3

The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 
opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 

does not address the core mission of the SVRA. 

This zone is a good place for OHV and other special events to 
be permitted. Where OHV events and special events are 

permitted, mobile/temporary concessions should be allowed 
in conjunction with permitted events.

4
The purpose of an SVRA is to provide for recreation 

opportunity.  Not permitting "distributed OHV recreation" 
does not address the core mission of the SVRA.

5 1 3
3 allow distributed recreation 1 1
5 1 3
3 5
5 1 5
4 4 2

3 5
I like this plan because it is a blend of allowing some 

improvments but not going to far with developing the area.
1

This plan goes to far towards development. I come to the 
desert for the natural terrian and beauty of the area. I don't 

what to see a five star RV park in the iddle of it.

5 1 1

5 3 1
Please don't over develop it.  This is the desert it's not 

suppose to be luxurious it's suppose to be a beautiful work of 
nature that we all get to enjoy.

2 2 5
5 2 1

Online Input
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Rate the 
Legacy  

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Rugged

Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Rate the 
Developed 
Alternative

Are there aspects of the alternative that you like or don’t 
like?

Truckhaven Planning Zone - Online Input

Legacy Rugged Developed

1

I extremely dislike the "disturbed OHV recreation not 
allowed".

This area has been used as an open access OHV area for over 
40

years. I see no valid reason to change that.

1 1

5 1 1
3 5 1

4

How did this area get designated trails only?   It was never 
that way before our OHV money bought it.  The state has 
used our money to restrict riding rather than expand it.   

Better to lay off the development for future generations to 
enjoy, as they say.

1
Nothing rugged about a ranger station.  Leave Truckhaven 

natural and spend OHV money on opening more trails 
throughout the state!

1
Please don't turn this raw desert into a national park with 

signs, fences restrictions, prohibitions and rules, rules rules.

5
5 1 5

5
I like the area just the way it is, Thank You!  Don't mess it up 

by "improving it", it always make things worse.
1 1

5 5 5

5

This is where I spend 90% of my time in the area, which adds 
up to approximately 3-4 weeks per year in total.  I would like 

to see this area remain open to vehicular travel, and no 
development.  I can see the advantages to potential 

development in some of the other planning zones, and even 
returning some portions to rugged, but I'd like to see 

Truckhaven remain as-is.

1 1

1 4 5

5 no 1 1
when I was 12 I came out to OW and we rough it, best time of 

my life. now I look and there are showers everywhere.
This is not Disneyland

2
Would like events permitted if this option is adopted.  Would 

like some distributed OHV recreation.
5 Would like some distributed OHV recreation. 4 Would like some distributed OHV recreation.

3 1 5

5 1 4
Should be planned upgrades here and lakeshore ( not huge 

to begin with)
4 OHV events would be OK to add. 2 Increased signage is not necessary 1
3 1 4

Online Input




