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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[LLCAD07000 L16100000.DS0000
15XL1109AF]

Notice of Intent To Amend the
California Desert Conservation Area
Plan and Prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report for a Proposed
Recreation Area Management Plan and
General Plan Update for the
Management of Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area in Imperial
County, California
AGENCY:

Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
Notice of intent.

ACTION:

SUMMARY:

In compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended (NEPA), and the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, as amended (FLPMA), the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) El
Centro Field Office, California, and
California Department of Parks and
Recreation Off-Highway Motor Vehicle
Recreation Division (OHMVR) intend to
prepare a California Desert Conservation
Area (CDCA) Plan Amendment with an
associated joint Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS)/Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) for
the proposed Recreation Area
Management Plan (RAMP) and General
Plan update. By this notice, the BLM
and OHMVR are announcing the
beginning of the scoping process to
solicit public comments and identify
issues.

DATES:

This notice initiates the public
scoping process for the CDCA Plan
Amendment with associated joint EIS/
EIR. Comments on issues may be
submitted in writing until March 11,
2015.
The BLM has scheduled two public
scoping meetings:
Wednesday, March 18, 2015
3:30 p.m.–8:30 p.m., Temecula
Conference Center, 41000 Main Street,
Temecula, CA 92590.
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Saturday, March 21, 2015
12:00 p.m.–4:00 p.m., Ocotillo Wells
SVRA Visitor Center, Discovery Center
Building, 5172 Highway 78, Borrego
Springs, CA 92004.
The date(s) and location(s) of any
additional scoping meetings will be
announced at least 15 days in advance
through local media, newspapers and
the BLM Web site at: www.blm.gov/ca/
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st/en/fo/elcentro.html. In order to be
included in the analysis, all comments
must be received prior to the close of
the 30-day scoping period or 15 days
after the last public meeting, whichever
is later. The BLM will provide
additional opportunities for public
participation as appropriate.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on issues and planning criteria related
to the Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP and
General Plan Update by any of the
following methods:
• Web site: www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/
elcentro.html.
• Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_
RAMP@blm.gov.
• Fax: 760–337–4490
• Mail: Attn: Carrie Simmons, BLM El
Centro Field Office, 1661 S. 4th Street,
El Centro, CA 92243.
Documents pertinent to this proposal
may be examined at the El Centro Field
Office at the above address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Carrie Simmons; telephone 760–337–
4437; address 1661 S. 4th Street, El
Centro, CA 92243; or email BLM_CA_
Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov. Persons
who use a telecommunications device
for the deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–
800–877–8339 to contact the above
individual during normal business
hours. The FIRS is available 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week, to leave a message
or question with the above individual.
You will receive a reply during normal
business hours.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
document provides notice that the BLM
intends to prepare a CDCA Plan
Amendment with an associated EIS,
announces the beginning of the scoping
process, and seeks public input on
issues and planning criteria. The
Ocotillo Wells SVRA is located in San
Diego and Imperial counties, generally
north of State Route 78, west of State
Route 86, and bounded by Anza-Borrego
Desert State Park on the north and west.
The BLM portion of this project occurs
solely within Imperial County and
constitutes approximately 21,600 acres
within the 85,000 acre Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.
The BLM lands within the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA are managed by California
State Parks OHMVR Division through a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).
A joint RAMP/General Plan would
improve the efficiency and effectiveness
of resource and recreation management
at Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Primary
recreation activities at Ocotillo Wells
SVRA include off-highway vehicle
(OHV) use, camping, education and
interpretation, and special events. The
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California State Parks General Plan
revision is needed to provide updated
planning and management policies,
goals, and guidelines for the entire
SVRA including SVRA expansions since
the 1982 General Plan was adopted. The
BLM decisions include whether or not
to amend the CDCA plan to change the
land use designation of some BLM
parcels in the SVRA. This may include
making changes in OHV area
designations in accordance with 43 CFR
8342. The CDCA Plan Amendment/EIS
will consider a proposal to designate the
Ocotillo Wells SVRA as a Special
Recreation Management Area (SRMA).
SRMA designations recognize public
lands where recreation is the
predominant land use. In response to a
California State Parks Recreation and
Public Purposes Act (R&PP Act)
application, the BLM will also identify
lands within the planning area that
would be available for leasing or patent
to the State of California through the
R&PP Act or other land transfer or
disposal processes. The purpose of the
public scoping process is to determine
relevant issues that will influence the
scope of the environmental analysis,
including alternatives, and guide the
planning process. Preliminary issues for
the CDCA Plan Amendment area have
been identified by BLM and OHMVR as
well as other Federal, State, and local
agencies and stakeholders. Issues
include wildlife and botany; cultural
resources and paleontology; water
resources; noise; land use; geology and
soils; mineral resources including
geothermal; socioeconomics; hazardous
materials and solid waste; public health;
visual resources; air quality; recreation;
and traffic and transportation.
In addition, the BLM anticipates the
following planning issues: (1) How best
to address conflicts between
recreational users, and (2) how to
balance opportunities for the different
kinds of recreation uses.
A preliminary list of the potential
planning criteria that will be used to
help guide and define the scope of the
Plan Amendment includes:
1. Compliance with FLPMA, NEPA,
and all other relevant Federal laws,
executive orders, and BLM policies;
2. To the extent consistent with
Federal law, the lands will be managed
consistently with the California
Department of Parks and Recreation
OHMVR Division’s Strategic Plan and
the Off-Highway Motorized Vehicle
Recreation Act, which include policies
for managing both environmental
resources and recreational activities in a
sustainable manner;
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3. The Plan Amendment/RAMP/
General Plan will recognize valid
existing rights;
4. Public involvement and
participation will be an integral part of
the planning process; and
5. Where existing planning decisions
are still valid, those decisions may
remain unchanged and be incorporated
into the new Plan Amendment/RAMP/
General Plan.
You may submit comments on issues
and planning criteria in writing to the
BLM at any public scoping meeting, or
using one of the methods listed in the
ADDRESSES section above. To be most
helpful, you should submit comments
by the close of the 30-day scoping
period or within 15 days after the last
public meeting, whichever is later.
The BLM will utilize and coordinate
the NEPA scoping process to help fulfill
the public involvement process under
the National Historic Preservation Act
(54 U.S.C. 306108) as provided in 36
CFR 800.2(d)(3). The information about
historic and cultural resources within
the area potentially affected by the
proposed action will assist the BLM in
identifying and evaluating impacts to
such resources. The BLM will consult
with Indian tribes on a government-togovernment basis in accordance with
Executive Order 13175 and other
policies. Tribal concerns, including
impacts on Indian trust assets and
potential impacts to cultural resources,
will be given due consideration.
Federal, State, and local agencies, along
with tribes and other stakeholders that
may be interested in or affected by the
proposed action that the BLM is
evaluating, are invited to participate in
the scoping process and, if eligible, may
request or be requested by the BLM to
participate in the development of the
EIS as a cooperating agency.
Before including your address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask us in your comment
to withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so. The minutes and list of attendees
for each scoping meeting will be
available to the public and open for 30
days after the meeting to any participant
who wishes to clarify the views he or
she expressed.
The BLM will evaluate identified
issues to be addressed, and will place
them into one of three categories:
1. Issues to be resolved in the CDCA
Plan Amendment;
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2. Issues to be resolved through policy
or administrative action; or
3. Issues beyond the scope of this
CDCA Plan Amendment.
The BLM will provide an explanation
in the Scoping Report or the EIS/EIR as
to why an issue was placed in category
two or three. The public is also
encouraged to help identify any
management questions and concerns
that should be addressed by the project.
The BLM will work collaboratively with
interested parties to identify the
management decisions that are best
suited to local, regional, and national
needs and concerns. The BLM will use
an interdisciplinary approach to
develop the CDCA Plan Amendment in
order to consider the variety of resource
issues and concerns identified.
Specialists with expertise in the
following disciplines will be involved
in the planning process: Planning,
minerals and geology, outdoor
recreation, archaeology, paleontology,
wildlife, botany, lands and realty,
hydrology, soils, sociology and
economics.
Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 43 CFR
1610.2
Thomas Pogacnik,
Deputy State Director.
[FR Doc. 2015–02551 Filed 2–6–15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–40–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[LLCO923000 L14300000.ET0000; COC–
28675]

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal
Modification of Public Land Order No.
184 and Opportunity for a Public
Meeting, Colorado
AGENCY:

Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
Notice.

ACTION:

SUMMARY:

The Assistant Secretary of the
Interior for Land and Minerals
Management proposes to modify, on
behalf of the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), Public Land Order
(PLO) No. 184 by opening the public
land to all forms of appropriation and
entry under the public land laws to
provide for the disposal of small,
fragmented, isolated parcels that are
largely intermingled within residential
areas. The public lands will remain
closed to location and entry under the
United States mining and mineral
leasing laws. This notice gives the
public an opportunity to comment on
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the application and to request a public
meeting.
DATES:

Comments and public meeting
requests must be received on or before
May 11, 2015.

ADDRESSES:

Comments and meeting
requests should be sent to the BLM
Colorado State Office, 2850 Youngfield
Street, Lakewood, CO 80215–7093.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

John
D. Beck, Chief, Branch of Lands and
Realty, 303–239–3882. Persons who use
a telecommunication device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877–8339
to contact the above individual. The
FIRS is available 24 hours a day, seven
days a week, to leave a message or
question with the above individual. You
will receive a reply during normal
business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The BLM
filed an application requesting the
Assistant Secretary for Land and
Minerals Management to modify PLO
No. 184, by opening the following
described public lands to all forms of
appropriation and entry under the
public land laws, but not to the United
States mining and mineral leasing laws,
subject to valid existing rights, other
segregations of record, and the
requirements of applicable law:

Sixth Principal Meridian
T. 9 S., R. 79 W.,
secs. 18, 19, and 30, all public land.
T. 9 S., R. 80 W.,
sec. 12, all public land;
sec. 13, lots 30 and 31, and all remaining
public land;
sec. 24, lot 13, and all remaining public
land.
The areas described aggregate
approximately 219 acres in Lake County.

The Assistant Secretary for Land and
Minerals Management approved the
BLM’s petition/application; therefore,
the petition constitutes a withdrawal
modification proposal of the Secretary
of the Interior (43 CFR 2310.1–3(e)).
The purpose of the withdrawal
modification is to allow the BLM the
ability to dispose of small, fragmented,
isolated parcels that are largely
intermingled within residential areas.
The lands will remain closed to location
and entry under the United States
mining and mineral leasing laws.
The use of a right-of-way, interagency
or cooperative management agreement
would not allow for title transfer in
cases where it is determined to be in the
public interest to dispose of highlyfragmented, isolated parcels.
There are no suitable alternative sites
available.
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State of California – The Natural Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

NOTICE OF PREPARATION
Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
and Environmental Impact Statement for the
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California
Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment
AND
Announcement of Public Scoping Meetings
Date:

March 6, 2015

To:

State Clearinghouse, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, and
Interested Individuals and Organizations

Subject:

Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental
Impact Statement for the
Ocotillo Wells General Plan/Recreation Area Management
Plan/California Desert Conservation Area Plan Amendment

Lead Agency:

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78, # 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Contact: Tina Robinson, General Plan Project Manager

Consultant:

AECOM
401 West A Street, Suite 1200
San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 610-7600
Contact: Valarie Yruretagoyena, Associate Project Manager

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
1
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The California Department of Parks and Recreation (CDPR), as Lead Agency, in
cooperation with the U.S. Department of Interior Bureau of Land Management (BLM), is
preparing a General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California Desert
Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment (General Plan/RAMP/LUPA) and
associated Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). CDPR has prepared this Notice
of Preparation (NOP) pursuant to Section 15082 of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines. This NOP informs agencies and the public that an EIR/EIS is
being prepared to address potential impacts resulting from implementation of the
proposed General Plan/RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
An NOP that included the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan EIR was previously
distributed on December 12, 2007, under the title, “Notice of Preparation: Preparation of
an Environmental Impact Report for the Truckhaven/Desert Cahuilla and Ocotillo Wells
General Plan.” The December 12, 2007, NOP announced preparation of one EIR for
one General Plan that would have applied to the following three land management
units:
1.
2.
3.

Ocotillo Wells SVRA (more than 85,000 acres)
Truckhaven/Desert Cahuilla area (approximately 12,000 acres)
Heber Dunes SVRA (approximately 380 acres)

CDPR subsequently determined that a separate General Plan and associated EIR
would be prepared for each land management unit. Accordingly, a separate NOP was
issued for Heber Dunes SVRA in 2010. Moreover, in October 2010, Senate Bill 855
divided the Truckhaven/Desert Cahuilla area between Ocotillo Wells SVRA and Anza
Borrego Desert State Park; thus, portions of the Truckhaven/Desert Cahuilla area were
annexed to Ocotillo Wells SVRA and Anza Borrego Desert State Park. The portion
annexed to, and administered as part of, Ocotillo Wells SVRA is referred to as the
“Truckhaven” area. Therefore, this NOP informs agencies and the public that an EIR is
being prepared to address implementation of the proposed General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
for Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
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RESPONSES TO THIS NOP

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sent at the earliest
possible date, but no later than April 6, 2015. Please send your written responses,
including the name of a contact person, to the following:

The General Plan is the primary management document for each unit of the California
State Parks System, including SVRAs. The General Plan establishes the primary
purpose and a management direction for the park unit. The current General Plan for
Ocotillo Wells SVRA was developed by California State Parks in 1982, following the
designation of Ocotillo Wells as an SVRA in 1976. The updated General
Plan/RAMP/LUPA will reflect changing conditions and issues, and will incorporate lands
acquired by Ocotillo Wells SVRA after 1982. Thus, OHMVR Division has initiated the
process of preparing the General Plan/RAMP/LUPA and an associated EIR/EIS for
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. In addition, the BLM decisions include whether to amend the
CDCA plan to change the land use designation of some BLM parcels in the SVRA. This
may include making changes in OHV area designations in accordance with 43 Code of
Federal Regulations 8342. The CDCA Plan Amendment will consider a proposal to
designate the Ocotillo Wells SVRA as a Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA).
SRMA designations recognize public lands where recreation is the predominant land
use. In response to a California State Parks Recreation and Public Purposes Act (R&PP
Act) application, the BLM will also identify lands within the planning area that would be
available for leasing or patent to the State of California through the R&PP Act or other
land transfer or disposal processes.

Contact: Tina Robinson, General Plan Project Manager
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78, # 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Phone: (760) 767-1302
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Project website: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org
Online comments: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org/comment
In addition, as indicated in the Notice of Intent published in the Federal Register
(https://federalregister.gov/a/2015-02551) on February 9, 2015, the BLM will accept
comments on the project by any of the following methods:





Website: www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html.
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov.
Fax: 760–337–4490
Mail: Attn: Carrie Simmons, BLM El Centro Field Office, 1661 S. 4th Street,
El Centro, CA 92243.

PROJECT TITLE
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area General Plan/Recreation Area
Management Plan/California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment
PROJECT LOCATION
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GENERAL PLAN TOPICS
Topics being considered as part of the General Plan process include, but are not limited
to, the following:











Physical, biological, and aesthetic resources
Cultural resources
Land use and facilities
Visitor use and experiences
Operation and maintenance functions
Planning influences, such as regional population projections and public input
Motorized and nonmotorized recreational trends, opportunities, and constraints
Access and circulation
Law enforcement and public safety
Education and interpretation opportunities

Ocotillo Wells SVRA is an off-highway vehicle (OHV) park operated by the Off-Highway
Motor Vehicle Recreation Division (OHMVR Division) of CDPR. Ocotillo Wells SVRA is
more than 85,000 acres in size and is located just west of the Salton Sea, in the
Colorado Desert in Southern California. It is approximately 90 miles northeast of the city
of San Diego near the intersection of State Route (SR) 78 and SR 86. The community
of Ocotillo Wells is adjacent to Ocotillo Wells SVRA on the south, and the community of
Salton City is adjacent to the east. Figure 1 shows the regional location of Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
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California Department of Parks and Recreation
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
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Although the ultimate management direction for Ocotillo Wells SVRA has not yet been
determined, generally expected types of environmental impacts that may occur as a
result of implementation of the General Plan/RAMP/LUPA and continued recreational
use of the property can be identified. Based on the resource characteristics of the
project area and generally anticipated recreation uses, potential environmental effects
anticipated to be addressed in the EIR/EIS include effects to the following resource
areas:
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Air quality
Biological resources
Cultural resources
Geological and paleontological resources
Hydrology and water quality
Land use and management
Noise
Public services and utilities
Circulation
Potential for global climate change effects

SCOPING MEETINGS/PLANNING WORKSHOPS

Saturday, March 21, 2015
12:00–4:00 p.m.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Discovery Center Building
5172 Highway 78
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

ORANGE
COUNT Y

Palm Springs
Indio
Temecula

371

SAN DIEGO COUNT Y

79

CDPR will use the EIR to consider the environmental effects of the proposed General
Plan/RAMP/LUPA, provide mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts resulting
from General Plan/RAMP/LUPA implementation, and evaluate alternatives for site use.
The OHMVR Commission will use the EIR to support decisions made related to its
respective administration jurisdictions. The EIR will serve as the CEQA compliance
document for adoption of the General Plan. It will also serve as a program EIR that may
be referenced in implementing future actions included in the General Plan. Subsequent
project-level activities identified in the General Plan will be examined in light of the
program EIR to determine whether an additional environmental document must be
prepared prior to project approval and implementation (State CEQA Guidelines
15168[c]).
Attachment: Figure 1: Regional Location

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
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INTENDED USES OF THE EIR
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RIVERSIDE COUNT Y

Desert Hot Springs

EIR scoping meetings/planning workshops have been scheduled to provide additional
information about the General Plan/RAMP/LUPA process, provide interested parties
with the opportunity to provide input into potential uses of the site, and give interested
parties an opportunity to comment on the scope and potential environmental effects of
the project. Scoping meetings/planning workshops will be held at the following times
and locations:
Wednesday, March 18, 2015
3:30–8:30 p.m.
Temecula Conference Center
41000 Main Street
Temecula, CA 92590

SAN BERNARDINO COUNT Y

LO S ANGELES
COUNT Y

MEXICO

Figure 1
Regional Location
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Ocotillo Wells General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
Divisions of Boating and Waterways, Historic Preservation and Off-Highway Vehicles

Wells SVRA and includes specific discussion of off-highway vehicle (OHV) recreation,
camping, concessions, special events, and facility development, as well as opportunities to
balance resource management and recreation. The Draft Preferred Alternative/ Proposed
Action, as well as detailed information on this project, is available at www.planocotillowells.org.

News Release

For Immediate Release
March 9, 2015

California State Parks issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on March 6, 2015 that informs
agencies and the public that an EIR/EIS is being prepared to address potential environmental
impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed General Plan/RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo
Wells SVRA. The final filing date for comments on the NOP will be Monday April 6, 2015.

Contacts:
Tina Robinson, General Plan Project
Manager
info@planocotillowells.org

Comments may be provided in-person at the scoping meetings or via any of the following
methods:

California State Parks and the Bureau of Land
Management Seek Public Input for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area General Plan
Borrego Springs, CA – California State Parks and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) will
host two public input meetings on the upcoming joint General Plan/Recreation Area
Management Plan/California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment
(GP/RAMP/LUPA) and Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). The meetings will provide
the public with opportunities to comment on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action, as
well as the potential environmental effects of the project. The meetings will be conducted as
open houses with staff available at each session to answer questions and take input at any
time.
The meetings are as follows:
Temecula Meeting

Meeting at Ocotillo Wells SVRA

Wednesday, March 18, 2015
3:30-8:30 p.m.
Temecula Conference Center
41000 Main Street
Temecula, CA 92590

Saturday, March 21, 2015
12:00-4:00 p.m.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Discovery Center
5172 Highway 78
Borrego Springs, CA 92004



Mail
o Contact: Tina Robinson, General Plan Project Manager
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78, # 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004






Phone: (760) 767-1302
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Project website: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org
Online comments: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org/comment

After the environmental scoping phase is complete, the Preliminary General Plan/RAMP/LUPA
will be prepared along with a separate Draft EIR/EIS, which will address the potential
environmental impacts of the plan, alternatives, and proposed mitigation to avoid or minimize
those impacts that are deemed potentially significant.
Subscribe to California State Parks News via e-mail at info@parks.ca.gov or via RSS feed.
California State Parks Mission
To provide for the health, inspiration and education of the people of California by helping to preserve the state’s
extraordinary biological diversity, protecting its most valued natural and cultural resources, and creating
opportunities for high quality outdoor recreation.

As part of the California State Parks General Plan process, a Draft Preferred Alternative is
presented for public comment prior to the development of more detailed management policies
and the Preferred Alternative proposed in a California State Parks General Plan. The Draft
Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action will serve as the foundation for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA
GP/RAMP/LUPA, and was generated based on evaluation of different planning alternatives by
California State Parks and the public. It outlines the initial management approach for Ocotillo
Facebook.com/CaliforniaStateParks
DPR 985 (Rev. 12/2014)(Word 12/1/2014)
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BLM Announces Intent to Prepare Environmental Review for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (292015)
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Release Date: 02/09/15
Contacts: Stephen Razo, (951) 6975217, srazo@blm.gov

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT NEWS RELEASE
California Desert District Office

News Release No. CACDD1514

BLM Announces Intent to Prepare Environmental Review for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
MORENO VALLEY, Calif.  The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) today published a Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo
Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
The BLM will prepare an environmental impact statement to analyze the efficiency and effectiveness of resource and recreation management at the Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and a proposed amendment to the BLM California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan. The California State Parks, who
manage the SVRA through a Memorandum of Understanding, will jointly prepare an environmental impact report for their General Plan update.
Publication of the Notice of Intent initiates a public scoping period which will end April 6, 2015. During the scoping period, the BLM will solicit public comments on
planning issues, environmental concerns, potential impacts, alternatives, and mitigation measures that should be included in the analysis of the proposed action.
BLM public meetings are scheduled on the following dates:
Wednesday, March 18, 2015
3:30pm – 8:30pm
Temecula Conference Center
41000 Main Street
Temecula, CA 92590

Saturday, March 21, 2015
12:00pm – 4:00pm
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Visitor Center
Discovery Center Building
5172 Highway 78
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

Comments May be submitted in writing to:
1) Website : http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html;
2) Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov;
3) Fax: 7603374490;
4) Mail: Attn: Carrie Simmons, BLM, El Centro Field Office, 1661 S. 4th Street El Centro, CA 92243
The BLM will use the public scoping comments received to prepare the draft environmental documents to be available for public review in 2015.
For more information contact El Centro Field Office, 7603374400.

BLM
Last updated: 02092015

California Desert District Office 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553
USA.GOV | No Fear Act | DOI | Disclaimer | About BLM | Notices | Social Media Policy
Privacy Policy | FOIA | Kids Policy | Contact Us | Accessibility | Site Map | Home

http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/info/newsroom/2015/february/ocotillo.html
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the lake’s Flower Trail,
where poppies are blooming robustly this year.
Kimberly Martin of Hemet steadfastly walks the
hill from the Valley-Wide
park rather than pay the
fee.
“I usually park at the
soccer fields and go up the
hill,” she let me know via
Facebook. “I love it up there
but won’t pay the parking

Board of Trustees
Tom Ashley
Eugene V. Kadow
Ann Motte
Dorothy J. McGargill
Bill Zimmerman

Superintendent/President

Roger W. Schultz, Ph. D.

fee! I’m too frugal to pay $9.
“It’s almost as if they
don’t want people there,”
she added. “Beautiful flowers on the way up though.”
Tuesday,
I
spotted
44-year-old Hemet caregiver Ben Encarnacion pedaling impressively fast on a
road bike up the hill. He
heard the commonly used
“$7 Hill” name long ago
from a fellow cyclist.
He likes to ride the hill repeatedly before picking up
his daughter, Alysha, from
her Western Center Academy eighth-grade classes at
the science center. Some
people huff and groan as
them make the climb. For
the fit Encarnacion, it’s not
as much of an ordeal.
He sees lots of people

people what I could do,” Gomez says.
She found that outlet in
theater. Gomez started with
ensemble roles in such productions as “High School
Musical II,” “13: The Musical” and “Once Upon a Mattress.” She began taking
voice lessons and discovered Shakespeare.
“I found a much richer
and deeper experience in
non-musicals,” she says.
“Don’t get me wrong. I love
musicals. But I learned the
subtler nuances of character development through
my work in Shakespeare.”
During this time Gomez
also became involved with
her school’s ComedySportz
team.
“It’s a competitive improvisation team,” she says.
“There is nothing that you
can rely on but the people
on stage with you. It’s exhilarating and intense from
the time you get on stage to
the time you get off. It’s not
only helped me with thinking of things on the spot, but

San Jacinto Campus
1499 N. State Street
San Jacinto, CA 92583
951.487.6752

Menifee Valley Campus
28237 La Piedra Road
Menifee, CA 92584
951.672.6752

San Gorgonio Pass Campus
3144 Westward Avenue
Banning, CA 92220
951.922.1327

By: Becky Elam, Vice President of Business Services
Mt. San Jacinto Community College District

Approved by the Board of Trustees on February 26, 2015

Temecula Education Complex
27447 Enterprise Circle West
Temecula, CA 92590
951.308.1059

Questions and/or comments should be directed to Jennifer Marrs, Business Services, at 951-487-3011 or
email to jmarrs@msjc.edu

Mt. San Jacinto Community College District
Business Services
Attn: Jennifer Marrs
1499 N. State Street, San Jacinto, CA 92583
Telephone: (951) 487-3011

Send your application via email to jmarrs@msjc.edu, via fax at 951-654-6364 or via the US Mail at:

If you wish to serve on this important committee, please review the committee Bylaws for more information about the committee’s role and responsibilities and complete the application. Completed
applications should be sent to the District by 12:00 NOON on Friday, March 20, 2015.

Initial appointments will be staggered, such that some of the initial appointees will serve one full
two-year term. The other initial appointments will serve a one-year term, but will be eligible for
reappointment by the Board for a second and third two-year term.

• Three (3) members of the community at-large.

• One (1) member active in a support organization for the college, such as a foundation.

• Two (2) members active in a bona-fide taxpayers association.

• One (1) member active in a senior citizens’ organization.

• One (1) member active in a business organization representing the business community
located in the District.

• One (1) student enrolled and active in a community college support group, such as
student government.

All appointments will be made by the Board of Trustees. The Committee shall consist of nine
(9) members from a list of candidates submitting written applications, and based on criteria
established by Prop 39, to wit:

The Bylaws which govern the Citizens’ Oversight Committee are available on the District’s
web site at www.msjc.edu under Facilities Bond Measure AA.

• Present to the Board in public session, an annual written report outlining their activities
and conclusions regarding the expenditure of Measure AA bond proceeds.

• Review expenditure reports produced by the District to ensure that Measure AA bond
proceeds were expended only for the purposes set forth in Measure AA; and

• Inform the public concerning the District’s expenditure of Measure AA bond proceeds;

In accordance with Education Code Section 15278(b), the Citizens’ Oversight Committee shall:

After a bond authorized under Proposition 39 is passed, state law requires that the District
Board appoint an Independent Citizens’ Oversight Committee to work with the District.

On November 4, 2014, voters residing within the District boundaries passed Measure AA.
Measure AA is a $295,000,000 bond measure that authorizes funding for needed repairs, upgrades, and new construction projects to the District’s schools. Proposition 39 required a 55%
supermajority for approval; Measure AA was passed by 58.48%.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Board of Trustees of the Mt. San Jacinto Community
College District is seeking qualified, interested individuals to serve on a committee of community leaders which will serve as the Independent Citizens’ Oversight Committee (“COC”) for
the implementation of the District’s Measure AA school facilities bond program. Applications
are available on the District’s web site at www.msjc.edu under Facilities Bond Measure AA.

Mt. San Jacinto Community College District
APPLICATION FOR INDEPENDENT CITIZENS’ OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
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Once at the marina, nondrivers can pay $2 apiece to
travel the 22-mile Lake
View Trail that circles the
lake.
The $2 fee also applies to
hikes during the spring on

F R O M PA G E 1

PRATTE

two years. This summer,
she will spend her second
year participating in the
NAPA Music Festival,
founded by Gondek.
“I think that for me performing is an escape,” Gomez says. “I don’t mean
that in a bad way. There are
no normal, everyday stresses while you’re on stage. It’s
a place where I’m able to
forget all that as I immerse
myself in a character.”
Gomez has had her share
of stresses while growing
up. She was born with one
leg that grows slower than
the other and has gone
through nearly 30 surgeries, as well as serious infections.
“I’ve literally been in and
out of hospitals my entire
life,” she says.
There was a determination that this would never
be an excuse, however.
“I always wanted to show

Marina Gomez is comfortable in
opera, Shakespeare and improv.

COURTESY OF
GESTALT THEATRE PROJECT

BOB PRATTE, STAFF

Patrick Brien is the executive
director of the Riverside Arts
Council, a private, nonprofit
corporation whose mission is
“to provide, develop, support
and sustain the arts.” Established in 1977, it is Riverside County’s central source
for arts-related services,
information, education and
outreach. Programs include
arts education, exhibitions,
technical assistance, marketing and convening of collaborative projects that connect
groups and communities
throughout the region. For
more information about the
Artist Spotlight, contact the
Riverside Arts Council at
951-680-1345 or info@
RiversideArtsCouncil.com.
Visit RiversideArts
Council.com and sign up for
the 15 Favorite Things to Do
in Riverside to receive weekly
updates on arts events.

For more information
about Gomez and her performance in “The Library,”
visit
GestaltTheatre
Project.com.

haps instead of $9 Hill, it
should be called $45 Hill be-

“Serving The Community
For Over 50 Years”

•
•
•
•

MEDI-CAL ACCEPTED
HMO MEMBER DISCOUNTS
SERVICING ALL BRANDS
PAYMENT PLANS

688-7700

Member: Hearing Healthcare Providers

951-

bpratte@pe.com

95 1 -368-9078 or

C O N TA C T T H E W R I T E R :

cause he likes to ride up it
five times in a day.
Paul Bailey, principal of
the Western Center Academy, said he routinely sees
hikers and mountain bike
riders climbing the hill en
route to the Diamond Valley
Lake trails.
Bailey endured the climb.
He enjoys the beautiful
mountain bike ride around
the lake with friends.
“I have yet to pay for
parking,” he said.
He said the steady climb
has an award beyond saving
the parking fee. “It makes it
worthwhile when you hit
35 mph on the way down,”
he said.
Bailey suggested another
name. “You can call it Inflation Hill because it keeps
going up,” he said.

Tina Robinson, Project Manager
(760) 767-1302
info@planocotillowells.org
www.PlanOcotilloWells.org

3:30 - 8:30 p.m.
Temecula Conference Center
41000 Main Street
Temecula, CA 92590

Wednesday, March 18, 2015

California Department of Parks and
Recreation, Off-Highway Motor
Vehicle Recreation Division, Ocotillo
Wells District
5172 Highway 78, # 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

12 - 4 p.m.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Discovery Center Building
5172 Highway 78
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

Saturday, March 21, 2015

Scoping meetings/planning workshops will be held at the following times
and locations:

The California Department of Parks and Recreation (CDPR) Off-Highway Motor Vehicle
Recreation (OHMVR) Division, as Lead Agency, in cooperation with the U.S. Department
of Interior Bureau of Land Management (BLM), is preparing a General Plan/Recreation
Area Management Plan/California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment
(General Plan/RAMP/LUPA) and associated Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA).
CDPR has prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) pursuant to Section 15082 of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. The NOP informs agencies and
the public that an EIR/EIS is being prepared to address potential impacts resulting from
implementation of the proposed General Plan/RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and
Environmental Impact Statement for the Ocotillo Wells
SVRA General Plan/Recreation Area Management
Plan/California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan
Amendment and Announcement of Public Scoping Meetings.

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

3700 Van Buren Blvd., Suite 102, Riverside - Big Ben Square

John A. Fusco

• Are prices still too high even AFTER “Discounts” and “Allowances?”
* FOR THE PURPOSES OF FITTING AMPLIFICATION
INFORMATION HOT LINE

• FREE EVALUATION*
• 100% DIGITAL AND
COMPUTER PROGRAMMABLE
INSTRUMENTS

HEARING AID CENTER
We Provide Quality, Affordable Care With A Commitment To Service
DO NOT PURCHASE HEARING AIDS
without checking with us first

Arlington

Hearing Aids

Join us for our Weekday Happy Hour!

Weekday
Lunch Specials
11am-2pm

scaling the hill on bikes and
foot. For Encarnacion, per-

Ben Encarnacion climbs “$7 Hill,” nicknamed for the parking fee it saves at Diamond
Valley Lake. Fees at the lake’s marina recently rose to $9.

with problem-solving and
logic.”
Gomez also found that
her training and experience
led her to much larger
roles, such as Cinderella in
“Into the Woods” and Maria

On March 13, Marina Gomez, 18, will open in the
lead role of shooting victim
Caitlin Gabriel in Gestalt
Theatre Project’s West
Coast premiere of “The
Library.”

in “West Side Story,” both
for
Riverside
Youth
Theatre, and Wendy in “Peter Pan” for Lifehouse in
Redlands. She also portrayed Echo in The Gestalt
Theatre
Project’s
acclaimed debut production
of “Eleemosynary.”
On March 13, Gomez will
open in the lead role of
shooting victim Caitlin Gabriel in Gestalt’s West
Coast premiere of “The Library.”
“It’s a very complex character and a powerful
show,” she says. “But being
Caitlin is actually natural
for me. A lot of what she is
going through is similar to
what I’ve gone through, only it’s been at a much lesser
extent for me.”
At the same time, Gomez
is preparing for the ingénue
role of Mabel in “Pirates of
Penzance” at King High. It
is, she laughs, a much different piece than “The Library.”
“It’s an English operetta,” she says. “It’s funny.”

Riverside teen showcases wide range
Marina Gomez decided
when she was still a little
girl that she wanted to perform. There was, in fact, no
doubt in her mind that she
would be doing exactly that,
although she had yet to set
foot on a stage.
“I saw friends in a show
and I thought it would be
the coolest thing to be on
stage,” she says. “So I just
decided.”
Now 18 and a senior at
Martin Luther King High
School, the Riverside resident has a number of significant theatrical roles on her
résumé. She is also a promising opera singer being
trained by Juliana Gondek,
the head of the opera program at UCLA. She is Gondek’s only high-school-aged
student, and she has been
studying with her for nearly

S

Local 4 Friday, March 6, 2015
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6FRSLQJ PHHWLQJVSODQQLQJ ZRUNVKRSV ZLOO EH KHOG DW WKH
IROORZLQJ WLPHV DQG ORFDWLRQV

3UHSDUDWLRQ RI DQ
(QYLURQPHQWDO
,PSDFW 5HSRUW DQG
(QYLURQPHQWDO ,PSDFW
6WDWHPHQW IRU WKH
2FRWLOOR :HOOV 695$ *HQHUDO 3ODQ
5HFUHDWLRQ $UHD 0DQDJHPHQW
3ODQ&DOLIRUQLD 'HVHUW
&RQVHUYDWLRQ $UHD /DQG 8VH 3ODQ
$PHQGPHQW DQG $QQRXQFHPHQW RI
3XEOLF 6FRSLQJ 0HHWLQJV

individuals and businesses could buy dollars when
unable to obtain them at
the tightly controlled preferential rates reserved for
priority imports.
But obtaining dollars at
the new so-called Simadi
rate, now at 176 bolivars
per dollar, has proven elusive.
As Maduro’s approval
ratings have dipped into
the low-20 percent range,
he has leaned ever more
heavily on the legacy of his
popular predecessor.
The socialist government
has rolled out a type font
based on Chavez’s handwriting, and this winter it
debuted a ballet based on
the revolutionary leader’s
life. Chavez’s portrait in a
red beret is still seen on innumerable buildings. His
words and his rendition of
the national anthem can still
be heard daily on television.
Even when the Chavez

127,&( 2) 35(3$5$7,21

Driving the currency’s
slide is the apparent failure
of the government’s new
currency system to meet
demand for greenbacks.
Last month, the government unveiled what it said
would be a free-floating
exchange rate at which
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fallen about 40 percent
in the past two weeks, according the website.
“Three days ago the dollar at 220 was considered
too expensive and now it’s
cheap,” said Jose Guerra,
a former central bank researcher

Elena de Chavez stands at the tomb of her son, Venezuela's late President Hugo Chavez, as she, family
members and government officials gather on the
second anniversary of Chavez's death inside the 4F
military museum in Caracas, Venezuela, on Thursday. Chavez died of cancer at age 58. AP PHOTO

    

   



The economy has been
suffering for months from
widespread shortages of
basic goods that contributed to 68 percent inﬂation
last year, the highest in the
world. And poverty, which
had fallen under Chavez,
has been steadily increasing, a rise that began even
before the economy started
to contract last year, according to the United Nations.
More bad news could be
on the way, with analysts
pointing to a precipitous
drop of Venezuela’s currency on the black market as a sign that inﬂation
could hit triple digits soon.
The so-called “strong
bolivar” created by Chavez
in 2007 weakened to a record low 280 per U.S. dollar Thursday, according
to DolarToday, a website
that tracks the black market rate based on currency
trades along the Colombian border. The bolivar has

 "/ 

 

CARACAS, Venezuela
(AP) — Early morning ﬁreworks burst over Venezuela’s capital Thursday for a
commemoration of Hugo
Chavez on the second anniversary of his death, even
as economic crisis threatens to undo his legacy of
lifting many out of poverty.
President Nicolas Maduro, Chavez’s tearful daughters and other mourners
gathered later in the day at
his tomb in a former military barracks perched atop
a hillside slum. Chavez
died in 2013 after a long
battle with cancer, but the
exact nature of the cancer
has never been revealed.
While the socialist leader is still revered by many
poor Venezuelans, support
for Maduro, his handpicked successor as president, has plunged almost
as quickly as the price of
oil on which the economy
depends.
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highlight reel isn’t playing,
Maduro features photos
of the late leader at nearly all official events. He
once said he had spotted
his mentor in the form of
a little bird.
Chavez tapped the
world’s biggest oil reserves
to aid the poor during his
14 years in office, and the
portion of the population
in poverty fell from nearly
50 percent in 2002 to less
than 30 percent in 2011,
according to the United
Nations Economic Commission for Latin America.
But the same organization said in a January report that Venezuela’s poverty level rose from 25 percent in 2012 to 32 percent
in 2013. More than 1 million people are believed to
have fallen back into poverty in the two years since
Chavez’s death, according
to a recent survey by three
Caracas universities.

Amid crisis, Venezuelans remember Chavez

TWO YEARS AFTER DEATH
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Ocotillo Wells SVRA Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action

Ocotillo Wells SVRA Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action

OVerView OF enVirOnmental
reView prOcess

prOject OVerView

Comments may be provided in-person at the scoping
meetings or via any of the following methods:

California State Parks issued a Notice of Preparation
(NOP) on March 6, 2015 that informs other public
agencies and the public that an EIR/EIS is being
prepared to address potential environmental impacts
resulting from implementation of the proposed
General Plan/RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
The NOP initiates the “scoping” process for the EIR/
EIS, and comments must be received by Monday,
April 6, 2015.

Mail:

After the environmental scoping phase is complete,
the Preliminary General Plan/RAMP/LUPA will be
prepared along with a separate Draft EIR/EIS, which
will address the potential environmental impacts of
the plan, alternatives, and proposed mitigation to
avoid or minimize those impacts that are deemed
potentially significant.

Phone: (760) 767-1302

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78, Box 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Project website: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org

In January 2010, California State Parks launched a comprehensive update of the General Plan for Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). Of the approximately 85,000 acres within Ocotillo Wells SVRA, 21,600 acres are
currently managed jointly by California State Parks and the BLM through a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).
In order to more effectively manage Ocotillo Wells SVRA (including the BLM lands), California State Parks and the BLM
recently decided to prepare a joint General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California Desert Conservation
Area Land Use Plan Amendment (General Plan/RAMP/LUPA; or “Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan”) and Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). The Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan is a long-term management road map.
The Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan will guide future and day-to-day decision making, and will serve as the basis for developing
feasibility and management plans, planning and implementing projects, and conducting other management actions.

where are we in the prOcess?
The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for Ocotillo Wells SVRA has been generated based on evaluation of
different planning alternatives by California State Parks and the public. At this point in the process California State Parks
and the BLM are seeking two types of input:

Online comments: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org/comment

• Feedback on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
• Input on the types of environmental issues that should be addressed in the EIR/EIS
Once this input is received, the Preferred Alternative will be finalized and the Preliminary General Plan/RAMP/Plan
Amendment and the Draft EIR/EIS will be prepared and distributed for public review.
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Project Contact:
Tina Robinson
760.767.1302
info@planocotillowells.org
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Step 8
Plan
Approval

RAMP
PA

After the scoping process, the
Draft EIR/EIS will be prepared.
The Draft EIR/EIS will be available
for public review and comment for
90 days. Comments received
during public review will be
evaluated and responses will be
provided as part of the Final
EIR/EIS.

Step 1
Project Start-Up
& Info Gatherin
g

CEQA
Process

The meeting is part of the scoping
phase of the project. “Scoping” is
the process of identifying the scop
e
and content of the the EIR/EIS.
The scoping process gets public
and agency input to:
- identify potential environmental
i ssues,
- consider project alternatives, and
- identify potential mitigation
m easures.

WHAT ARE THE NEXT
STEPS FOR THE EIR/EIS
PROCESS?

NEPA
Process

An EIR/EIS is a document that
evaluates the potential
environmental impacts of a
project. An EIR/EIS also identifies
actions to avoid, reduce, or
mitigate those effects, where
possible. An EIR/EIS will be
completed to evaluate the
potential impacts that could result
from implementing the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA Plan. The EIR/EIS
becomes part of the administrative
record for plan approval.

WHY ARE WE HERE TODAY
FOR A SCOPING MEETING?

General
Plan

WHAT IS AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT
(EIR/EIS)?

Project Contact:
Tina Robinson
760.767.1302
info@planocotillowells.org

APPENDIX B-2: Fact Sheet

SUMMARY OF DRAFT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE/PROPOSED ACTION
A Preferred Alternative is a conceptual land use plan that is used to prepare California State Parks’ General Plans.
A Preferred Alternative is formulated to reflect the purpose, vision, and goals of a General Plan. The Draft Preferred
Alternative for Ocotillo Wells SVRA has been generated based on an evaluation of different planning alternatives by
California State Parks and the public. Once input on the Draft Preferred Alternative has been received, the Preferred
Alternative will be finalized and the Draft Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan and the Draft EIR/EIS will be prepared.

cOncessiOns

special eVents

CONCESSIONS

SPECIAL EVENTS

Permanent Concessions Areas
Locations where concessions may operate under
contract or license from California State Parks from a
building, structure, or shelter that is in a fixed location
and requires site preparation and/or grading.
Includes Mobile and Temporary Concessions.

Special Event Staging Areas
Staging Areas are locations where visitors assemble as
part of an OHV ride or another activity or event.
Staging areas are intended to provide a standard
location for camping and staging activities that occur
as a part of special events to streamline the review
process for special events.

The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan defines three zones for OHV recreation
and three zones for camping. Focused development areas are also identified to indicate locations where facilities could be
located in the future. Concessions and special events are discussed as separate components.

OhV recreatiOn ZOnes

camping ZOnes

ZONE 1

ZONE 1

Distributed OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific trails.
Riding on trails is encouraged but not required.

Primitive Camping
An area where camping with few or no facilities or
site improvements is allowed anywhere, except in
specific locations where it may be restricted.

Concentrated OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific
trails within a designated part of a planning zone.
Additional locations will be identified in the future.

ZONE 2
Trails-Only OHV Recreation
OHV recreation is allowed on specific trails only,
except if a concentrated OHV recreation area is
designated.
Concentrated OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific trails
within a designated part of a planning zone. Specific
locations will be identified in the future.

ZONE 3
Trails-Only OHV Recreation
OHV recreation is allowed on specific trails only,
except if a concentrated OHV recreation area is
designated.
No Concentrated OHV Recreation
Does not allow concentrated OHV recreation areas
to be established in the future.

PRIMARY CONCENTRATED
OHV RECREATION AREAS

ZONE 2
Limited Camping
An area where primitive camping is allowed only in
designated locations within trails-only zones. Specific
locations will be identified in the future.

ZONE 3
No Camping
An area where camping is not allowed.

FOcused deVelOpment areas

DEVELOPED CAMPING AREAS
Developed camping areas allow for
development of basic facilities; restrooms
and showers; RV hookups (electric and
water); trash/recycling; other gathering
areas; amphitheaters; and permanent concessions.
Semi-developed camping areas and primitive
camping are also allowed.

•
•
•
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Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Recreation
Area
Devil’s Slide Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
Shell Reef Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
Truckhaven 4x4 Track / Crossover Concentrated
OHV Recreation Area

OHV Events
A tour and/or challenge track organized and
promoted for participation by the general public,
specific group, or members of an organization.
California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only
Only special events sponsored by California State
Parks are allowed.

Other Facilities

LEGEND
LEGEND

WELCOME AREAS
Welcome areas
include facilities and
improvements to key
access points.

Basic Facilities: Vault toilets, interpretive and regulatory
signage, and other basic facilities may be developed
throughout Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

!

WAY STATION

LEGEND

Dusty

!

USN Microwave Tower

LEGEND
Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Study Area Boundary

Four Palms Spring

k

Existing Primary Trails
Major OHV routes of
travel that are shown for
orientation purposes
only.

COUNTY

Way stations provide
shade structures and
interpretive signage.

Truckhaven 4x4 Track

!

Major Washes
Salton City Landfill

Pumpkin Patch

SEMI-DEVELOPED CAMPING AREAS

(
!

Tule Spring

(
!

(
!

Semi-developed camping areas allow
development of basic facilities, picnic
tables, shade ramadas, and other
gathering areas. Primitive camping is also

Areas identified as Primary Concentrated OHV
Recreation Areas include:
•

Mobile and Temporary
Concessions Zone
Areas where concessions may operate under contract
or license from California State Parks from a mobile
or temporary location, including but not limited to a
vehicle, trailer, tent, or in any other means that is
capable of moving from one location to another.

Shell Reef
(
!

Gas Domes

allowed.

(
!

Devils
Slide

VISITOR-SERVICES AND OPERATIONS
FACILITIES AREAS

Artesian Well

(
!

(
!

(
!

Allows development of visitor-services
facilities including visitor centers and
amphitheaters. Maintenance and
operations facilities are also allowed,
including a ranger station, staff offices, and
maintenance and storage facilities.

Barrel Springs

(
!

Visitor Center
& Ranger Station

The Cove

Blowsand Hill

(
!

Old Commune Area

Holmes Camp

Youth Track

(
!
(
!

Hidden Valley Camp

Denner ATV Track

C Hill
Cell Tower

Clay Flats
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Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan - Process and Timeline
Step 1
General
Plan

Step 3

Step 4

Step 5

Project Start-Up
& Info Gathering

Existing Conditions
& Resource
Evaluation

Step 2

Vision & Goals
Dialogue

Draft Planning
Alternatives

Draft Preferred
Alternative

Launch Project
Website

Website Activity

Website Activity

Website Activity

Public Workshop #1

Mobile Workshops

Public Workshop #2

Video #1

Video #2

Step 6
Preliminary
General Plan

Step 7
Final General Plan

Step 8
Plan
Approval

OHMVR
Commission
Hearing
WE
ARE
HERE

Visitor Surveys

RAMP
PA

Draft
Proposed
Action

Preliminary Recreation
Area Management
Plan (RAMP) / CDCA
Plan Amendment

Final RAMP / Plan
Amendment

Approval by BLM

CEQA
Process

Notice of
Preparation (NOP)
& Scoping

90-Day Public Review
of Draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)

Final Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)

Certification
of EIR by CDPR

NEPA
Process

Stakeholder
Interviews

Notice of Intent
(NOI) & Scoping

90-Day Public Review
of Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS)

Final Environmental
Impact Statement
(EIS)

Record of
Decision (ROD)
by BLM

Website Activity

Website Activity

Public Workshop #3

Public Workshop #4
Video #3
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Land Ownership within Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area

!

Dusty

LEGEND
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area Boundary

!

Four Palms Spring

USN Microwave Tower

Land Ownership

COUNTY

California State Parks, OHMVR Division

Truckhaven 4x4 Track

County

!

Private
Bureau of Land Management

(These lands are proposed to be transferred to
California State Parks.)
Salton City Landfill

(
!

Pumpkin Patch

Tule Spring

(
!

Devils
Slide

P O L E L I N E R OA D

IMPERIAL COUNT Y

COUNT Y OF SAN DIEGO

(
!

Shell Reef
(
!

Barrel Springs

(
!

Gas Domes

(
!

Artesian Well

(
!

(
!

(
!

Visitor Center
& Ranger Station

The Cove

Blowsand Hill

(
!

(
!
(
!

Hidden Valley Camp

Denner ATV Track

C Hill
0

1.0

2.0
Miles
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Old Commune Area

Holmes Camp

Youth Track

Cell Tower

Clay Flats
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Overview of Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan defines three zones for OHV recreation and three zones for camping.
Focused development areas are also defined to indicate locations where facilities could be located in the future. Concessions and special events are
discussed as separate components.
OHV Recreation Zones

ZONE 1

Distributed OHV Recreation

Primitive Camping

OHV recreation that is not limited to specific
trails. Riding on trails is encouraged but
not required.

An area where camping with few or no
facilities or site improvements is allowed
anywhere, except in specific locations where
it may be restricted.

Concentrated OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific
trails within a designated part of a planning
zone. Additional locations will be identified
in the future.

ZONE 2
Trails-Only OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is allowed on specific
trails only, except if a concentrated OHV
recreation area is designated.

Concentrated OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific
trails within a designated part of a planning
zone. Specific locations will be identified
in the future.

ZONE 3
Trails-Only OHV Recreation
OHV recreation is allowed on specific trails
only, except if a concentrated OHV
recreation area is designated.

No Concentrated OHV Recreation
Does not allow concentrated OHV
recreation areas to be established in the
future.

PRIMARY CONCENTRATED OHV
RECREATION AREAS
Areas identified as Primary Concentrated OHV
Recreation Area
• Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
• Devil’s Slide Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
• Shell Reef Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
• Truckhaven 4x4 Track/Crossover Concentrated
OHV Recreation Area

OTHER FACILITIES
WELCOME AREAS
Welcome areas include facilities and
improvements to key access points.

WAY STATION
Way stations provide shade structures and
interpretive signage.
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Camping Zones

ZONE 1

Concessions

Special Events

CONCESSIONS

SPECIAL EVENTS

ZONE 2
Limited Camping
An area where primitive camping is allowed
only in designated locations within trailsonly zones. Specific locations will be
identified in the future.

!

ZONE 3

Dusty

!

USN Microwave Tower

No Camping

Permanent Concessions Areas
Locations where concessions may operate
under contract or license from California
State Parks from a building, structure, or
shelter that is in a fixed location and
requires site preparation and/or grading.
Includes Mobile or Temporary Concessions.

Four Palms Spring

k

An area where camping is not allowed.

COUNTY

Truckhaven 4x4 Track

FOCUSED DEVELOPMENT

Mobile and Temporary
Concessions Zone

!

Salton City Landfill

DEVELOPED CAMPING AREAS
Pumpkin Patch

Developed camping areas allow for
development of basic facilities;
restrooms and showers; RV hookups (electric and
water); trash/recycling; other gathering areas;
amphitheaters; and permanent concessions.
Semi-developed camping areas and primitive
camping are also allowed.

Gas Domes

(
!

Devils
Slide

Barrel Springs

(
!

Artesian Well

(
!

(
!

(
!

The Cove

Blowsand Hill

(
!

(
!
(
!

Hidden Valley Camp

Denner ATV Track

C Hill

LEGEND
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area
Boundary
Existing Primary Trails

Old Commune Area

Holmes Camp

Youth Track

Allows development of visitor-services
facilities including visitor centers and
amphitheaters. Maintenance and operations
facilities are also allowed, including a ranger
Station, staff offices and maintenance and
storage facilities.

California State Parks
Sponsored Special Event

Shell Reef
(
!

Semi-developed camping areas allow
development of basic facilities; picnic
tables, shade ramadas, and other gathering areas.
Primitive camping is also allowed

VISITOR-SERVICES AND
OPERATIONS FACILITIES AREAS

A tour and/or challenge track organized
and promoted for participation by the
general public, specific group, or members
of an organization.

Only special events sponsored by California
State Parks are allowed.

(
!

SEMI-DEVELOPED CAMPING AREAS

Visitor Center
& Ranger Station

(
!

Tule Spring

(
!

OHV Events

Areas where concessions may operate under
contract or license from California State Parks
from a mobile or temporary location,
including but not limited to a vehicle, trailer,
tent, or in any other means that is capable of
moving from one location to another.

Basic Facilities: Vault toilets, interpretive and
regulatory signage, and other basic facilities may
be developed throughout Copilot Wells SVRA.

Special Event Staging Areas
Staging Areas are locations where visitors
assemble as part of an OHV ride or another
activity or event. Staging areas are intended
to provide a standard location for camping
and staging activities that occur as a part of
special events to streamline the review
process for special events.

Clay Flats

Major OHV routes of travel are shown for
orientation purposes only

Major Washes
Cell Tower
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Proposed OHV Recreation Zones
OHV Recreation Zones
ZONE 1
Distributed OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific
trails. Riding on trails is encouraged but not
required.
Concentrated OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific
trails within a designated part of a planning
zone. Additional locations will be identified
in the future.

ZONE 2
Trails-Only OHV Recreation
OHV recreation is allowed on specific trails only,
except if a concentrated OHV recreation area is
designated.
Concentrated OHV Recreation
OHV recreation that is not limited to specific trails
within a designated part of a planning zone.
Specific locations will be identified in the future.

Other Special Uses and
Facilities
PRIMARY CONCENTRATED OHV
AREAS

!

Areas identified as Concentrated OHV Recreation
Areas include:
• Blowsand Hill Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
• Devil’s Slide Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
• Shell Reef Concentrated OHV Recreation Area
• Truckhaven 4x4 Track/Crossover Concentrated
OHV Recreation Area

Dusty

!

USN Microwave Tower

Four Palms Spring

k

COUNTY

Truckhaven 4x4 Track

!

Strategies
Salton City Landfill

Pumpkin Patch

STRATEGIES

(
!

Tule Spring

(
!

(
!

STRATEGY 1
Trails management plans will be prepared for
all areas within Zone 2 or Zone 3.
STRATEGY 2
Evaluate areas within Zone 2 to assess their
suitability as Concentrated OHV Recreation Areas

Shell Reef
(
!

Gas Domes

(
!

Devils
Slide

Barrel Springs

(
!

Artesian Well

(
!

(
!

ZONE 3
Trails-Only OHV Recreation
OHV recreation is allowed on specific trails only,
except if a concentrated OHV recreation area is
designated.
No Concentrated OHV Recreation
Does not allowed concentrated OHV
recreation areas to be established in the future.

(
!

Visitor Center
& Ranger Station

The Cove

Blowsand Hill

(
!

Old Commune Area

Holmes Camp

Youth Track

(
!
(
!

Hidden Valley Camp

Denner ATV Track

C Hill
Cell Tower

LEGEND
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area Boundary
Existing Primary Trails

Major OHV routes of travel are shown for orientation purposes only

Major Washes
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Clay Flats

Zone 1: Distributed OHV Recreation Area
(Concentrated OHV Recreation Areas Allowed)

Zone 2: Trails-Only OHV Recreation

(Concentrated OHV Recreation Areas Allowed)

Zone 3: Trails-Only OHV Recreation
Primary Concentrated OHV Recreation Areas

APPENDIX B-3: Informational Boards

Proposed Camping Zones
Camping Zones
ZONE 1
Primitive Camping
An area where camping with few or no facilities or
site improvements is allowed anywhere, except in
specific locations where it may be restricted.

ZONE 2
Limited Camping
An area where primitive camping is allowed only
in designated areas within trails-only zones.
Specific locations will be identified in the future.

ZONE 3
No Camping
An area where camping is not allowed.

Focused Development Areas
Focused development areas are locations where
new and improved facilities will be prioritized in
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The focused development areas
range in types of facilities that are included, but are
intended to provide focused areas of recreational and
operational activity and will help shape where and
how people engage in OHV recreation and camping.
Focused development areas will help maintain the
rugged natural quality in other areas of Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.

!

Dusty

!

USN Microwave Tower

Four Palms Spring

k

COUNTY

Truckhaven 4x4 Track

Basic Facilities: Vault toilets, interpretive and
regulatory signage, and other basic facilities may be
developed throughout Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

!

Salton City Landfill

Pumpkin Patch

(
!

DEVELOPED CAMPING AREAS
Developed camping areas allow
for development of basic facilities;
restrooms and showers; RV hookups (electric
and water); trash/recycling; other gathering
areas; amphitheaters; and permanent
concessions. Semi-developed camping
areas and primitive camping
are allowed.

Visitor Center
& Ranger Station

SEMI-DEVELOPED CAMPING AREAS
Semi-developed camping areas
allow development of basic
facilities; picnic tables; shade ramadas;
and other gathering areas. Primitive
camping is also allowed.

Shell Reef
(
!

Gas Domes

(
!

Devils
Slide

Barrel Springs

(
!

Artesian Well

(
!

(
!

(
!

The Cove

Blowsand Hill

(
!

Old Commune Area

Holmes Camp

Youth Track

(
!
(
!

Hidden Valley Camp

Denner ATV Track

C Hill

Clay Flats

Cell Tower

LEGEND
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area Boundary
Existing Primary Trails

Major OHV routes of travel are shown for orientation purposes only

Major Washes
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(
!

Tule Spring

(
!

Zone 1: Primitive Camping Allowed
Zone 2: Limited Camping Allowed
Zone 3: No Camping Allowed
Developed Camping
Semi-Developed Camping

APPENDIX B-3: Informational Boards

Proposed Resource Overlay Zone
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT OVERVIEW
The Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan (General Plan Update and RAMP/Plan
Amendment) and EIR/EIS will identify additional general resource guidelines and
area-specific guidelines to ensure that management is responding to applicable
OHMVR Division, state, and federal policies and regulations. This board identifies
existing and planned resource protection and restoration areas and a Resource
Overlay Zone.

!

Dusty

!

USN Microwave Tower

Resource Overlay Zone
The Resource Overlay Zone is a
planning tool that has been used to
inform the development of the Draft
Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action.
Areas included in the Resource
Overlay Zone will be a priority for
focused studies in the future. Although
not all areas included in the Resource
Overlay Zone are necessarily sensitive
and in need of protection, some areas
will be subject to additional resource
protection measures. Specific resource
management policies and programs
will be developed as part of the
Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan
to ensure the sustainability of Ocotillo
Wells SVRA and to ensure that
recreation opportunities and visitor
facilities are compatible with resource
management.

Four Palms Spring

k

COUNTY

The Resource Overlay Zone includes
Sensitive Vegetation Areas, including
mesquite dunes and ironwoods, and
areas once covered by the Ancient
Shoreline of Lake Cahuilla. Other
areas were also identified based on
existing or planned resource
management activities in Ocotillo
Wells SVRA and are intended to
reinforce those ongoing efforts.

Truckhaven 4x4 Track

!

Salton City Landfill

Pumpkin Patch

(
!

Tule Spring

(
!

(
!

Shell Reef
(
!

Gas Domes

(
!

Devils
Slide

Barrel Springs

(
!

Artesian Well

(
!

(
!

(
!

Visitor Center
& Ranger Station

The Cove

Blowsand Hill

(
!

Old Commune Area

Holmes Camp

Youth Track

(
!
(
!

Hidden Valley Camp

Denner ATV Track

C Hill

Clay Flats

Cell Tower

LEGEND
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area Boundary
Existing Primary Trails

Major OHV routes of travel are shown for orientation purposes only

Major Washes

Existing Fenced Resource Areas
Existing and Planned Restoration Areas
Source Overlay Zone

Not all areas within the Resource Overlay Zone are necessarily sensitive and in need of protection, but are included as a priority for more study, and in
some cases will be subject to additional resource protection measures. Areas outside the Resource Overlay Zone, such as mesquite dunes may also be
identified for protective measures.
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What Issues Should be Addressed in the EIR/EIS?
WHAT IS AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT
(EIR/EIS)?
An EIR/EIS is a document that
evaluates the potential
environmental impacts of a
project. An EIR/EIS also identifies
actions to avoid, reduce, or
mitigate those effects, where
possible. An EIR/EIS will be
completed to evaluate the
potential impacts that could result
from implementing the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA Plan. The EIR/EIS
becomes part of the administrative
record for plan approval.

WHY ARE WE HERE TODAY
FOR A SCOPING MEETING?
The meeting is part of the scoping
phase of the project. “Scoping” is
the process of identifying the scope
and content of the the EIR/EIS.
The scoping process gets public
and agency input to:
- identify potential environmental
issues,
- consider project alternatives, and
- identify potential mitigation
measures.

WHAT ARE THE NEXT
STEPS FOR THE EIR/EIS
PROCESS?
After the scoping process, the
Draft EIR/EIS will be prepared.
The Draft EIR/EIS will be available
for public review and comment for
90 days. Comments received
during public review will be
evaluated and responses will be
provided as part of the Final
EIR/EIS.

Example issues to be addressed

Cultural
Resources

Wildlife

Vegetation

Geologic
Resources

Water
Quality
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Next Steps
Step 1
General
Plan

Step 3

Step 4

Step 5

Project Start-Up
& Info Gathering

Existing Conditions
& Resource
Evaluation

Step 2

Vision & Goals
Dialogue

Draft Planning
Alternatives

Draft Preferred
Alternative

Launch Project
Website

Website Activity

Website Activity

Website Activity

Public Workshop #1

Mobile Workshops

Public Workshop #2

Video #1

Video #2

Step 6
Preliminary
General Plan

Step 7
Final General Plan

Step 8
Plan
Approval

OHMVR
Commission
Hearing
WE
ARE
HERE

Visitor Surveys
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RAMP
PA

• Final filing dates for comments on the
NOP and NOI is April 6, 2015.
• Watch for email updates as the process
moves forward.
• Comment on the Preliminary General
Plan/RAMP/LUPA and Draft EIR/EIS.
Public review is expected to occur in
late 2015/early 2016.
• Visit: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org

Draft
Proposed
Action

Preliminary Recreation
Area Management
Plan (RAMP) / CDCA
Plan Amendment

Final RAMP / Plan
Amendment

Approval by BLM

CEQA
Process

HOW CAN I STAY INVOLVED?

Notice of
Preparation (NOP)
& Scoping

90-Day Public Review
of Draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)

Final Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)

Certification
of EIR by CDPR

NEPA
Process

Stakeholder
Interviews

Notice of Intent
(NOI) & Scoping

90-Day Public Review
of Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS)

Final Environmental
Impact Statement
(EIS)

Record of
Decision (ROD)
by BLM

Website Activity

Website Activity

Public Workshop #3

Public Workshop #4
Video #3

Website Activity

APPENDIX C-1: Comment Cards
Received at:
Temecula Conference Center Public Meeting, March 18, 2015
Ocotillo Wells Discovery Center Public Meeting, March 21, 2015
During the Public Scoping Period
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dale Warmuth
info@planocotillowells.org
Save the open riding area
Wednesday, April 15, 2015 5:28:23 PM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email:
Dear Planning group
Accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular
Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an
environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My family (Dale Warmuth ) and I have traveled to Ocotille Wells SVRA a couple of times.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important mix of trails
and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in
the final plan.
The agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval of competitive and
other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known
“pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important values and
resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public
lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to tent
camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping
throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns
and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed in future
planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized
in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
In advance thank you for reviewing my comments
Respectfully submitted,

Dale Warmuth
Leon’s Car Care Center
929 Broadway
Eureka CA. 95501
(707)444-9636
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Or..you can find us on the world wide web
“Leons-carcare.com”
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg Albright
blm_ca_ocotillo_wells_ramp@blm.go; info@planocotillowells.org
Family time being taken
Tuesday, April 07, 2015 9:08:57 AM

Date: 4.7.2015
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My Family & Friends have been enjoying Ocotillo Wells for my entire life. It is a great place for us to
explore and relax. There are fewer and fewer places for us to this anymore.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important mix
of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations
where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval of
competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be
accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important values
and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire
non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited
to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV
camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent
camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV
developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed in
future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and areas that are
authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on
this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Greg Albright

C-27

Comment Letter #2 - Page 2

FreedomSolar

choose your power

Greg Albright General Manager
(951) 321-0855 | galbright@freedomsolarco.com
Canyon Lake, CA 92587
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

gaboon
info@planocotillowells.org
David Garmon
Input for GP Update RAMP / LUPA Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Ocotillo Wells, et al SVRA
Monday, April 06, 2015 11:59:35 PM
TCDC NOP Letter OcotilloWellsPlan NOP.pdf
Untitled attachment 00040.htm

Dear Ms. Robinson,

Please see the attached comment letter from Tubb Canyon Desert Conservancy re: the GP Update / RAMP /
LUPA NOP for Ocotillo Wells, et al SVRAs.
Thank you,

Lori L. Paul
gaboon@sbcglobal.net
626.798.3235

Comment Letter #3 - Page 2

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

6	
  April	
  2015	
  
Submitted	
  via	
  e-‐mail	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

Tina	
  Robinson	
  
Project	
  Manager	
  ,	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  General	
  Plan	
  	
  
760.767.1302	
  
info@planocotillowells.org	
  
5172	
  Highway	
  78,	
  #10	
  
Borrego	
  Springs,	
  CA	
  92004	
  
	
  
	
  
Re:	
  	
  Input	
  for	
  General	
  Plan	
  (GP)	
  Update	
  /	
  Recreation	
  Area	
  Management	
  Plan	
  (RAMP)	
  /	
  Land	
  Use	
  Plan	
  Amendment	
  
(LUPA)	
  Notice	
  of	
  Preparation	
  (NOP)	
  for	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  State	
  Vehicular	
  Recreation	
  Area	
  (SVRA),	
  et	
  al.	
  
	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Ms.	
  Robinson,	
  
	
  
Tubb	
  Canyon	
  Desert	
  Conservancy	
  (TCDC)	
  was	
  established	
  to	
  preserve	
  habitat	
  and	
  biodiversity,	
  protect	
  native	
  plants	
  
and	
  wildlife,	
  and	
  conserve	
  scenic	
  vistas	
  and	
  historic	
  sites	
  in	
  the	
  Anza-‐Borrego	
  Desert	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  larger	
  Sonoran	
  Desert	
  
subdivisions	
  of	
  southeastern	
  California,	
  of	
  which	
  the	
  highly	
  impacted	
  habitats	
  of	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells,	
  Truckhaven	
  /	
  Desert	
  
Cahuila,	
  and	
  Heber	
  Dunes	
  are	
  a	
  significant	
  part.	
  We	
  appreciate	
  this	
  opportunity	
  to	
  comment	
  on	
  the	
  General	
  Plan	
  
Update	
  during	
  the	
  Notice	
  of	
  Preparation	
  (NOP)	
  for	
  an	
  Environmental	
  Impact	
  Report	
  (EIR).	
  	
  
	
  
It	
  is	
  our	
  assertion	
  that	
  current	
  State	
  Vehicular	
  Recreation	
  Area	
  (SVRA)	
  management	
  has	
  failed	
  to	
  protect	
  critical	
  
desert	
  habitat	
  and	
  species	
  in	
  the	
  areas	
  cited	
  above,	
  in	
  spite	
  of	
  existing	
  state	
  regulations	
  and	
  policies	
  to	
  “protect	
  
natural,	
  cultural,	
  and	
  physical	
  resources”	
  in	
  balance	
  with	
  recreation	
  opportunities	
  per	
  the	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative	
  
/	
  Proposed	
  Acton	
  (DPA/PA).	
  	
  
	
  
To	
  date,	
  the	
  division	
  in	
  the	
  California	
  Department	
  of	
  Parks	
  &	
  Recreation	
  into	
  two	
  agencies:	
  	
  the	
  highly	
  protected	
  State	
  
Parks	
  on	
  the	
  one	
  hand,	
  and	
  SVRA	
  parks	
  on	
  the	
  other	
  hand,	
  has	
  exacerbated	
  the	
  unacceptable	
  level	
  of	
  damage	
  “open	
  
riding”	
  has	
  caused	
  to	
  sensitive	
  terrain,	
  habitats,	
  wildlife,	
  and	
  viewsheds	
  within	
  the	
  OHV-‐designated	
  areas.	
  SVRAs	
  are	
  
not,	
  contrary	
  to	
  the	
  belief	
  of	
  many,	
  “disposable”	
  or	
  “sacrificial”	
  lands	
  designated	
  for	
  off-‐roaders	
  to	
  play	
  in	
  without	
  
restrictions	
  or	
  care	
  for	
  vulnerable	
  ecosystems	
  and	
  park	
  resources.	
  Existing	
  regulations	
  requiring	
  riders	
  to	
  stay	
  on	
  
trails	
  in	
  fragile	
  areas,	
  to	
  avoid	
  destructive	
  riding	
  where	
  endangered	
  or	
  sensitive	
  listed	
  species	
  are	
  present,	
  and	
  to	
  
anticipate	
  and	
  prevent	
  accelerated	
  erosion	
  due	
  to	
  excessive	
  vehicle	
  traffic	
  (per	
  Public	
  Resource	
  Code	
  #509035),	
  and	
  
so	
  forth	
  have	
  not	
  been	
  enforced.	
  	
  
	
  
Unfortunately,	
  pro-‐ORV	
  management	
  of	
  SVRAs	
  has	
  long	
  favored	
  ineffectual	
  monitoring	
  programs	
  instead	
  of	
  taking	
  
legally	
  required,	
  prompt	
  action	
  to	
  protect	
  highly	
  vulnerable	
  lands	
  and	
  species	
  from	
  adverse	
  impacts.	
  	
  In	
  the	
  past,	
  
authorities	
  have	
  reported	
  “no	
  evidence	
  of	
  damage”	
  when	
  the	
  carnage	
  is	
  quite	
  obvious	
  to	
  most	
  observers.	
  This	
  has	
  
been	
  popularly	
  referred	
  to	
  as	
  SRVA	
  officials	
  “monitoring	
  to	
  extinction.”	
  	
  
	
  
Unlike	
  most	
  visitors	
  to	
  State	
  Parks	
  who	
  engage	
  in	
  minimally-‐destructive	
  recreation,	
  such	
  as	
  (but	
  not	
  limited	
  to):	
  	
  
hiking,	
  bird	
  and	
  wildlife	
  watching,	
  enjoying	
  wildflower	
  fields	
  and	
  blooming	
  cacti,	
  photography,	
  sketching	
  or	
  painting	
  
scenic	
  landscapes,	
  astronomical	
  observations,	
  touring	
  ancient	
  petroglyph	
  and	
  Native	
  American	
  sites,	
  learning	
  about	
  
local	
  fossils	
  and	
  geology,	
  etc.	
  -‐-‐	
  many	
  open-‐riding	
  off-‐road	
  enthusiasts	
  directly,	
  blatantly,	
  and	
  permanently,	
  damage	
  
the	
  parklands.	
  This	
  makes	
  the	
  protests	
  of	
  vocal	
  off-‐roaders	
  about	
  being	
  unfairly	
  	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Tubb	
  Canyon	
  Desert	
  Conservancy	
  
8899	
  University	
  Center	
  Lane	
  #170,	
  San	
  Diego,	
  CA	
  	
  92122	
  	
  	
  ✸	
  	
  858.535.9121	
  	
  ✸	
  	
  Contact:	
  	
  CDC@TubbCanyonDesertConservancy.Org	
  
www.TubbCanyonDesertConservancy.Org	
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singled	
  out	
  compared	
  to	
  other	
  park	
  constituencies	
  disingenuous.	
  	
  
	
  
Specifically,	
  unrestricted	
  open	
  riding	
  in	
  SRVAs	
  pulverizes	
  fragile	
  biotic	
  desert	
  surfaces,	
  causes	
  massive	
  fine	
  particle	
  
(dust)	
  pollution	
  that	
  then	
  blows	
  over	
  onto	
  adjacent	
  state	
  park	
  lands.	
  Open	
  riders	
  also	
  collapse	
  burrows	
  (burying	
  
wildlife,	
  such	
  as	
  small	
  rodents,	
  lizards	
  and	
  even	
  larger	
  tortoises	
  and	
  burrowing	
  owls	
  alive)	
  and	
  run	
  over	
  (injuring	
  or	
  
killing)	
  species	
  that	
  protect	
  themselves	
  by	
  camouflage	
  (such	
  as	
  horned	
  lizards,	
  snakes,	
  and	
  butterfly	
  caterpillars).	
  
OHV	
  visitors	
  “use”	
  and	
  irreparably	
  damage	
  desert	
  ecosystems	
  and	
  other	
  resources,	
  which	
  is	
  why	
  their	
  activities	
  
require	
  far	
  more	
  scrutiny	
  and	
  control	
  than	
  has	
  occurred	
  to	
  date,	
  to	
  the	
  detriment	
  of	
  the	
  lands	
  under	
  the	
  responsibility	
  
of	
  the	
  SRVA	
  side	
  of	
  California	
  Department	
  of	
  Parks	
  &	
  Recreation.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  recent	
  scandals	
  in	
  the	
  State	
  Park	
  system	
  re:	
  	
  $54	
  million	
  of	
  “hidden”	
  surplus	
  funding	
  for	
  OHV	
  lands,	
  at	
  a	
  time	
  
when	
  the	
  public	
  had	
  been	
  told	
  that	
  California	
  was	
  too	
  broke	
  to	
  fund	
  70	
  beloved	
  state	
  parks,	
  are	
  germane	
  to	
  concerns	
  
regarding	
  the	
  ongoing	
  damage	
  of	
  OHV	
  parklands,	
  because	
  these	
  incidents,	
  along	
  with	
  ongoing	
  litigation,	
  are	
  a	
  
symptom	
  of	
  poor	
  management	
  structure	
  in	
  the	
  politically	
  divided	
  State	
  Park	
  vs	
  Off-‐Highway	
  Vehicle	
  park	
  system.	
  The	
  
current	
  GP	
  Update	
  and	
  RAMP	
  comes	
  at	
  an	
  important	
  juncture.	
  TCDC	
  urges	
  a	
  full	
  accounting	
  of	
  the	
  appalling	
  lack	
  of	
  
responsive	
  management	
  associated	
  with	
  chronic	
  failure	
  to	
  protect	
  sensitive	
  species	
  and	
  resources	
  at	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells,	
  
Truckhaven	
  /	
  Desert	
  Cahuila,	
  and	
  Heber	
  Dunes.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  our	
  fervent	
  hope	
  that	
  the	
  impending	
  EIR	
  and	
  resulting	
  governing	
  
documents	
  for	
  these	
  public	
  lands	
  will	
  not	
  end	
  up	
  “shelfware”	
  upon	
  completion.	
  Instead,	
  the	
  updated	
  GP	
  and	
  other	
  
guiding	
  policies	
  should	
  lay	
  the	
  foundation	
  for	
  much	
  needed	
  systemic	
  reforms.	
  
TCDC	
  strongly	
  urges	
  that	
  destructive	
  “open	
  riding”	
  be	
  prohibited	
  within	
  the	
  all	
  OHV	
  lands	
  in	
  the	
  vicinity	
  of	
  Anza-‐
Borrego	
  Desert	
  State	
  Park	
  (ABDSP).	
  Riders	
  cannot	
  see	
  wildlife	
  and	
  often	
  do	
  not	
  respect	
  native	
  plants	
  -‐-‐	
  such	
  as	
  the	
  
endemic	
  Borrego	
  Aster	
  (Xylorhiza	
  orcuttii)	
  –	
  or	
  avoid	
  collapsing	
  burrows,	
  riding	
  through	
  (and	
  fouling)	
  ephemeral	
  
water	
  sources,	
  or	
  fragmenting	
  fossil	
  beds	
  and	
  other	
  fragile	
  resources	
  as	
  they	
  ride	
  at	
  high	
  speed	
  over	
  the	
  fragile	
  
landscape.	
  Speeding	
  up	
  and	
  down	
  desert	
  washes	
  and	
  rugged	
  terrain	
  has	
  caused	
  devastating	
  erosion,	
  widespread	
  dust	
  
plumes	
  on	
  windy	
  days	
  that	
  reach	
  Borrego	
  Springs	
  and	
  ABDSP,	
  and	
  generate	
  intrusive	
  noise	
  that	
  can	
  be	
  disruptive	
  to	
  
wildlife,	
  such	
  as	
  nesting	
  birds,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  heard	
  for	
  miles	
  from	
  within	
  nearby	
  state	
  parks.	
  

TCDC	
  requests	
  that	
  the	
  following	
  concerns	
  be	
  addressed	
  in	
  the	
  EIR:	
  
	
  
Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  has	
  surveyed	
  only	
  (approximately)	
  5,000	
  acres	
  out	
  of	
  the	
  more	
  than	
  85,000	
  acres	
  managed	
  by	
  that	
  OHV	
  
park,	
  yet	
  open	
  riding	
  has	
  been	
  allowed	
  across	
  much	
  of	
  the	
  un-‐surveyed	
  area.	
  Why	
  is	
  this?	
  Why	
  has	
  the	
  state	
  park	
  
system	
  taken	
  an	
  “anything	
  goes”	
  management	
  attitude	
  towards	
  OHV-‐accessible	
  public	
  parklands?	
  Why	
  has	
  “open	
  riding”	
  
been	
  permitted	
  in	
  spite	
  of	
  the	
  fact	
  that	
  it	
  has	
  caused	
  demonstrable	
  erosion,	
  loss	
  of	
  archeological	
  artifacts,	
  and	
  loss	
  of	
  
vegetation	
  and	
  wildlife?	
  	
  
	
  
Significant	
  populations	
  of	
  flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard	
  (Phrynosoma	
  mcallii),	
  now	
  considered	
  a	
  listed	
  California	
  species,	
  
reside	
  in	
  both	
  ABDSP	
  and	
  adjacent	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells.	
  	
  Off	
  trail	
  riding	
  in	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  jeopardizes	
  both	
  populations,	
  
because	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  provides	
  a	
  genetically	
  important	
  link	
  needed	
  for	
  diversity	
  of	
  this	
  rare	
  horned	
  lizard.	
  Vitality	
  of	
  
certain	
  species	
  depends	
  upon	
  genetic	
  diversity.	
  Why	
  haven’t	
  the	
  populations	
  of	
  sensitive	
  and	
  listed	
  species,	
  such	
  as	
  the	
  
flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard,	
  leopard	
  lizard,	
  fringe-‐toes	
  lizard,	
  in	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  received	
  adequate	
  protection	
  from	
  open	
  
riding,	
  habitat	
  destruction,	
  and	
  direct	
  killing	
  of	
  these	
  species	
  through	
  trauma	
  caused	
  by	
  OHV	
  riders?	
  
	
  
The	
  failure	
  to	
  manage	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  as	
  an	
  “on	
  trails	
  only”	
  OHV	
  park	
  as	
  mandated	
  by	
  the	
  law	
  creates	
  an	
  enormous	
  
dust/air	
  quality	
  issue.	
  	
  While	
  it	
  is	
  true	
  that	
  prevailing	
  winds	
  send	
  OHV-‐generated	
  dust	
  eastward	
  most	
  of	
  the	
  time,	
  
when	
  the	
  wind	
  does	
  come	
  from	
  the	
  east,	
  it	
  sends	
  fine	
  particulates	
  into	
  the	
  town	
  of	
  Borrego	
  Springs	
  where	
  it	
  generates	
  
a	
  serious	
  health	
  and	
  safety	
  hazard	
  for	
  both	
  residents	
  and	
  visitors.	
  Clean	
  air	
  and	
  desert	
  vistas	
  are	
  reasons	
  many	
  
tourists	
  visit	
  ABDSP	
  and	
  stay	
  in	
  Borrego	
  Springs.	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  OHV	
  park	
  jeopardizes	
  both,	
  especially	
  on	
  popular	
  
weekends.	
  Why	
  has	
  the	
  State	
  failed	
  to	
  quantify	
  this	
  source	
  of	
  downwind	
  environmental	
  impact?	
  
	
  
The	
  extraordinary	
  mudhill	
  and	
  sandstone	
  sheet	
  topography	
  of	
  the	
  eastern	
  part	
  of	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells,	
  along	
  with	
  globular	
  
sandstone	
  concretions,	
  have	
  been	
  adversely	
  impacted	
  by	
  OHV	
  rider	
  creating	
  deep	
  ruts	
  through	
  the	
  hills.	
  Riders	
  
interested	
  in	
  high	
  speed	
  obstacle	
  course	
  riding	
  chip	
  and	
  flake	
  ancient	
  sandstone	
  sheets.	
  	
  Unfortunately,	
  many	
  OHV	
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riders	
  are	
  out	
  in	
  the	
  desert	
  for	
  “thrills,”	
  and	
  are	
  careless	
  of	
  the	
  landscape	
  they	
  traverse.	
  Across	
  the	
  thousands	
  of	
  OHV-‐
accessible	
  acres,	
  no	
  comprehensive	
  survey	
  has	
  been	
  completed	
  of	
  irreplaceable	
  archeological	
  and	
  paleontological	
  
resources;	
  however,	
  unrestricted	
  riding	
  has	
  been	
  approved.	
  Why	
  has	
  open	
  riding	
  been	
  approved	
  for	
  areas	
  whose	
  actual	
  
resource	
  values	
  have	
  not	
  been	
  determined	
  by	
  field	
  surveys	
  sufficiently	
  to	
  build	
  established	
  impacts	
  into	
  effective	
  
management	
  decisions?	
  
	
  
As	
  the	
  EIR	
  and	
  GP	
  Update	
  goes	
  forward,	
  TCDC	
  respectfully	
  demands	
  that	
  the	
  legal	
  obligations	
  to	
  protect	
  public	
  
resources	
  that	
  belong	
  to	
  all	
  of	
  us	
  -‐-‐	
  including	
  habitat,	
  flora	
  and	
  fauna,	
  scenic	
  vistas,	
  archeological	
  and	
  paleontological	
  
sites	
  of	
  significance,	
  surface	
  water,	
  and	
  clean	
  air	
  -‐-‐	
  be	
  enforced	
  and	
  open	
  riding	
  ended	
  across	
  California’s	
  OHV	
  
parklands.	
  We	
  further	
  suggest	
  that	
  management	
  of	
  all	
  State	
  Park	
  lands	
  should	
  be	
  under	
  one	
  umbrella	
  and	
  one	
  
leadership,	
  not	
  divided	
  into	
  politically	
  separate	
  conventional	
  State	
  Parks	
  and	
  lands	
  dominated	
  by	
  one	
  special,	
  and	
  
destructive,	
  constituency:	
  	
  off	
  road	
  vehicle	
  enthusiasts.	
  
	
  
Please	
  keep	
  TCDC	
  on	
  the	
  mailing	
  list	
  for	
  upcoming	
  project	
  events	
  and	
  milestones	
  at	
  the	
  following	
  e-‐mail	
  and	
  land	
  mail	
  
address.	
  
	
  
Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  consideration.	
  
	
  
	
  
Respectfully,	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
Lori	
  L.	
  Paul	
  
Tubb	
  Canyon	
  Desert	
  Conservancy	
  
Member	
  of	
  the	
  Board	
  
	
  
626.798.3235	
  
gaboon@sbcglobal.net	
  
153	
  Jaxine	
  Drive	
  
Altadena,	
  CA	
  	
  91001
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  

3	
  

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #4 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natasha French
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area Comments
Monday, April 06, 2015 11:55:41 PM

Dear Tina Robinson and California State Parks OHV Ocotillo Wells Division,
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to have my thoughts heard on the planning
of our beloved land of Ocotillo Wells. My entire message needs to be read to get the
correct understanding of what I am conveying to you. Please consider my comments
with deep thought and respect, as I greatly respect your institution myself. Just
because I mention one idea before others does not make it any more important. Do
not interpret to others a misrepresentation of what I am submitting to you. I am going
to write in very specific terms to make sure I am understood correctly. This call to
action is going to mention the Ocotillo Wells General Plan, Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action, and other concerns to be addressed that I did not get to
provide for you in the past because I was not aware that you were preparing a
general plan at all, therefore, I am taking my rightful opportunity to address extremely
important issues of various topics now. This paper marks one of the absolute most
important things I have ever done and will ever do in my entire existence and I have
a lot of important things to say that some people may not be aware of and I definitely
have a right to have my thoughts heard and accounted for therefore my whole
message from beginning to end needs to be read carefully and every idea counted
as a vote for something. I have a lot more that I wanted to present to you but have
consolidated it for your convenience. Ocotillo Wells means the world to me. If I
ever lost it I would lose myself because I know for a fact that I would be dead inside
and would never be anything like the same me again. It is the only dream that I have
ever been able to live and it is one of the very few things in this world that I need to
survive. I am forever thankful that I have it in my life. Everything I am speaking of in
this message I am referring to Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area, its
current boundaries including BLM land and any other parcels within its boundaries
that technically are a part of OWSVRA under a Memorandum Of Understanding and
other areas that are desirable to make Ocotillo Wells SVRA one day (to either reopen
land that was once accessible to OHV use, or open new land that the park has never
owned). Ocotillo Wells SVRA and the community of Ocotillo Wells is a sacred land
and I can never imagine life without it. It is my absolute favorite place in the entire
world. I have been frequenting Ocotillo Wells on a regular basis since I was a couple
months old (born 12/26/81) so that would make it 33 years. The place looks almost
exactly the same since the beginning, aside from infrastructure. People who have
been going for many decades always say it looks the same, because they know the
truth. Just look at the satellite imagery from 33 years ago and compare that with
today's true image and you will see what I am talking about. As I am an offroader, I
am also an environmentalist.... therefore I have to look at the desert logically without
bias to either side. Taking into account that the land looks 99.99% like it did from the
beginning of my experience, witnessing countless actions of 99.9% of offroaders
respecting the land and noticing the wildlife thriving just as they did before does
not justify a necessary action of closing the land to offroading. The desert is not a
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forest. It has considerably less flora. It does not receive nearly as much rain as a
forest, the sun in the desert is much more intense than the sun in the forest and the
air is much drier than the wilderness. Therefore, many species of plants are not able
to survive in the desert but the strongest. Also there are root and leaf toxins which
are emitted so other plants cannot take that plant's territory (which would kill it if not)
consequently allowing plenty of spacing for plants to grow without this particular
threat. The Creosote (Larrea Tridentata) and Brittle Bush (Encelia Farinosa) are
perfect examples. Desert plants do this because there is not enough water out there
to compete with other plants. This all leads to less vegetation that ends up growing
in the desert, as it is naturally supposed to be in a desert ecosystem. These
plants are of course thriving out there and none are endangered and we have never
made any species extinct because offroaders do not even remotely pose this kind
of threat. If you look at the animal life as well, they are seen in increasing numbers.
One species which is not in decline is the Flat- Tail Horned Lizard. They have
always had an ability to camoulflage themselves just as a chameleon does and
therefore can be hard to see unless you have clear vision and are fairly close. This
explains why I see them as a color similar to the desert sand when I find them in the
desert while they are seen to be a redish/rust color matching the mountains
bordering Ocotillo Wells. They are the same species because out of all horned
lizards, only the Flat- Tail Horned Lizard has the darkened line down their spinal
column and each time I saw them in Ocotillo Wells and surrounding areas they
always had the dark line. Also they hibernate from October through February as they
bury themselves underground and cannot be seen. When not hibernating, they also
escape the most intense heat during a large majority of the day and cool of night by
burying themselves. They like to dwell around bushes like the Creosote and Black
Harvester Aunt hills especially.... places that make them harder to spot. All of these
factors contribute to making them particularly elusive and lead to some people
believing they are becoming endangered and need to be protected. The truth is that
there are many of them out there and because their numbers are growing, they are
not even potentially going to be extinct even in the distant future of decades. If their
numbers were dwindling that would be another story and I would be fighting for their
protection as I have done with many other species in the world. All of the other
species of animals and plants in Ocotillo Wells are thriving and thus not threatened
with endangerment. Taking all of this into consideration, it is not justified to close any
part of Ocotillo Wells. Something important to bring up is that the extreme
environmentalists are trying to close the park in any way that they can. For example,
the environmentalist group P.E.E.R. that has sued your institution for supposedly not
using good discretion in managing the park (which is completely untrue) has a dust
study going out there that is absolutely ridiculous because at least 99.5% or more
(depending on how many people are there at a given time) is created by the action of
the intense wind which is characteristic of a desert environment and completely
natural. I don't know of a desert on earth that doesn't have sandstorms either and I
really hope they account for this in their study by completely turning it off at least
when sandstorms come through and account for natural dust from the wind on a
regular basis as well. I have many allergies that I was born with and always have but
whenever I'm in Ocotillo Wells my allergy symptoms come out the least out of
anywhere and I never take allergy medication so that is proof the dust is not making
health problems any worse over any other place. There are allergens everywhere in
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the world and there is no way to completely get away from them, but my allergic
reactions are definitely not even remotely bad in Ocotillo Wells SVRA or surrounding
areas. California State Parks OHV divison of Ocotillo Wells needs to provide
evidence that the British military is landing and departing in their blue Osprey's
creating tons of dust each time they land and take off. Every time for some strange
reason they leave their propellers on for at least 2-3 minutes, where other times it is
5 minutes. We need to show this proof to the courts that it is greatly affecting the
dust study out there or it could mean closures for the park. We need to continuously
videotape them and make reports that are written straight from park officials. This is
crucial. We need to provide evidence of all of the dust created not just from the
Osprey's but also account for every form of aircraft out there and tell the judge they
need to delete this from the dust study as it is greatly affecting it. It is only the right
and fair thing to do. You could even round up volunteers to help you with this. Other
than what I'm mentioning in this entire message that I'd like to see change, I
want everything else to stay the same because it is perfect just the way it is. Also,
the more structures we allow to be erected, the less view we will have of our desert
paradise and the more it becomes like a city... which defeats part of the reason why
a lot of us desert dwellers like to visit and live there... to get away from the crazy
robotic metropolis. One of the things I love the most is how you can see all the way
across the valley to the mountains and everything in between. An increase
in infrastructures would be the end of this forevermore. One thing that I would like to
see is less structures at the ranger station just west of Main St. If they can move
some of those RV's out of Ocotillo Wells so they're not blocking the view of the
mountain or if it's possible to take out any other buildings they're not using over
there on a regular basis... or if they could consolidate the belongings if possible, that
would be much appreciated! I just miss the better view of Borrego Mountain in the
olden days. I also greatly miss offroading on the trail that used to be opened
following south of Borrego mountain close to the ranger station. I would LOVE to see
that reopened as well as countless other places in Ocotillo Wells. I have so much
knowledge of the area and I know what I'm talking about because I've experienced it
for 33 years and am an important voice in this matter. As far as the general
plan/DPA/PA is concerned, I believe that because the environmentalists are giving
you pressure on how Ocotillo Wells is managed, that is the reason you are trying to
propose all of these plans with trails only and protecting so many other resources. It
shows because throughout all of my life there has never been as many new fences
that have been erected for resource enclosures as there has been this year. The
fact is that the extreme environmentalists will never be satisfied unless you close the
whole area to offroad recreation. They will never understand our point of view.
Therefore, we do not need to change our goals to meet their's because it is
pointless. They are not even offroaders and most of them have probably never spent
nearly as much time in OWSVRA and surrounding areas as we have. You truly need
to cater to offroaders, that has always been your direction and we should have the
freedom that we deserve to ride through distributed OHV recreation over the entire
park on what little acreage we do have left. Now to move on to the technical side of
the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action, I need to explain exactly how I want
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation area to be like in the future. You need to
count every comment that I make as votes for what I specify (as either keeping the
park the same as it is now or changing it in some way). The same goes for every
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single comment submitted to you from everyone. Read every single piece of
information that is presented to you from everyone. Do not delete a single thing.
Every year more land is taken away from offroaders and it's gotten to the point where
now every single OHV park you go to they are all overcrowded. That means they
have taken too much land and we need to expand these areas because there are
exponentially more accidents and fatalities and the offroad population is growing so
we need to accommodate them or it is going to get out of control. One way we can
do this (and what I am voting for) is to make the entire park of OWSVRA a distributed
OHV recreation area which encompasses all of zone 1, zone 2 and zone 3 including
proposed expansions I have mentioned within this message. To have less erosion in
each area as well as lower numbers of people within a given area because we need
to protect the safety of riders, we need to make the entire park a distributed OHV
recreational area. If the whole park was like this there would also be less sensitive
areas and you wouldn't have to enclose as many places for restorative purposes.
Instead of any fencing anywhere in the park I would love to see that replaced with
native desert plants from OWSVRA as they are a complete eyesore and
disappointment in the desert. The resource areas should all be enclosed with this.
The mesquite dunes rehabilitation sign and ones like it are too big and need to be
reduced in size by at least 50% because they block the scenery and do not look
good. If you put the sign closer to the fence then you can decrease the size of the
font and people will be able to see and read it just as easily as they could before.
After restoration areas have recovered, we need to reopen them to offroaders but still
keep a record of how they are doing periodically. If someone ever mentions that the
offroaders are destroying the wildflowers: a great majority of the flowers that bloom
during the entire year are only there for a few weeks at the most during the peak
annual bloom because of the intensity of the sun and an inadequate supply of rainfall
which comes with a natural desert environment, it is not the offroaders that are the
culprits of this consequence. I do not want a trails only situation anywhere in the
park, including but not limited to zone 1, zone 2 and zone 3. There is no reason for a
trails only situation, as no significant erosion is occurring anywhere in OWSVRA or
surrounding places that would indicate the need for any closures whatsoever. The
greatly large majority of erosion that occurs in the park is due to forces of nature
including wind, water including flash floods, sunlight, and other environmental
factors. As far as concentrated areas go, I want more of these areas established
within different zones of the park so there are not too many offroaders in one
particular area. I think we should focus on zone 2 and 1 when looking for other
concentrated areas. If we open new areas to ride this will definitely be feasible.
Considering the offroad population grows with time as more people discover Ocotillo
Wells, we need to prepare for the increasing crowds and this is another reason why
we need to manage the entirety of Ocotillo Wells as a distributed OHV recreation
park with a good amount of additional concentrated areas (I say 5 or more if we
can). I also want to make sure that all of the concentrated areas will always be open
as distributed OHV recreation areas including but not limited to: Blowsand, Devil's
Slide, Shell Reef and Truckhaven. As I do not want anymore structures at all
erected, embedded, hovered, sitting, hanging or strung over or across the park in
any way, shape or form. We do not need anymore welcome areas at all because we
have plenty enough as it is so I am calling for no more welcome areas. The way
stations are also overly plentiful in Ocotillo Wells and therefore we do not need
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anymore. If they want interpretations they can go to the Discovery Center or Ranger
Station.... or pick up the annual Ocotillo Wells newspaper guides and while they're at
it get one of your fold out maps if they need it. Everything they need to know to grow
their knowledge and respect the land is already displayed on the interpretive
signage, Discovery Center and free pamphlets that are always available. Of new
camping areas that are established for the future, I do not want any amenities at all
whatsoever in a distributed OHV recreational setting and no "trails only" scenarios.
We like to be independent and we want to keep it that way. Those amenities take
away from the desert experience. I love going to the bathroom on the desert floor
and watching the baby scorpions up close running around, tiny flowers I didn't notice
were there before, the "smurf beatles" (I call them) doing their cute little tribal dance
and the flying insects desperately scrambling for any moisture I've just released. It
makes me feel good knowing they are able to live a little longer from the drink they
receive from me. I think it's so cool how some of the flying insects sound just like
dirtbikes in the distance. You always end up having these cool experiences along
the way, and so much more when you camp with as little as possible. A bathroom
does not allow you to witness and be involved in this experience during those
times. I do not want basic facilities of any kind including but not limited to vault toilets
and interpretive and regulatory signage. I do not want any "developed camping
areas" anywhere in OWSVRA including but not limited to restrooms, showers, RV
hookups of any kind, amphitheaters and concessions of any kind. I do not want
anymore trash/recycling receptacles or anymore gathering areas that are
constructed, graded or change the land in any way. We do not need any of these
things. We have more than enough as it is. Majority of offroaders in the park do not
camp in RV's but a very small minority (us frequenters are aware of this) so RV
hookups are definitely not needed because they destroy the beauty of the desert.
Majority is supposed to rule in our country not the minority so we will see what
happens as everything unfolds and that will be a direct reflection on if our
government is getting out of control with their power or not. I do not want
anymore new areas of concrete poured or asphalt laid out on the surface of the
OWSVRA desert floor and within all of its boundaries including land of at least a 20
mile radius from the entire outermost borders of OWSVRA. It is only ok with me to
repair the existing asphalt and concrete structures that stand today without
expanding them in any direction from where they sit on the desert surface. I also do
not want any "semi-developed camping areas" including but not limited to basic
facilities, picnic tables, shade ramadas, or gathering areas of any type. There are
many unused amenities always sitting around at any given time so there is absolutely
no need for anymore of them. I do not want any new "primitive camping" as you
define it anywhere in OWSVRA because facilities and site improvements are not
necessary or desirable by me or the large majority. I do not want "limited camping"
as you define it anywhere in the park because it includes a trails only situation and
allows "primitive camping" which would bring basic facilities that we don't need. I do
not want to see anymore "visitor-services and operations facilities areas" including
but not limited to a visitor centers, amphitheaters, maintenance and operations
facilities, ranger stations, staff offices and maintenance and storage facilities. I do
not want anymore road signs and road structures within OWSVRA's boundaries,
off both sides of the road on Hwy 78, off both sides of the road on S-22 and if you
can help it on Hwy 86 as well. I do not ever want a bridge going over any roads ever
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because that would take away from the aesthetic beauty as well. I do not ever want
stoplights or stop signs in OWSVRA or in the community of Ocotillo Wells or Little
Borrego. I do not want concrete structures erected off the side of the highways
including all of the roads in OWSVRA and outside of its borders within a 20 mile
radius or any concrete islands or K-rails created within the same distance. I want it
to continue to look like a desert and definitely not a freeway. I do not want any
concessions anywhere in OWSVRA, including but not limited to permanent
concessions, mobile capable concessions and temporary concessions of any kind.
Tours should be allowed everywhere you can ride now as well as areas where OHV
access may be opened in the future. Special events should be allowed anywhere in
Ocotillo Wells except for in the near vicinity of restoration enclosures depending on
their sensitivity level up to 3 miles away and depending on how many people are
projected to come. Small tours would be fine to visit these areas as long as they do
not go inside the restorative boundaries. I do not want anymore "challenge tracks"
created. The truckhaven track has everything you need so it is really not necessary
at all. There is also a safety track by Holmes Camp where people can practice or
learn how to ride and everytime I pass by it is usually not being used, therefore
another track of its kind is not necessary. People can practice on tracks in the city as
well where you buy the offroad vehicles in the first place (since they're not sold
anywhere for miles around here) so they can easily go there to practice. They
should know how to use it and have enough practice before they come to Ocotillo
Wells and drive around others anyway. So another one would never need to be
constructed in the future. People read their owners manual before they operate their
OHV and there are safety courses offered in the city which I took when I was little so
they can easily do the same. Therefore anymore safety info other than what is
passed out in brochures does not need to be given to people because there are
more than enough avenues that address this and we definitely do not need a safety
program in the park because of this. Fines need to be increased for pallets because
they cause flat tires and there has been an increase in nails and that is why there are
more cases of flat tires. The trip before last I got 3 different flat tires just in one car.
New kinds of archaeological, cultural or paleontological resources found of a rare
value not found anywhere in the world or with few occurrences should be preserved,
but in most cases can be kept in a museum. The Discovery Center could be used for
this. Most large artifacts and sacred Native American places have already been
found because people have been thoroughly searching for and collecting these
incredible things for decades. To mention one of the most important things of that
we need to be actively preventing is the private land acquisition within the park.
Especially preventing solar energy farms, wind turbines or geothermal plants from
entering the boundaries of OWSVRA because they are not necessary here because
in the desert people can foster more than enough energy through their rooftops and
can even supply many other households from one house as well. We can even put
the solar panels on top of trains or countless other things. Wind turbines have been
proven to cause cancer amongst other illnesses, give the populations around them
considerable sleep deprivation and kill countless numbers of birds which is not
"environmental" as the supporters like to portray. These solar farms, wind turbines
and geothermal mechanisms are sought by people who only want to make money.
They try to make people believe it is necessary for the future because we will run out
of energy if not but that is a lie because they want to make money. Solar power on
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rooftops alone is more than enough to fuel the present and the future. People who
cannot afford rooftop solar can receive grants from the government or other agencies
to make this possible. The desert is too important and sacred to put this kind
of undesirable eyesore that completely destroys our desert. There is no good reason
for it whatsoever. Those things do not belong in the form of a farm. There is also
hydroelectric power we can use within existing dams that will take care of all the
energy we would ever need and then some. As far as saving the park from being too
crowded with offroaders as it is at the present time, we need to take action to relieve
this and the best way to do that would be to expand OWSVRA's boundaries, so I am
requesting that as well. The way we can guarantee that the park is saved for future
generations is to expand it. We do not need to save anymore of the desert land in a
preserve because there is more than enough land which is Anza Borrego Desert
State Park. It is over 7 times bigger than Ocotillo Wells and is the largest state park
in California and the 2nd biggest in the continental United States. In Anza Borrego
there are no dirtbikes, quads, dune buggies or non street legal vehicles allowed,
therefore it is crucial that we keep Ocotillo Wells open to explore the desert through
these activities. You can go to places now that you would have never been able to
see if this land would have been a part of Anza Borrego because travelling off trails is
not allowed, even on foot in a lot of places. Another thing that is crucial and that I
hope you have the ability to decide over is that I would love to have the land south
and southwest of Little Borrego rezoned into allowing private land for sale where you
can own the desert valley and part of the mountain bordering the desert all in the
same stretch of land. Please only allow a few and very small homes to be built but
not too many other structures. No one wants that area to ever turn into a little city
either, so please do not allow more than 5 land parcels to be given up for private
ownership in this area. Another crucial point to realize is that we need to save some
of the wells as a nice landmark to visit while we offroad which are signature to
Ocotillo Wells anyway. I would love for you to acquire the well hill just south and
bordering highway 78 across the street from the airport (Benson dry lake). It has one
of the best views of Ocotillo Wells, especially out of all the places with wells out
there... and because it is bordering Hwy 78 it is easily accessible and the perfect
place for a nice offroad landmark. It is a pretty cool part of history that would be
awesome to save. Other sites I'd like to have for the park would be all of the private
parcels north of Shell Reef but south of the Pumpkin Patch. This is important to
acquire because these are 2 of the most popular attractions in the park. Another
location to buy or transfer into OWSVRA is the land just west of the big open steel
building (which is 1/8 mile or less just west of the "bumpy road" sign for Salton City)
where you find mudhills, caves, and beautiful pastel hued layers in the small hills just
north of S-22. Ever since around 2009 or 2010 I noticed the trail leading to the
mudhills is consistently being blocked off by an unnatural man made sand bar even
after people drive through it so I am assuming it isn't open to OHV use anymore but
really is one of the best places to ride with some of the greatest scenic views in all of
the park. Out of all of the acquisitions I have mentioned, the parcels of land that are
the most important to acquire is the land including the tamarisk grove west of the
Imperial County line but east of split mountain road. That tamarisk grove all the way
up the land to the slightly northwest, north and slightly northeast needs to be
acquired. It has some of the most varied terrain of all of Ocotillo Wells and is one of
my favorite places to ride of all time (that and blowsand are my favorite). People call
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it the slot although it is not the same Anza Borrego Desert slot to the north of 78 but
to the south. The same slot that used to have poker runs drive right through it
especially the Halloween ones from the Los Pretots Desert Club back in the days of
the past. The same area of land that last I heard is owned by the man who wants to
build a wretched golf course upon which is the craziest idea I have ever heard in
Ocotillo Wells in my entire life. Please acquire that land first before anything else. I
care about getting that land incredibly more than any other section of land in the
whole entire world and I just can't see OWSVRA going on without it. I will always
consider it OWSVRA in my heart no matter what happens, that's how much it means
to me. Also if you could acquire the gold dust dunes as I call it which are just
southeast of those same tamarisk groves I was just asking you to obtain (you might
call them a mesquite dune population or another name) I would very much
appreciate it. If you cannot get it for the park then please don't allow it to ever
become private land. We need to create as much park land south of Hwy 78 as we
can, then the residents who live south of Hwy 78 of whom great majority are
offroaders can legally ride from their property to OWSVRA to the north, but also
because the park needs to be expanded anyway and these are some of the best
parcels of land out there. Another thing is that the land south of Hwy 78 is easily
accessible and people without a 4x4 can get to them with no problems. Also
emergency vehicles would have such an easier way of getting to those people
who are riding or camping there as opposed to several miles away and when
someone is in critical condition it could make the difference of saving their life. I am
not implying in any way that I want a paved road in OWSVRA or surrounding areas
from its boundaries because that is the last thing we need right now. They need to
make an ambulance that is offroad compatible and 4x4. Please rezone land south of
highway 78 to prevent too much more construction including homes, businesses, golf
courses, ponds, lakes, rivers, energy farms, or any large and medium
sized infrastructure developments. Please do not give up anymore land to private
ownership south of the 78. We do not want it to ever turn into a city either and we
want to keep the aesthetic views for our children and grandchildren to enjoy and
experience in the way we have known it all of our lives. If you change Ocotillo Wells
SVRA or the community of Ocotillo Wells into building more infrastructure, it would
never be nearly as nice as it is today. Also if you ever close new areas to offroad
vehicle use then please be fair and open new land for us to ride upon as an equal
exchange. We need to get rid of this checkerboard pattern of varied ownerships of
land in OWSVRA and within its boundaries. We should not allow anymore
OWSVRA land to be sold or given up to anyone. All of that land within its boundaries
that is not OWSVRA land needs to be bought or transferred to OWSVRA. We need
to acquire as much land out of the currently owned BLM parcels as possible. This
will prevent other uses of that land other than offroad recreation. We need to be able
to ride straight across and not have to drive all the way around these checkerboard
patterns of private property or places that are not OWSVRA or have to dodge any
obstacles that would make it a dangerous situation. If you allow this pattern to
continue then how is law enforcement going to be able to issue citations to people if
they're chasing them and all of a sudden that criminal crosses a line outside of their
jurisdiction? There's not enough back up out there and especially no agents close
enough to take over so those criminals would easily get away and keep doing what
they're doing knowing they can get away with it time after time. All of the BLM land
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along Hwy 78 especially needs to be transferred to OWSVRA. One of these parcels
is bordering the Imperial County line where one of the biggest populations of
offroaders camp in and around all of OWSVRA. We do not want anything else there
but land to offroad on. We do not want to see eyesores of any kind of infrastructure,
solar farms, wind farms, geothermal farms, or any other structures in this location or
any other BLM owned land whatsoever. Especially in view when driving down Hwy
78, S-2 and Hwy 86.... those are the absolute worst places for them. I do not want
any farms that foster energy, generate or transfer it in any way on OWSVRA soil
EVER. There are plenty of other places for this in the city or suburban areas and
they blend in so much better than with the stark clash of the desert because there
are already these things in the city. There are more people in the city so all of the
energy plants and energy farms belong there, not in the desert where 99.9999% of
that energy will not even go to the residences in the Ocotillo Wells area anyway, so it
wouldn't make sense to bring these things to Ocotillo Wells. There is already an
electrical plant off split mountain road which is more than enough as well as the one
off Hwy 78 within the boundaries of Anza Borrego Desert State Park. Out of all these
things one of the most important is definitely do not ever allow a power line or
electrical lines, transmissions or transfers of electricity of any kind in OWSVRA,
within its boundaries, in the community of Ocotillo Wells, Little Borrego and all
surrounding areas of these vicinities for a radius of at least 50 miles because we
don't want it to ruin the gorgeous views of our beloved desert. When climbing the
hills in the desert and mountains bordering it while attempting to enjoy the view we
most definitely do not want to see any kind of electrical power lines, transmissions,
electrical energy farms, structures for electricity generation or the like of any kind
even in the distance. I and the humungous majority will be forever grateful. I want
the same to hold for Anza Borrego Desert State Park, I do not want to see
anymore structures of any kind on that land either. These places are supposed to be
preserved for the purposes in which they were created, that is why they are
sectioned off into a park: to save that land for those purposes for the future, not to
change the original purpose of what all of us taxpayers have already paid for. These
parks are not to be used for making money off of people. They are supposed to
be allocated for the purpose of experiencing a greater quality of life that we were
meant to live and that is essential for our health and well being. If you put structures
on it, that quality just dwindles and will never be as good as it was before. So please
let the desert be the desert and the city be the city and the ones who like the city can
always go there while us desert dwellers will always live in or visit their true home of
OWSVRA and the community of Ocotillo Wells both of where we belong. Another
thing that is crucial to address since there is a natural spring 1/2 a mile away from
the Salton City Landfill, it needs to be moved away from that spring because the
water from that source deposits directly into the underground aquifer, and if we ever
want to have clean water then we need to move this dump elsewhere into a location
at least 4 miles away from a natural spring or well or cease operation in that vicinity,
cover it with enough sediment to cap it to the surface level and continue Salton City's
Landfill elsewhere in a safe location that satisfies the parameters I mentioned above.
One key topic that keeps coming up is the sound level from offroad vehicles. First of
all, the sound of offroad vehicles doesn't bother me at all, they actually do just the
opposite. Everytime I hear them I get an adrenaline rush and it makes me feel so
alive and I get even more energy and it makes me want to "take on the world" but of
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course only in a positive and uplifting way. I never hear people complaining about
the sound of OHV's when I'm in Ocotillo Wells. I believe it is just those few minorities
that either are elderly or sensitive to sound. There are engine sound rules where
they can be up to a certain decibel level and if people don't follow them well then they
can just get a fine and it will keep them from doing it next time. We don't need to
change any rules in that respect but what we could do is open a new camping place
within OWSVRA far enough away from concentrated areas for people who are
sensitive to sound and lower the decibel level rules a certain amount just for them
in that area. To speak on what the desert means to me: closing the land to
offroaders is taking our heart, our soul and our life away from us. It means to
discontinue cherished experiences of the greatest times of our lives with the ones we
love the most. It is my soul home and I am going to live there for the rest of my life.
Thank you so much for taking the time to read my thoughts and I wish the best for
you all and for the livelihood of Ocotillo Wells!

Sincerely,

Natasha French
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sandraider@comcast.net
info@planocotillowells.org
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA)
Comments
Monday, April 06, 2015 10:55:32 PM
ocotillo wells comments.docx

Here are my comments for the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA)

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org

Jeff Blewett
CA4WDC Northern Natural Resources Consultant
Rubicon Trail Foundation Board of Directors
209-210-7880
ndnrc@cal4wheel.com

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

"Si vis pacem, para bellum."

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells
Recreation Area in Imperial County.
The California Association of 4 Wheel Drive Clubs Inc. was founded in 1959 and we are a nonprofit organization that has actively promoted the advancement of vehicle oriented outdoor
recreation.
CA4WDC is a volunteer-based organization of enthusiasts who promote responsible family
recreation and exercise environmental conservation for the purpose of protecting access to
public lands.
CA4WDC represents over 6,000 members and 160 member clubs. We are the largest
organization of this type in California and represent owners of all makes and models of 4WD
vehicles, as well as non-owners who support responsible vehicle-oriented recreation.
CA4WDC has many members that are recreational visitors to the Ocotillo Wells SVRA and are
very interested and concerned about the proposed action at Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
We are concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
We believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
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reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
We support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
We are concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
We are concerned that the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events
MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted
the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Jeff Blewett
Northern Natural Resources Consultant
California 4WD Association
ndnrc@cal4wheel.com

C-36

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #6 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Quinn
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov; info@planocotillowells.org
Comments on PA Ocotillo Wells
Monday, April 06, 2015 10:12:57 PM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My name is Mike Quinn, and my family and I have been enjoying Ocotillo Wells for the past
10 years as our most frequented family camping destination (in campers, and motorhomes)
We enjoy camping away from other campers off grid. Our extended family and friends
vacation at Ocotillo Wells approximately 6 to 7 trips per year ranging from 3 to 5 day trips.
Our group consists of as few as 10-14 members on small trips to as many as 40 members on
larger group trips. The group ranges from very young 4 - 5 years to old, including my father
Patrick G. Quinn age 74 (retired LAFD Helicopter Pilot, mother Arlys Quinn age 73, aunt
Kay Kleinert age 75, my uncle Tim Quinn age 77(Retired LAFD Captain). To suggest that
these family members would no longer be welcome to enjoy the outdoor experience at
Ocotillo Wells, - due to the fact that at their age "primitive camping" is not possible, not to
mention a danger to their health (sleeping in tents is a danger from recurring chronic
bronchitis and other health issues) It distresses me to think that my state could end our
cherished family vacations. I cannot iterate enough how concerned I am if the wording
"primitive camping" we're to be the designation. Please take a moment to consider how and
why this would be considered age discrimination.
Please take the following comments as being made with respect, (after proofing my writing I
am concern how it will be received, but feel I could not change the following) I am also very
concerned with "trails-only" plan's, sadly I do not have time to discuss the inherent dangers
involved in such a designation. I can surmise that such a designation could only be considered
safe by individuals who do not participate in the very activity which they are governing over.
I can only liken this to a non pilot dictating safety flying procedures to a pilot. Also, at issue
with the "trails only" designation would also spell the end of Ocotillo Wells riding area. If
the goal is to eliminate OHV's this will succeed, along with the funding for the very thing we
are trying to protect.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
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camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Mike Quinn
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JP Mattson
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Monday, April 06, 2015 9:16:16 PM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I have grown to love Ocotillo Wells. I purchased my first dirt bike at the age of 30, seeking an
outlet from my stressful job at a fortune 500 telecommunications company in Orange County,
CA. A handful of times each winter, my riding friends and I escape to the beautiful desert for
a camping/riding adventure. I have found the off-road community to be very warm and
respectful. We look out for each other and I can't count how many times someone has stopped
to ask if I need help, even when I've just stopped to rest and enjoy the beautiful terrain. I find
inner peace being able to ride and camp at Ocotillo Wells.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
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Jonathan Mattson
27 White Sands
Trabuco Canyon, CA
92679
949-510-3706
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Subject:
Date:

Matt Poland
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocotillo Wells
Monday, April 06, 2015 9:11:58 PM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
(PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau
of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental
review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My family and friends camp a few times a year in our RV's and ride dirt bikes and
quads in the park. The open riding is done on dirt bikes with minimal impact.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State
Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final
plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding
the many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also
support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further
enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout
most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working
with the SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Matt Poland
Huntington Beach & Canyon Lake, CA
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Subject:
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Joe Quinn
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:42:53 PM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
My family and I have been going out to the Ocotillo Well Recreation Area for years and this is an
extremely important part of our lives. The Ocotillo Wells Recreation area also allows our
extended family and friends to gather and keep in touch. Our kids play together and my great
uncle flies out to join us during our trips. We enjoy Ocotillo Wells BECAUSE of its family
atmosphere. Other riding areas do not offer the openness and family friendly riding abilities. I
can’t even begin to imagine a life without our family adventures to Ocotillo Wells. It would not only
break my heart, but the heart of my two daughters. I don’t know how I could break the news to
them if for some reason we were unable to camp and ride “family style” in the Ocotillo Wells
Recreation Area. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE keep Ocotillo Wells open as it is today for the
continued family enjoyment.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project. Please feel free to contact me for any additional input.
Respectfully submitted,
Linda Quinn
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Joe Quinn
info@planocotillowells.org
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocotillo Wells
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:25:37 PM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
My family and I have been going out to the Ocotillo Well Recreation Area for years and this is an
extremely important part of our lives. The Ocotillo Wells Recreation area also allows our
extended family and friends to gather and keep in touch. Our kids play together and my great
uncle flies out to join us during our trips. We enjoy Ocotillo Wells BECAUSE of its family
atmosphere. Other riding areas do not offer the openness and family friendly riding abilities. I
can’t even begin to imagine a life without our family adventures to Ocotillo Wells. It would not only
break my heart, but the heart of my two daughters. I don’t know how I could break the news to
them if for some reason we were unable to camp and ride “family style” in the Ocotillo Wells
Recreation Area. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE keep Ocotillo Wells open as it is today for the
continued family enjoyment.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project. Please feel free to contact me for any additional input.
Respectfully submitted,
Joe Quinn
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Importance:

S&S Off Road Magazine
info@planocotillowells.org
Desiree Bates
Leave the park alone
Monday, April 06, 2015 7:26:51 PM
High

The park has been “improved” far beyond the ability to even feel like we are having a remote
off road wilderness adventure.
I have taken to calling it “Disney Wells” as opposed to Ocotillo Wells.
Signs, signs, way too many signs, fences, traveling dead animal exhibits, handicapped parking
in an area that has parking everywhere?
I have been commenting on this park plan for well over five years and it feels like closer to 8
years or more and still my comments are being solicited.
How many times can I say the same thing?
This park is for off road use. This park is not an extension of Anza Borrego Desert State Park
and needs to stop being operated as if it is.
Sherri Kukla
S&S Off Road Magazine
www.ss-offroadmagazine.com
760-767-4680
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ed Stovin
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells comments
Monday, April 06, 2015 5:36:02 PM
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the park's goal to achieve habitat enhancement. Save that for ABDSP, San Sebastion Marsh
and all the wilderness in the region.
RM Goal #5 should be followed in regard to OW's "unique visual resources". Please do not
add infrastructure that disturbs visual resources.
Interpretation and Education

Please review my comments on the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed
Action. These comments are on behalf of the Friends of Ocotillo Wells. I have a variety of
comments on the proposed plan and will also make comments on the NEPA Scoping of the
EIS/EIR.
Theme of comments
After speaking with a number of CORVA members and other users of Ocotillo Wells SRVA, the
overwhelming consensus is that less development is better. The users of the park want no
more infrastructure added to the park. We understand that the park has access the ability to
put all kinds of infrastructure in the park. We don't want any more. No more road signs,
shades, restrooms, trash containers, kiosks, interpretive etc. That being said, adding a ranger
substation in the north is believed to be a good idea. By substation, I don't mean a building,
just a large camping trailer that can be parked up there on busy weekends. Something that
would allow law enforcement and safety personnel to escape the elements while not on a
call. As visitation in the park has been trending downward, it would be truly difficult to justify
the expense of putting a ranger station building in the north. Section 2c of the draft plan
mentions people go to Ocotillo Wells to escape urban life. All these visual distractions are not
wanted.
2d
Visitor experience opportunities
VEO Goal #1 is wrong. The goal should not include "Trails Only" OHV recreation. For visitors
who seek trails only recreation, please refer them to Anza Borrego Desert State Park, where
there are 500 miles and 10 times the number of acres of "Trails Only" recreation. Ocotillo
Wells was created by legislation to be an open OHV park. Please keep it this way.
Resource Management
RM goal #2 is to have a no net loss of native vegetation. This should be removed, as it could
lead to large closures in the park, which is contrary to the primary goal of Ocotillo Wells.
RM Goal #3 says ...to achieve habitat sustainability and enhancement. This is wrong. It is not
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IE Goals #1 and #4 seek to increase visitors knowledge of such topics as history and ecology.
Most visitors of Ocotillo Wells are not interested in the history and ecology of Ocotillo Wells.
They just want to camp and ride with family and friends. While this information should be
available at the discovery center, it should not be a goal to increase the visitors knowledge of
these topics.
3a
Recreation zones
Ocotillo Wells has a long history of hosting distributed OHV recreation. I personally rode in
the park when every square inch of the present park was open to legal distributed OHV use.
While changes in the past may have limited this, it should be the goal of the park to have all
areas of the park open to distributed (open) OHV recreation. While some may say the park
should be balanced between distributed and trails only, the greater region around Ocotillo
Wells has much more than 10 times that amount of land that is protected. It is infuriating to
see this small area that is Ocotillo Wells whittled down acre by acre. The park should remove
"Trails Only" designations from zones 2 and 3 in the final plan.
Should the park go against the wishes of the vast majority of its users and visitors and make
areas within the park "Trails Only", the park must make a detailed trail inventory of all routes
in these areas. In a later trails plan, the maximum number of trails in these areas must be
designated as open.
If areas are changed to "trails only" the effects of such a change must be studied. If the
number of acres of open riding is reduced, the park must study where OHV use will go and
what its effect on these areas will be.
Camping Zones
The camping zone section shows areas where camping would be limited or not allowed all
together. This would be contrary to the historic use of the park and is really illogical. It is
illogical because little camping occurs in these areas, therefore camping there would have
minimal impact. Why break the hearts of the few, rugged campers and the rest of us who
would like to camp "out there" but probably never will. The plan should allow camping
throughout the entire park.
Should the park choose to restrict camping in any parts of the park, camping should be
allowed within 300 feet of either side of any authorized route, similar to what the BLM allows.
Under NO circumstances should the park even consider adding developed camping. That can
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be assumed to mean camping on pads with hookups. This would be contrary to the visual
resources of the park. It would also make the more rugged campers feel bad (They have
power and water, while we don't). It would create problems with getting power, water and
sewage to and from the sites and would make reserving sites a challenge. If campers want to
camp with hookups, there are private campgrounds across the street to fill that need.
The great many visitors believe that there are enough visitor services in the park now.
Additions such as amphitheaters more visitor centers, more shades, tables, restrooms etc
would only detract from the natural setting the park displays. Remember RM #5.
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weeks maneuvers.
Cultural resources
The park should establish a limit as to how much cultural stuff is enough. Every old fire mark,
bottle cap and empty can does not have to be protected. Interesting artifacts that tell an old
story should be preserved, but every little piece of trash from 50 + years ago does not need
protection.
EIS/EIR

Concession
It is strongly felt that permanent concessions have no place in Ocotillo Wells. See my
comments on RM #5. There are plenty of business's surrounding Ocotillo Wells to satisfy the
needs of users.
Temporary concessions play a different part in management goals. We feel the zones set up
for temporary concessions are adequate to meet the needs of park users. We believe that
vendors should be allowed at special events with no special fees. Any kind of emergency
concessions such as private ambulances and towing should be allowed without a permit.
Rental RV placement should be allowed with minimal trouble. What we do not want to see is
the ice cream man driving around or trucks going camp to camp selling ice, firewood, snacks,
gas etc.
Do we really need more way stations in the park? We believe no. There is a special feeling
when exploring the park. That feeling is washed away when we come around a corner and
find a kiosk telling about something. We feel like we are discovering somewhere new, only to
find a sign telling us lots of people have been here before. Please stop with the kiosks.
Concentrated Use areas. While we don't like the limitations of concentrated use areas (No
camping, drinking or fires) we like that they keep order in areas where problems might
develop. Should areas of the park be closed to distributed OHV recreation, we expect that
concentrated use areas would be developed there.
3G
Resources Management
The resource overlay shows in green color the areas in need of protection. This overlay is far
too large. The resource overlay should be re-sized to account for current known resources
only. The entire shore of Late Cahuilla is now a protected resource? This is a mistake and
should not be listed as a resource.
Dust
Should problems with dust arise in Ocotillo Wells, the park should be able to show that large
amounts of dust are created when military aircraft land, touch and go and perform low fly
by's at the Ocotillo Wells airport. Perhaps video a few occurrences and keep a log of a typical
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EIS/EIR scoping of Ocotillo Wells should include study of the plan's effects on a variety of
resources. These should include: species, air, cultural, water, soil, visual, economic and
recreation. The resource with the most focus should be motorized recreation. While the
effects of the plan on the environment are studied, conclusions should not be made that a
reduction of OHV recreational opportunities should take place to mitigate effects on these
resources.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

roberttheriault@juno.com
info@planocotillowells.org
PlanOcotilloWells
Monday, April 06, 2015 5:11:08 PM

Dear Ms Robinson,
On busy fall/winter weekends when there is no wind, the dust from OW can blanket Borrego
Springs. There have been incidents of star gazing programs being cancelled simply because
even the Milky Way has not been visible, and at times I have cancelled personal bicycle rides
due to pulmonary health concerns. I am hopeful that this problem will be addressed.
Thank you,
Robert Theriault
Borrego Springs, CA

____________________________________________________________

Want to place your ad here?
Advertise on United Online
www.adsonar.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark
info@planocotillowells.org
Plan For Ocotillo Wells Off Road Park.
Monday, April 06, 2015 4:11:53 PM

My family has been going, camping, offroading, hiking and exploring Ocotillo Wells, the Anza Borrego State Park
and the Truckheaven area since the 1940s. My grandfather took my Dad to all these areas, my Dad took me and I
know take my kids. We seem to be losing access to more and more of these places to explore and recreate every
year. They have been a great place to spend time with family and friends for generations. Please do not close
anymore trails and no geo-thermal energy development within the boundaries of the planning area.
Thank you,
Mark Stahl
4 Time Baja 1000 Winner
Overall in 1978 & 1980
3 Time Baja 1000 Ironman
NASCAR / ARCA veteran.
843-290-0032
mark_stahl@bellsouth.net
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Comment Letter #15 - Page 2

Scott Jones
Info@planocotillowells.org
ORBA comments on Ocotillo Wells proposal
Monday, April 06, 2015 4:08:14 PM
scoping comments.pdf

Dear Sirs
Please find the comments of the Off Road Business Association with regard to this
phase of the Ocotillo Wells planning process for submission.
Thank you
Scott Jones

Ocotillo Wells State Recreation Area
ATT: Tina Robinson, Project Manager
5172 Hwy 78, #10
Borrego Springs CA 82004
Via Email@ Info@planocotillowells.org

April 6, 2015

RE: Notice of Preparation of Ocotillo Wells RMP
Dear Ms. Robinson:
Please accept this correspondence as the comments of the Off-Road Business Association
("ORBA") regarding the Notice of Preparation of Ocotillo Wells RMP ("the Proposal"). ORBA is a
national not-for-profit trade association of motorized off-road related businesses formed to
promote and preserve off-road recreation in an environmentally responsible manner and
appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the Ocotillo Wells Proposal. ORBA
appreciates that the Ocotillo Wells Proposal continues to identify that the areas will be
dedicated to OHV recreational opportunities and seeks to address the many complexities and
challenges to this mission that result from Ocotillo Wells lands being under many different
agencies ownership.
ORBA has been actively involved and partnering with managers of Ocotillo Wells in a wide
range of issues surrounding Ocotillo Wells management and motorized recreation over the life
of the SVRA, as this area provides a long history of high quality recreational opportunities that
are highly valued by the motorized community. ORBA is also aware that existing management
of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA has been very effective in providing high quality recreational
opportunities while also protecting the diverse resources in the area that are an integral part of
a high quality recreational experience. ORBA submits the effectiveness of this management is
highlighted in the fact that no pressing resource issues have been identified as the basis for
updating the plan. Rather the basis for plan amendment is the plan is simply getting old.

1
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ORBA is concerned with the Plan’s “trails-only” focus in areas that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities, more specifically that management in
Zone 2 would only allow trail based recreation. ORBA supports efforts by State Parks and the
BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities
in the project area. ORBA urges State Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where
appropriate in the final plan and to allow for adjustments in these designations if conditions
should change in terms of management decisions by partners or new lands should be acquired
and added to the Ocotillo Wells SVRA in the future.

only effective management will protect resources and recognition of what is and is not a
challenge or threat to fauna in the Ocotillo Wells area is a critical component of our concern on
this issue. Recent drought conditions throughout California have heavily impacted all types of
fauna in the state, and ORBA submits that no amount of actions or restrictions by lands
managers can impact this situation. By the implementation of a highly inflexible "no net loss"
type standard for fauna in Ocotillo Wells, ORBA is concerned that closures or other
management may be forced to be implemented to address an issue that the closures simply
have no relationship with. ORBA submits this type of symbolic management must be avoided.

ORBA believes the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite
the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose. ORBA submits that this type of programmatic efficiency
must be explored as land manager budgets continue to decrease annually, making cost
effective management a higher and higher priority each year. ORBA is concerned the
proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed in future
planning efforts. ORBA believes that permitted events should be granted the same status and
areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

If you have questions please feel free to contact either Fred Wiley, ORBA's Executive Director at
1701 Westwind Drive #108, Bakersfield, CA. Mr. Wiley phone is 661-323-1464 and his email is
fwiley@orba.biz. You may also contact Scott Jones, Esq. at 508 Ashford Drive, Longmont, CO
80504. His phone is (518)281-5810 and his email is scott.jones46@yahoo.com.

ORBA is concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping standards throughout the Proposal
and that this term is not clearly defined. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to
tent camping or Wilderness type management standards. ORBA would like the definition
clarified as the commonly applied could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping
throughout most of the project area. ORBA does not believe this is the intent of the Proposal
and would urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and
adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV
developed and dispersed camping.

Respectfully Submitted,

Fred Wiley,
ORBA Executive Director

Scott Jones, Esq.
ORBA Authorized Representative

ORBA has a long history of supporting the managers outstanding efforts to educate the public
regarding the effective protection of many important values and resources that exist in the
project area while recognizing that these resources are also used for public recreational
opportunities. ORBA is very supportive of protection and recovery of all natural resources and
plant species in the Ocotillo Wells area, as these species are an integral part of a quality
outdoor recreational experience. As a result ORBA must express serious concern over the
proposed management of Fauna under a "no net loss standard" for fauna. While ORBA is
supportive of protection of species, ORBA is very concerned with management standards that
are largely symbolic in nature or are not based on best available science. ORBA submits that
2
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Sarah N. Weis
info@planocotillowells.org
David Hubbard
Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement for Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area
Monday, April 06, 2015 2:59:39 PM
2015-4-6 LT CDPR Re NOP.pdf

Ms. Robinson:
Per Mr. Hubbard’s request, please find the attached correspondence.

Best regards,
Sarah N. Weis
760.431.9501
www.gdandb.com

G|D|B

Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP
L A W Y E R S

NOTICE: This communication and any attached document(s) are privileged and confidential. In addition,
any disclosure of this transmission does not compromise or waive the attorney-client privilege or the work
product doctrine. If you have received this communication in error, please delete it and contact me at
sweis@gdandb.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Charbonneau
info@planocotillowells.org
"Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It"s a fun family tradition that should be maintained
for future generations."
Monday, April 06, 2015 2:38:34 PM

"Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that should
be maintained for future generations."
Steve Charbonneau
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sean.finley@digitalthrottle.com
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Monday, April 06, 2015 1:46:53 PM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of
Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial
County.
I am 46 years old and have grown up riding in the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area. My
parents started taking me to ride in this area from a very young age and my own children (now in
their early 20’s) have also grown up riding in the area. I grew up in San Diego and now live in Lake
Elsinore and it is a regular meeting spot for family and friends.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM
to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the
project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events
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Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Thank you,
Sean
Home address:
30717 Via Bonica
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530
Sean Finley
President, Motorcycle Group
Digital Throttle, LLC

Sean.Finley@DigitalThrottle.com | www.DigitalThrottle.com | Media Kit
Office (949) 207-3209 | Mobile (323) 630-2182 | Fax (949) 207-3209
30200 Rancho Viejo Road, Suite I | San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Eichar, Peter
info@planocotillowells.org
Wilson, Adam; McGee, Conor; Kashak, Jeff; Lardy, Eric
EIR Scoping Comments- Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Monday, April 06, 2015 1:03:55 PM
SDCO_Comments_Ocotillo_SVRA_final.pdf

Please find attached the Ocotillo Wells SVRA EIR Scoping comments from San Diego County.
Confirmation of receipt of these comments is appreciated.
Best,
Peter
Peter Eichar, AICP, Land Use/Environmental Planner III
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO | Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Avenue | Suite 310 | San Diego | CA | 92123
T. 858.495-5524 | F. 858.694.3373 | MAIN 858.694.2960
PDS Website http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/pds/index.html
PDS Mapping Service http://gis.co.san-diego.ca.us/
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Craig Boyd
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
info@planocotillowells.org
Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:58:46 AM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
Being a family man who's camped in many recreational areas over the last 28 years
with families that have done the same over 50 years I have seen many presidents
pass through government and the pattern of recreational lifestyles during different
governing bodies associated with each agenda. I've seen the closure of many areas
and millions of acres of recreational lands piece by piece in what seems to be a slow
and precise, determined act of total closures of recreational areas to off highway
vehicles and the vehicles necessary to transport the families and off highway
vehicles. It has been a great way to bind family and friendships and keep my children
focused on wholesome family time with good values and life long memories.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known,
historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved”
routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of
the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping
patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible,
trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
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Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the
SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Craig Boyd
9950 Jeronimo Road,
Irvine CA 92618-2084
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sean Klinger
info@planocotillowells.org
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:41:42 AM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
Camping in Ocotillo Wells has been a tradition in my family for decades. As an enthusiast and
member of the motorcycle media I urge you to take into account the following concerns.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Sean Klinger
Associate Editor, Dirt Rider
15215 Alton Parkway Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92618
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760.707.1090
sean.klinger@bonniercorp.com
www.dirtrider.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Don Emde
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plans
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:39:14 AM
Tina Robinson email.docx
Untitled attachment 00219.htm

April 6, 2015

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10

Comment Letter #22 - Page 2

lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the
project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout
most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate,
to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted
events should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the
plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

Borrego Springs, CA 92004

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working
with the SVRA and BLM on this project.

Dear Planning Team:

Respectfully submitted,
Don Emde

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed
Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an
environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial
County.

11 Byron Close

Me and my family have been riding motorcycles and driving dune buggies and
side-by-side UTVs at Ocotillo Wells since the 1960s. It has been our “home”
recreation area now through different generations as we have grown and had
families of our own. I also have a business in the motorcycle industry that
serves the off-road market and is impacted from the economic rise or fall due
to activities at Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

President

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has
historically offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I
urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where
appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process
to expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are
well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through
known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public
regarding the many important values and resources that exist in the project
area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public
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Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Don Emde, Inc.
92 Argonaut, Suite 160
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jones, Philip@FTB
"BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"; "info@planocotillowells.org"
OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:29:52 AM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
(PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review
for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most
of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent
camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum
extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with
the SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Philip Jones
5114 Walnut Haven Ln
Carmichael, Ca 95608
Cell 916.996.4063

Philip Jones
Ph# (916)845-3183
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Collection Systems Development Section

Compliance Systems Bureau

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email from the State of California is for the sole use of
the intended recipient and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review or use, including disclosure or distribution, is prohibited. If you are not
the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of this email.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:
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Nick Haris
info@planocotillowells.org
Plan commetns attached
Monday, April 06, 2015 8:00:17 AM
Ocotillo Wells comments.pdf

6981 Kona Drive, Placerville, CA 95667
T: (530) 626-4250 F: (530) 626-4707

AmericanMotorcyclist.com

Please see attached document.

April 3, 2015

Sincerely,
Nick
Nicholas Haris
Western States Representative
American Motorcyclist Association
(530) 626 4250

The information contained in this message may be confidential. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or
an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
reliance upon, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication, or the information contained in it, is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and
deleting it from your computer. Thank you. American Motorcyclist Association, Inc.

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Members of the Planning Team:
The following comments are submitted in reference to the ongoing proposed action for the Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area. This facility, managed jointly by California State Parks, OHV Division
and the Bureau of Land Management, is very important to the members of the American Motorcyclist
Association.
Founded in 1924, the AMA is the premier advocate for the motorcycling community and lifestyle. Our
members are interested in any action that may affect their enjoyment of motorcycles. Our mission is to
promote the motorcycle lifestyle and protect the future of motorcycling. However, this submission shall
not preclude other individual AMA members, clubs or district organizations from submitting their own
additional comments or support letters.
The proposed General Plan for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA includes the opportunity to determine whether
or not certain land-use designations on some parcels within the planning boundaries should be altered in
order to both facilitate consistent management and user experiences throughout the facility. The AMA
supports this concept and welcomes the decision to pursue managing the entire SVRA and adjoining
lands in this consistent manner.
We recognize the unique challenge faced by planners when attempting to coordinate this planning effort
and support the SVRA’s ongoing efforts to educate the visitors about the many important values and
resources that exist within the project area. We fully support efforts by state parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands within the project area.
That being said, we are apprehensive about some areas within the plan that seem to pre-determine a trailsonly emphasis in areas that have generally offered a combination of trails and open riding opportunities.
We urge the adoption of open designations that include a system of trails that are identified and
encouraged while still preserving the recreational opportunities that are unique to a designated open area.
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The draft of the proposed general plan identifies three potential off-highway vehicle recreation zones but
offers descriptions that we feel are subject to a variety of interpretations. These terms -- distributed,
concentrated and trails-only -- must be clearly described and defined in the final document.
For example: the AMA is concerned with the proposed designation of a Trails-Only OHV Recreation area
within Zone 2, north of S-22. This area offers a unique geography that does not lend itself well to the
trails-only designation. The land is susceptible to erosion and therefore could degrade significantly after a
rain event. Instead of mandating a route designation, the identification of preferred and encouraged trails
and washes, both on maps and through appropriate signage, would be preferable to specific designations
in these areas. The AMA therefore recommends that the Zone 2 Area north of S-22 be designated as a
Concentrated OHV Area instead of a trails-only one.
Given the aforementioned conditions on the ground throughout much of the planning area, the AMA
recommends that the majority of Ocotillo Wells remain a Concentrated OHV Recreation area to the
maximum extent feasible. We support identifying a network of preferred trails and washes that can
provide a self-guided tour experience and link the many unique geographic features of the area but still
allows for exploration and flexibility as conditions change.
Likewise, given that the potential for geothermal energy development remains within the boundaries of
the planning area, we strongly suggest that any such operations only be allowed in a manner that limits or
eliminates surface occupancy. Mitigation efforts must include the development of alternative routes to
allow for continued vehicular access, with similar recreational experiences and opportunities. In addition
to continued access, mitigation shall include touring routes that circumvent any closed areas and allow for
directional and interpretive signs to be placed at strategic locations along the route to maintain a
contiguous travel network. In all cases, be it the loss of open lands, or access to specific areas or
recreational opportunities, projects must include a no net-loss mitigation stipulation.
Another important issue is a commitment to the creation of a streamlined special event permitting
process. The use of a joint set of rules and regulations by both state parks and the BLM, coupled with an
agreement to allow one agency to be the lead on these types of requests, is critical. Efforts to expedite the
approval of competitive events and other permitted uses, especially those that use consistent routes or
areas, will allow for a timely and cost effective process. This can be further simplified through the
inclusion of known pre-approved routes or identified areas in the planning document that have been
reviewed and cleared for potential environmental, cultural or historical restrictions. Identification of said
routes and areas from which an event organizer can choose, if they so decide, as well as a commitment to
eliminate or reduce redundant paperwork and stipulations when events take place on both BLM and parks
lands, is critical. Most importantly it will allow smaller clubs to host historically enjoyed events and
continue to do so without fear of undue requirements, excessive fees and burdensome cost-recovery
stipulations making these events economically impossible.
The AMA appreciates the opportunity to be involved in this important public planning process. Please do
not hesitate to contact me at any time regarding this or any other related issues.

Nicholas Haris
Western States Representative

C-58

Comment Letter #25 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Denison
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells Comments
Monday, April 06, 2015 7:57:20 AM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
This area provides an outstanding place for families and responsible OHV users to recreate, and I have
experienced firsthand the tremendous care, respect, and dignity with which off-road motorcycle users
have visited the area. Not only does the majority of the OHV community that uses Ocotillo Wells care a
great deal about the area and work to keep it in great shape, but our frequent visits there help to
stimulate the local economy by way of the gas, food, fuel, and hotel rooms that OHV users purchase
locally.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important
mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open”
designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval
of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be
accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project
area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of
trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent
possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed
in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and areas
that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on
this project.
Respectfully submitted,

Chris Denison
Editor, Dirt Rider
15215 Alton Parkway, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92618
chris.denison@bonniercorp.com
www.dirtrider.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

russlord@comcast.net
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov; info@planocotillowells.org
OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Monday, April 06, 2015 5:25:05 AM
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General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

Home » community » ACTION ALERT FOR OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA – Letters Due April 6, 2015!

ACTION ALERT FOR OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA – Letters Due April 6,
2015!
By: DR Staff
Friday, April 3, 2015
4
Photos by Emily Klinger.
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area

SHARED FROM:
http://thegeneralsrecreationden.blogspot.com/2015/04/action-alert-forocotillo-wells-svra.html
The Recreation HQ is issuing a special ACTION ALERT urging OHV recreationists and related businesses to send in a comment letter on the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

SVRA Plan Link
http://ocotillowells.s3.amazonaws.com/static/OcotilloWellsSVRA_PrefAltPropAction_2015.03.03.pdf
BLM NOI Link
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/info/newsroom/2015/february/ocotillo.html
This hybrid planning effort by State Parks and the BLM will guide management and OHV use at the SVRA for the next 10-20 years.
The HQ believes it is important for the OHV community to weigh on this planning effort in a large numbers to show support for continued OHV recreation at the
park.
Please take a few minutes to utilize the some or all of the comments below in a personal letter to the agencies. It will make a difference!!!
COMMENTS DUE ON OR BEFORE APRIL 6, 2015
SAMPLE COMMENT LETTER
Date:
Tina Robinson
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I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State
Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important values and resources that exist in the project area.
I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area.
I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer
and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted
events should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill De Costa
info@planocotillowells.org
My comment on the "Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action"
Sunday, April 05, 2015 11:41:14 PM

Bill De Costa

Comment Letter #27 - Page 2

Additionally although the feedback report clearly states that the stakeholders oppose Trails
Only for the Palo Verde Planning Zone we see the DRAFT plan recommending Trails only
regardless of this in the feedback report

“Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and
opposed trails only OHV recreation.”

My comment on the “Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action”

I strongly oppose limiting the Palo Verde Planning Zone to Trails only.
The feedback from the stakeholders also strongly opposes limiting the Palo
Verde Planning Zone to Trails Only:
“Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and
opposed trails only OHV recreation.”

This process has been manipulated and now we see the
result.
During the public input stages the three Draft Alternative’s presented (Legacy, Rugged,
Developed) there was an underlying decision that was already made and taken away from the
stakeholders.
That decision is that each Planning Zone that is currently distributed (open riding) OHV use can
be, by each of the three Draft Alternative’s provided, limited to trails only riding through the
use and implementation of this General Plan.
This has been done by including into each of the three Draft Alternative’s presented for the
public to “vote” on that every Planning Zone can be limited to trails only OHV.
Trails only riding option was put into every single Draft Alternative to be voted on if any riding is
allowed at all in that Draft Alternative for every Planning Zone.
Additionally the “Step two” complicated task of requiring those giving feedback to actively cross
out Trails Only if the feedback provider did not want that Planning Zone to be limited to Trails
Only was a burden that would, and did, skew the results from the public feedback process.
This appears to be by design.
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The “Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action” states:
“The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action builds upon the Draft Planning Alternatives
presented to the public in December 2013 and January 2014. The Draft Preferred Alternative/
Proposed Action was developed based on an evaluation of the Draft Planning Alternatives by
Ocotillo Wells SVRA and OHMVR Division staff, and consideration of the public input received
on the Draft Planning Alternatives “

Yet there seems to be no consideration of the public input received by these
employees of the public in their public duty.
“Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and
opposed trails only OHV recreation.”

The public input received was detailed in the
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning
Alternatives Pages 16 and 17
The individual responses are at: http://ocotillowells.s3.amazonaws.com/static/Appendix%20C%20%20Outreach%20Summary%20-%20Part%203.pdf
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It is easy to see that many did not understand that this input system required them to individually line
by line circle or cross out policy items and what those policy items were due to double speak like
“distributed riding” instead of open riding and “rugged” meaning closed to riding.
This situation begs the question was obfuscation of intention by the creators of the feedback system
at the heart of failing to use plain wording for the choices.
I further oppose the Trails Only designation as being part of the “Draft Preferred

Alternative/Proposed Action” in any way including in Planning Zones where it is currently
mandated by law. The law may change in the future and the general plan should not limit the
use of the land if the law then allows further use.
Furthermore it is clear to the off road community and the public that the creators and
administrators of this process overwhelming are not off road enthusiasts. It is also now clear
that the administrators of this process are not properly responding to the public’s input on
their public land.
I suggest that anyone that does not fully support the off road community or the access of public
lands by off road vehicles remove themselves from this process.
The off road community was ejected from the largest state park in the world ABDSP and forced
into what is only a small percentage of that area that they had use of in the 1960’s. Since then
the members of the public using off road vehicles to visit and enjoy their public lands has
grown by more than 100 times to include over 200,000 people at once in the Ocotillo Wells
park many times in recent history.
Continual crowding of that bulging population into a corner of the largest state park in the
world and further crowding that public into limited use of very specific trails endangers lives
and degrades the public’s use of what their tax dollars and specific fees support and they have
a natural claim to enjoy.
My entire family and I, and the entire families of many of my friends and neighbors do not
simply use these park lands to enjoy off road vehicles but we enjoy and explore the park lands
by using off road vehicles. Off road vehicles open up park lands to the public for them to enjoy
the land that is their right to visit and use. Limiting the use of off road vehicles on any park
land limits the public’s access to what is theirs.
Bill De Costa

Comment Letter #28 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ed Stovin
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells comments
Sunday, April 05, 2015 10:43:23 PM

Please review my comments on the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed
Action. These comments are on behalf of the California Off-Road Vehicle Association. I have
a variety of comments on the proposed plan and will also make comments on the NEPA
Scoping of the EIS/EIR.
Theme of comments
After speaking with a number of CORVA members and other users of Ocotillo Wells SRVA, the
overwhelming consensus is that less development is better. The users of the park want no
more infrastructure added to the park. We understand that the park has access the ability to
put all kinds of infrastructure in the park. We don't want any more. No more road signs,
shades, restrooms, trash containers, kiosks, interpretive etc. That being said, adding a ranger
substation in the north is believed to be a good idea. By substation, I don't mean a building,
just a large camping trailer that can be parked up there on busy weekends. Something that
would allow law enforcement and safety personnel to escape the elements while not on a
call. As visitation in the park has been trending downward, it would be truly difficult to justify
the expense of putting a ranger station building in the north. Section 2c of the draft plan
mentions people go to Ocotillo Wells to escape urban life. All these visual distractions are not
wanted.
2d
Visitor experience opportunities
VEO Goal #1 is wrong. The goal should not include "Trails Only" OHV recreation. For visitors
who seek trails only recreation, please refer them to Anza Borrego Desert State Park, where
there are 500 miles and 10 times the number of acres of "Trails Only" recreation. Ocotillo
Wells was created by legislation to be an open OHV park. Please keep it this way.
Resource Management
RM goal #2 is to have a no net loss of native vegetation. This should be removed, as it could
lead to large closures in the park, which is contrary to the primary goal of Ocotillo Wells.
RM Goal #3 says ...to achieve habitat sustainability and enhancement. This is wrong. It is not
the park's goal to achieve habitat enhancement. Save that for ABDSP, San Sebastion Marsh
and all the wilderness in the region.
RM Goal #5 should be followed in regard to OW's "unique visual resources". Please do not
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add infrastructure that disturbs visual resources.
Interpretation and Education
IE Goals #1 and #4 seek to increase visitors knowledge of such topics as history and ecology.
Most visitors of Ocotillo Wells are not interested in the history and ecology of Ocotillo Wells.
They just want to camp and ride with family and friends. While this information should be
available at the discovery center, it should not be a goal to increase the visitors knowledge of
these topics.
3a
Recreation zones
Ocotillo Wells has a long history of hosting distributed OHV recreation. I personally rode in
the park when every square inch of the present park was open to legal distributed OHV use.
While changes in the past may have limited this, it should be the goal of the park to have all
areas of the park open to distributed (open) OHV recreation. While some may say the park
should be balanced between distributed and trails only, the greater region around Ocotillo
Wells has much more than 10 times that amount of land that is protected. It is infuriating to
see this small area that is Ocotillo Wells whittled down acre by acre. The park should remove
"Trails Only" designations from zones 2 and 3 in the final plan.
Should the park go against the wishes of the vast majority of its users and visitors and make
areas within the park "Trails Only", the park must make a detailed trail inventory of all routes
in these areas. In a later trails plan, the maximum number of trails in these areas must be
designated as open.
If areas are changed to "trails only" the effects of such a change must be studied. If the
number of acres of open riding is reduced, the park must study where OHV use will go and
what its effect on these areas will be.
Camping Zones
The camping zone section shows areas where camping would be limited or not allowed all
together. This would be contrary to the historic use of the park and is really illogical. It is
illogical because little camping occurs in these areas, therefore camping there would have
minimal impact. Why break the hearts of the few, rugged campers and the rest of us who
would like to camp "out there" but probably never will. The plan should allow camping
throughout the entire park.
Should the park choose to restrict camping in any parts of the park, camping should be
allowed within 300 feet of either side of any authorized route, similar to what the BLM allows.
Under NO circumstances should the park even consider adding developed camping. That can
be assumed to mean camping on pads with hookups. This would be contrary to the visual
resources of the park. It would also make the more rugged campers feel bad (They have
power and water, while we don't). It would create problems with getting power, water and
sewage to and from the sites and would make reserving sites a challenge. If campers want to
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camp with hookups, there are private campgrounds across the street to fill that need.
The great many visitors believe that there are enough visitor services in the park now.
Additions such as amphitheaters more visitor centers, more shades, tables, restrooms etc
would only detract from the natural setting the park displays. Remember RM #5.
Concession
It is strongly felt that permanent concessions have no place in Ocotillo Wells. See my
comments on RM #5. There are plenty of business's surrounding Ocotillo Wells to satisfy the
needs of users.
Temporary concessions play a different part in management goals. We feel the zones set up
for temporary concessions are adequate to meet the needs of park users. We believe that
vendors should be allowed at special events with no special fees. Any kind of emergency
concessions such as private ambulances and towing should be allowed without a permit.
Rental RV placement should be allowed with minimal trouble. What we do not want to see is
the ice cream man driving around or trucks going camp to camp selling ice, firewood, snacks,
gas etc.
Do we really need more way stations in the park? We believe no. There is a special feeling
when exploring the park. That feeling is washed away when we come around a corner and
find a kiosk telling about something. We feel like we are discovering somewhere new, only to
find a sign telling us lots of people have been here before. Please stop with the kiosks.
Concentrated Use areas. While we don't like the limitations of concentrated use areas (No
camping, drinking or fires) we like that they keep order in areas where problems might
develop. Should areas of the park be closed to distributed OHV recreation, we expect that
concentrated use areas would be developed there.
3G
Resources Management
The resource overlay shows in green color the areas in need of protection. This overlay is far
too large. The resource overlay should be re-sized to account for current known resources
only. The entire shore of Late Cahuilla is now a protected resource? This is a mistake and
should not be listed as a resource.
Dust
Should problems with dust arise in Ocotillo Wells, the park should be able to show that large
amounts of dust are created when military aircraft land, touch and go and perform low fly
by's at the Ocotillo Wells airport. Perhaps video a few occurrences and keep a log of a typical
weeks maneuvers.
Cultural resources
The park should establish a limit as to how much cultural stuff is enough. Every old fire mark,
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bottle cap and empty can does not have to be protected. Interesting artifacts that tell an old
story should be preserved, but every little piece of trash from 50 + years ago does not need
protection.
EIS/EIR
EIS/EIR scoping of Ocotillo Wells should include study of the plan's effects on a variety of
resources. These should include: species, air, cultural, water, soil, visual, economic and
recreation. The resource with the most focus should be motorized recreation. While the
effects of the plan on the environment are studied, conclusions should not be made that a
reduction of OHV recreational opportunities should take place to mitigate effects on these
resources.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Parker
info@planocotillowells.org
comments on ocotillo wells svra plan
Sunday, April 05, 2015 8:25:44 PM

Stephen C. Parker
918 Barsby St.
Vista, CA 92084
First I would like to thank you Tina for the meeting last Saturday for TDS. I have been a member since
1974.
Most of my comments are concerning the area north of Hwy S 22. IT SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN THE
CATEGORY OF ZONE I.
This area historically has been used by our club and other organized off road groups for club outings and
organized public events. Our old time members have explored this area from the early 1950’S and
myself from the late 1960’S. We have held our annual safari in this location for 40 years prior to moving
to Ocotillo Wells for two years then to the Truckhaven 4X4 location.
The area north of HWY S 22 is an area that to preserve the off road opportunity our group of off road
organizations pushed to get this area into the Ocotillo Wells SVRA. That was a successful move in part.
We totally disagreed to give the northern most portion to Anza Borrego State Park. As you see now this
area is not part of this overall plan. It’s passage to the ABSP left us with less area to recreate and
excluded it from any possible conservation efforts on the part of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Always less
area means more impact on the existing recreation areas. We have been experiencing loss of recreation
opportunity for the past 40 years. Of all the areas in the SVRA this area has the most concentrated
amount of recreational terrain. It has some of the most challenging terrain as well as the most scenic.
The goal of the park should be to acquire more land to plan for the long term increase in demand. Your
map shows private inholdings in all areas of the park and especially in the north. Section 17 is a key
piece of land because its terrain gives one the western most opportunity to travel north. This property
should be eminent domained into the SVRA. Another section in the north is on HWY S 22 where the
Truckhaven Trail and the possible extension of North Marina Dr. intersect with HWY S 22. These two
roads should be repaired for access points to the northern Truckhaven area. This would shift access
traffic away from HWY 86 and the residential area on North Marina Dr. The proposed ranger station
should be moved to this location to be better located to serve the area south of HWY S 22.
SUMMARY POINTS
North of HWY S 22 should be in CATEGORY ZONE I
This area has the most unique scenic and off road terrain
Historic open riding use for 60 years
Historic event use for a period of 40 years
The park needs to acquire private inholdings to enhance recreation and continuity of management
Park needs to acquire private inholdings to facilitate improved access
Park expansion is key to future viability for the entire SVRA
Thank you,
Stephen Parker
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ROWDY HULSE
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
ACTION ALERT FOR OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Sunday, April 05, 2015 8:19:50 AM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My name is Rowdy Hulse and my family and I OHV ride and use OHV parks all over the state
of California and Nevada
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan..
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Rowdy Hulse
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

garymoore
info@planocotillowells.org
trails
Saturday, April 04, 2015 4:21:39 PM

Please do not approve any map or change that would or could close open riding or trails in the
Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
We OHV users are forever being squeezed from the use of our public lands on what is mostly
land that will NEVER be used for any other purpose.
Please see this issue from the side of the outdoor loving public and give us more not take
away any.
Thank you, Gary Moore
garybsa@sbcglobal.net
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kyle Laudner
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocotillo Wells planning
Saturday, April 04, 2015 1:34:12 PM

Date:4/4/15
Attention:
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I have a lot of personal history with Ocotillo Wells and the surrounding desert area. I've been
riding motorcycles, driving jeeps and trucks, and generally enjoying and camping in the area
since I was a kid, probably over the last 20 years. Never have I felt that the usage of the area
or the oversight or operation of these areas were negative, and in fact, very successful.
Particularly the Ocotillo Wells SVRA, the rangers there, and the camping rules and facilities,
on top of the wide range of trails and open area. It has a little bit of everything, for all
different types of off-road enthusiasts and campers.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
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I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Kyle Laudner
El Cajon, CA
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Maas
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells SVRA/BLM Plan
Saturday, April 04, 2015 12:38:04 PM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
As an occassional visitor to Ocotillo Wells, I have found the area to be a great family recreation site.
One of my visits was from Lone Pine, CA to the Mexico border while on a dual sport ride. Please keep
access to Ocotillo Wells open for future visitors via dual sport riding from long distances away.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important
mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open”
designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval
of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be
accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project
area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of
trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent
possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed
in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and areas
that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on
this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Scott Maas
Lassen Motorcycle Club
10 Renae Drive
Susanville, CA 96130
530-260-0991
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ron Oliver
Ocotillo Wells
Re: Ocotillo Wells
Saturday, April 04, 2015 11:59:08 AM

Thank you Tina!
On Sat, Apr 4, 2015 at 11:28 AM, Ocotillo Wells <info@planocotillowells.org> wrote:
Thank you for submitting a comment as part of the scoping process for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General
Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan. Your comment will be considered during the preparation of the Draft
EIR/EIS. We will continue to inform you of future opportunities to comment.

Sincerely,

Tina Robinson
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78, Box 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ron Oliver
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocotillo Wells
Saturday, April 04, 2015 11:28:47 AM

Comment Letter #36 - Page 1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Norton
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Jeff Norton
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
Saturday, April 04, 2015 8:51:10 AM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
I enjoy the beauty and freedom that Ocotillo Wells and lands like it have provided my family for
years. Please be careful not to issue mitigation measures that would infringe on ability to enjoy
these lands.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Ron Oliver

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct
an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important mix of trails
and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in
the final plan. My family and I truly enjoy the open riding opportunities. My concern is that creating “trail only”
will create a higher level of traffic on the trails that may create a safety issue.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval of competitive
and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known
“pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important values and
resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public
lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to tent
camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping
throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and
adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed in future
planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in
the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on this
project.
Respectfully submitted,
Jeff Norton
626-926-8647
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shawn Peto
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells
Saturday, April 04, 2015 8:21:53 AM

Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's the
perfect place for families to have fun and keep a close bond, and is a
tradition that should be maintained for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Shawn Peto
smpeto32@gmail.com

Comment Letter #38 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Cullen
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Friday, April 03, 2015 6:25:30 PM

Date:
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
David Cullen

La Canada, California 91011
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Kenny Yarnall
info@planocotillowells.org
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocotillo wells SVRA
Friday, April 03, 2015 5:52:42 PM

Date: 4-3-15
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear planning team
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I've been camping at the S-22 area of the park since I was 6 years old. I'm now 33. The desert
is like no other in the country and people such as myself have a huge appreciation of the
land. I've explored almost ever inch, respecting the desert but also enjoying it as it was meant
to be. To take away the exploration is removing the blood and strive that many of us live for.
It would be another huge blow to true off road enthusiasts.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
Sincerely
Kenny Yarnall
Hemet, ca.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

scruffydad@cox.net
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells
Friday, April 03, 2015 5:39:41 PM

Leave Ocotillo Wells the way it is. It does not need any fencing to heal anything. Ocotillo Wells was set aside for
open riding , leave it that way. Thank You ,,,,James McCollum.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wolfie Puck
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocatillo Wells OHV area
Friday, April 03, 2015 5:26:16 PM

To the BLM:

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping
is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional
ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.

Respectfully submitted,
Nicholas Puck
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jenny
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells General Plan
Friday, April 03, 2015 4:45:14 PM

There must be an alternative to allow ORV driving only on designated signed routes.
Jenny Wilder,
19607 Sandy Ln,
Apple Valley, CA 92308

"We cannot teach people anything; we can only help them
discover it within themselves."
~ Galileo Galilei
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David C.
info@planocotillowells.org
Input for Ocotillo Wells
Friday, April 03, 2015 4:29:52 PM

I think we should be less interested in the very sparse vegetation and the common lizards that
live in OW than in the off-road recreation. This is not a national forest with trees that are
100s of years old that need protection. It seems ridiculous that someone's pet project is to
save a 6 month old tumbleweed from getting run over by a dirt bike or quad or to save the
home of a common desert beetle. Wouldn't that energy be put to better use in "saving"
something more important...in water conservation, or Habitat For Humanity, etc. OW is filled
with dirt and sand. Dirt and sand don't need human management (as much as you think it
does anyway). OW was here long before humans and will be here long after we are gone.
Relax and let people ride their quads and dirt bikes without pediments and restrictions.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Alan Roach
info@planocotillowells.org
"Deanne Moore"
Ocotillo Wells Planning
Friday, April 03, 2015 2:16:04 PM
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4-03-2015
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of
Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial
County.
I have been enjoying the Ocotillo Wells riding area now for 32 years. My family and I camp there 3-4
times per year to ride motorcycles, drive our buggies, sleep under the stars and enjoy great food
and company. I would hate to see the management of the area change drastically, as it will affect
our enjoyment of the area.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM
to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the
project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
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limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events
Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,

ALAN ROACH

President

185 Bosstick Blvd
San Marcos, CA 92069

Phone: 760-560-2252 x109
Fax: 760-560-0383

bajadesigns.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pete Peterson
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells
Friday, April 03, 2015 12:39:17 PM

Date:
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Dear Tina Robinson and Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am a father of four and a motocross and off-road motorcycle rider. Please keep this riding area, and
others, open for full use recreation for this generation and the next.
Respectfully submitted,
Pete Peterson
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

danwillsie@comcast.net
info@planocotillowells.org
NOP
Friday, April 03, 2015 10:41:39 AM

I am strongly opposed to the proposed plan to close the area north of S22 to trails
only. The established trails and hill climbing sites in this area have been used and
enjoyed for many years. This is the last area left where an advanced rider can truly
test themselves and their machine. I fear that the result of this plan will be the
closing of all but the less challenging riding in the washes.
Dan Willsie
danwillsie@comcast.net
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Barbara Rowland
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells Proposed Action Plan
Friday, April 03, 2015 9:39:46 AM
Ocotillo Wells.docx

Please see attached document for comments regarding Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Barbara Rowland
Florence, Oregon
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Don Amador
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov; info@planocotillowells.org
Don Amador2011
BRC Comments on Ocotillo SVRA Plan and NOI
Friday, April 03, 2015 8:18:13 AM
ocotillo wells brc comment letterfinal.4.3.15.pdf

Dear State Park and BLM Planning Team,
Please find BRC’s comments attached to this email.
Best regards,
Don Amador, BRC
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PARKWIDE GOALS
Visitor Experience and Opportunities (VEO)

April 3, 2015

BRC supports the concepts in the proposed Visitor Experience and Opportunities (VEO) and Resource
Management (RM) objectives stated on page 16. However, BRC has the following comment
recommendations that might enhance the PA’s (and NOI) effort to meet current and future OHV
recreation needs.
VEO Goal 1 - Provide a balance of distributed and trails-only OHV recreation suited for the varied
landscapes, diverse visitor interests, and environmental conditions of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept these comments from the BlueRibbon Coalition (BRC), a national recreation group,
regarding the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular
Recreation Area (SVRA). The PA will also serve as the foundation for the Preliminary General Plan (GP),
Recreation Area Management Plan (RAMP), and California Desert Conservation Act (CDCA) Land Use
Plan Amendment (Plan Amendment).
This comment letter is also filed in regards to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
As the document states on page 2, the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan will establish a benchmark for land
managers, staff, and the public to evaluate decisions about Ocotillo Wells SVRA over the long term. The
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan will guide future and day-to-day decision-making and
will serve as the basis for developing feasibility and management plans, planning and implementing
projects, and conducting other management actions.
BRC appreciates and supports the agency’s outreach program over the last 3 years to engage the public
in the development of a comprehensive plan and “Study Area” over the current matrix lands which
include, approximately 55,200 acres of land within Ocotillo Wells SVRA owned by California State
Parks, approximately 21,600 acres of BLM lands located within Ocotillo Wells SVRA, approximately
8,600 acres of privately held land owned by multiple land owners, and the Salton City Landfill.
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Comment – BRC supports the designation of roads, trails, and areas for OHV use. BRC is concerned with
the “trails-only” focus in this desert area which has historically offered an important mix of trails and
open riding opportunities. BRC believes that State Park and BLM planning must recognize and address
the need for the “Open” designation where appropriate. These are areas that have long been used by
OHV recreationists with little or no significant adverse environmental impacts. An example of an
appropriate candidate for an open area designation is at Truckhaven.
VEO Goal 2 - Provide a variety of OHV recreational opportunities that support diverse visitor interests,
multiple skill levels, and the improvements in OHV technology.
Comment – State Parks and the BLM will not be able to provide a “variety” of OHV opportunities if they
exclude the open designation from decision-making process. BRC believes the agencies will not be able
to meet this goal if open designations are excluded.
VEO Goal 3 - Provide high-quality recreational opportunities and facilities that are tailored to the unique
features of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC believes there are appropriate and historic open areas that are an important and
unique feature in the SVRA and should be designated as open.
VEO Goal 4 - Facilitate special events and group activities to increase interpretive and recreational
opportunities at Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC believes the agencies should develop a process – and include in the Plan(s) - to expedite
the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer
can choose.
VEO Goal 5 - Pursue public/private partnerships to better serve the visitor experience.
Comment – BRC strongly supports this goal.
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Resource Management (RM)
RM Goals 1-5 - Goals for resource management address the natural, cultural, aesthetic, and recreational
resources and opportunities of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC strongly supports management prescriptions on state and federal lands that protect
natural resources and provide for a high-quality recreational experience. However, BRC is concerned
about the trend to “minimize” OHV recreation in areas that have been designated and/or managed as
OHV recreation sites.
It is both legally necessary and pragmatically essential for the agencies to use their discretionary
authority to formally establish a functional yet sustainable network of designated routes and areas. It is
likely that various preservationist and anti-access special interests will incant a litany of alleged legal
violations that prevent adoption of or any meaningful network of vehicle routes or open areas in the
project area. They are certainly entitled to voice their opinions, but the agencies should carefully
evaluate any such claims and realize they are often thinly veiled efforts to advance an agenda that
includes significantly reducing recreational and specially permitted use of vehicles. At least on the
federal level, the agencies areas empowered to reject these anti-access positions through correct
interpretation of the law, as reflected in various recent court decisions.
A favored line of present attack will be through the “minimization criteria.” The minimization criteria
have been around since 1972 and long received only passing interest, but have acquired teeth largely
through recent litigation involving similar regulatory language addressing management of the National
Forest System. See, 36 CFR § 212.55(b) (requiring agency to "consider effects...with the objective of
minimizing" a variety of factors including damage to soil, watershed, vegetation and other forest
resources; harassment of wildlife and significant disruption of wildlife habitats; conflicts between motor
vehicle and other uses; and conflicts among different classes of motor vehicle uses). In particular, this
renewed interest springs in large part from the decision by a U.S. Magistrate declaring invalid the
Salmon Challis NF travel decision. This decision was issued in 2011, and is published as Idaho
Conservation League v. Guzman, 766 F.Supp.2d 1056 (D.Idaho 2011). In short, that decision rejected the
Forest Service effort to characterize the minimization criteria as providing broad guidance ("consider
with objective of minimizing") and interpreted the language as requiring the agency to show, in its NEPA
analysis, how it applied the minimization factors in selecting from decision options for specific routes.
There have been several more decisions that have followed similar reasoning, which have only come
from federal district courts. The 9th Circuit has on three (3) occasions heard cases involving the OHV
“minimization criteria” and has declined to follow the Guzman court’s reasoning in two of those cases,
with the third still under advisement following argument on November 7, 2013.
There have also been several minimization decisions involving BLM lands, again, with varied results.
See, The Wilderness Soc’y v. BLM, 822 F.Supp.2d 933, aff’d, 526 Fed.Appx. 790 (2013); Southern Utah
Wilderness Alliance v. Burke, 981 F.Supp.2d 1099 (D.Utah 2013); Center for Biological Diversity v. U.S.
BLM, 746 F.Supp.2d 1055 (N.D. Cal. 2009).
The BLM has broad discretion applying the minimization criteria and is certainly not obligated to restrict
motorized access, particularly in response to the subjective complaints or other “evidence” provided by
self-interested nonmotorized use advocates. Several decisions reflect this important truth, most notably
the two (2) 9th Circuit decisions on the topic, both issued in unpublished memorandum dispositions.
See, The Pryors Coalition v. Weldon, 803 F.Supp.2d 1184 (D.Mont. 2011), aff’d, __Fed.Appx.__, 2014 WL
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46468 (2014); The Wilderness Soc’y v. BLM, 822 F.Supp.2d 933, aff’d, 526 Fed.Appx. 790 (2013). The
agency cannot be strong-armed into motorized use closures or restrictions, and a well-reasoned and
documented balance affording reasonable opportunities to a spectrum of recreational uses will be
upheld by the courts. BRC was a party in the Pryors case, and a copy of the Circuit’s decision can be
viewed at:
http://www.sharetrails.org/uploads/54-1-Memorandum_decision_01.07.14.pdf
Another area of frequent preservationist attack, as a subcategory of the minimization arguments or an
independent line of attack, is the assertion of “user conflict” which allegedly requires designation of
exclusive nonmotorized recreation areas. Again, these claims have been recently and forcefully rejected
by the courts, as was recently punctuated by the decision in Wild Wilderness v. Allen, __F.Supp.2d__,
2014 WL 1477398 (D.Or. 2014) (appeal docketed), in which the court found that "tradeoffs between
motorized and nonmotorized users have already occurred and will continue in the future. The record
demonstrates that the Forest Service is continuing a long, inclusive process to manage winter recreation
use on the Cascade Lakes Highway.”
The court’s decision may be viewed at:
http://www.snowmobilers.org/docs/KAPKA-decision-March-2014.pdf
A more recent decision in the 10th Circuit upheld the Forest Service designation of long-existing
motorized access along the Albany Trail against preservationist claims of user conflict. Biodiversity
Conservation Alliance v. U.S. Forest Service, 765 F.3d 1264, 1275 (10th Cir. 2014). This motorized
designation was upheld, even where the Albany Trail traverses an Inventoried Roadless Area which antiaccess advocates regularly seek to imbue with quasi-Wilderness status.
BRC urges the agencies to understand the full extent of their discretionary authority, and exercise that
authority in creating a final plan - with a chapter on minimization strategies - in the same spirit as the
Wilderness Society, Pryors Mountains, Kapka Butte, and Albany Trail projects. State Parks and the BLM
should consider a chapter on how they are minimizing environmental and cultural impacts via
route/area designations, signing, education, monitoring, and law enforcement.
Interpretation and Education (IE)
IE Goals 1-5 - Goals for interpretation and education give broad guidance on how to increase the
public’s understanding and appreciation of Ocotillo Wells SVRA’s natural, cultural, aesthetic, and
recreational resources and opportunities, and how to make education/interpretation available to
everyone.
Comment – BRC strongly supports the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public
regarding the many important values and resources that exist in the project area.
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Park Operations (PO)
PO Goal 1 - Plan, manage, and maintain essential visitor and management facilities to enhance the
operation of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
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Comment on Zone 1 – BRC is concerned about this hybrid designation that seems to “allow” for open
riding yet does not formally designate said areas for open riding. Theses area should be designated as
open particularly if they are on BLM lands.

Comment – BRC supports this goal.

Comment on Zone 2 - This zone is confusing. Although the PA states Concentrated OHV Recreation
could be identified in future planning, it does not define in clear terms the size and scope guidelines of
this concept nor how it is compatible with BLM open designations.

PO Goal 2 - Acquire properties within or adjacent to Ocotillo Wells SVRA to perfect state ownership of
lands in study area and enhance recreation and resource management.

Comment on Zone 3 – This zone precludes the designation of an appropriate open area that might be
appropriate particularly if it exists on BLM lands.

Comment – BRC strongly supports efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to
further enhance recreational opportunities in the project area.

Comment on all Zones – Again, BRC is concerned with the “trails-only” focus in this desert area which
has historically offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. BRC believes that State
Park and BLM planning must recognize and address the need for the “Open” designation where
appropriate. These are areas that have long been used by OHV recreationists with little or no significant
adverse environmental impacts. The planning team should more clearly define what a Concentrated
OHV Recreation is and how it will mesh with the limited, open, and closed BLM travel designations.

PO Goal 3 - Coordinate effective public safety services for park visitors.
Comment – BRC supports.
PO Goal 4 - Provide guidance to ensure that special events are well managed and that appropriate
visitor services are available
Comment - BRC believes the agencies should develop a process – and include in the Plan(s) - to expedite
the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer
can choose. Guidance should include the aforementioned concepts so that red-tape and
associated/unwarranted cost-recovery fees don’t act as an obstruction to special events.
PO Goal 5 - Proactively coordinate with internal and nearby landowners and project proponents to
promote Ocotillo Wells SVRA goals and protect SVRA resources.

CAMPING ZONES
Camping Zones - Different parts of Ocotillo Wells SVRA are designated as one of three types of zones
that identify whether and how primitive camping would be allowed as part of the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action. Zone 1 allows primitive camping; Zone 2 allows primitive camping in
limited areas (limited camping); and Zone 3 does not allow camping.
Comment – BRC is concerned about the focus on primitive camping. The PA does not clarify what that
term means. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to tent camping. BRC believes the term
as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the
project area. BRC recommends the planning team review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and
adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and
dispersed camping.

Comment – BRC supports.

OHV RECREATION ZONES
OHV Zones - The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action identifies three OHV recreation zones.
Zone 1 allows distributed OHV recreation and would allow concentrated OHV recreation. Zone 2 and
Zone 3 both allow trails-only OHV recreation; however, Zone 2 would allow concentrated OHV
recreation and Zone 3 would not. Primary concentrated OHV recreation areas are also identified to
show locations where concentrated OHV recreation is identified as part of the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action. Specialty and training tracks for OHV recreation are allowed in Zones 1 and
2.
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Focused Development Areas (DFA)
DFA - Focused development areas are locations where new and improved facilities will be prioritized in
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The focused development areas range in types of facilities that are included,
but are intended to provide focused areas of recreational and operational activity and will help shape
where and how people engage in OHV recreation and camping. Focused development areas will help
maintain the rugged natural quality in other areas of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC supports a BLM SRMA designation in the project area that will allow the BLM to
manage these lands with an emphasis on recreation, and the existing MOU with State Parks would
continue. BRC is concerned that a proposed geothermal-only Development Focus Area (DFA) overlay
could impact a significant portion of the proposed SRMA.
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Should a geothermal-only DFA overlay the SRMA, BRC recommends that geothermal development will
be allowed with a "no surface occupancy" restriction.
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BRC thanks the planning team for reviewing our comments and we look forward to working with the
SVRA during this process.
Sincerely,

SPECIAL EVENT STAGING AREAS (EA)
EA - Staging Areas are locations where visitors assemble as part of an OHV ride or another
activity or event. Staging Areas are identified in the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action as
a way to streamline the review process for events and provide a standard location for camping and
staging activities that occur as a part of special events. Staging Areas were identified based on past
usage; accessibility; and a preliminary review of natural, cultural, and physical resources.
Comment - BRC is concerned the PA indicates areas will be identified where OHV events may be allowed
in future planning efforts. BRC believes that permitted events should be authorized in the same manner
as the PA authorizes “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

RESOURCE OVERLAY ZONE (RZ)
RZ - The Resource Overlay Zone is a planning tool that has been used to inform the development of the
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action. Areas included in the Resource Overlay Zone will be a
priority for focused studies in the future. Although not all areas included in the Resource Overlay Zone
are necessarily sensitive and in need of protection, some areas will be subject to additional resource
Protection measures. Specific resource management policies and programs will be developed as part
of the Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan to ensure the sustainability of Ocotillo Wells SVRA
and to ensure that recreation opportunities and visitor facilities are compatible with resource
management.
The Resource Overlay Zone includes Sensitive Vegetation Areas, including mesquite dunes and
ironwoods, and areas once covered by the Ancient Shoreline of Lake Cahuilla. Other areas were also
identified based on existing or planned resource management activities in Ocotillo Wells SVRA and
are intended to reinforce those ongoing efforts.
Comment – BRC is concerned about the RZ overlay on lands identified in the PA for casual, dispersed,
event-based OHV recreation. BRC supports environmentally sound OHV recreation management
prescriptions including those found in the Soil Conservation Standard Guidelines for Off-Highway Vehicle
Recreation Management to limit soil erosion and water runoff and staying on designated trails “trails
only” is encouraged.
BRC also remains concerned about the trail-only focus - that also includes wash-trail designations- and
how the resultant loss of historic OHV open opportunities might be further compounded by an overlay
of highly restrictive RZ management prescriptions.
BRC urges the planning team to understand and develop a final plan that secures Ocotillo Wells SVRA as
a destination OHV recreation where a wide range of motorized casual and permitted activities occur on
a diverse system of designated roads, trails, and areas.
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Don
Don Amador
Western Representative
BlueRibbon Coalition, Inc.
555 Honey Lane
Oakley, CA 94561
Office: 925.625.6287
Email: brdon@sharetrails.org

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #49 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phillips, Coleman J
info@planocotillowells.org
Comments on PA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Friday, April 03, 2015 8:01:18 AM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
(PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review
for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I have been riding at Ocotillo Wells area for many years starting back in the early
70’s. this is where 4 generations of my family come to play so please consider us in
any decision. You have heard it many times but it is true. I raised my kids to be
good citizens and respect the land and it’s resources and they have taught their
kids. This sport is way better than sitting in front of a TV playing games.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most
of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent
camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum
extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with
the SVRA and BLM on this project.
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Respectfully submitted,
Jody Phillips
69487 Sharp Road
North Bend, OR 97459
541-840-3640
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT. This email and any attachment is for the sole use of the
intended recipient and may contain private, confidential and/or privileged information that
may be subject to Hospira internal policies. If you are not the intended recipient, any
dissemination, distribution or copying is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
transmission in error, please notify Hospira immediately by return email or by email to
privacypostmaster@hospira.com and delete the message and all copies and attachments from
your system. 
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rick Guidice
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo
Thursday, April 02, 2015 8:28:38 PM

Dear Planners and Land Managers:
I represent the California Enduro Rider Association (CREA) and a number of families and
individuals in the greater San Francisco bay area and northern California which are interested in
public lands issues and the preservation of public access and multi-purpose recreation opportunities
on public lands. The comments submitted are to help shape future management and to develop
safeguards for the conservation and maintenance of cultural well-being provided in recreation
opportunities on our public lands.
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
My Family and friends often vacation at Ocotillo Wells and enjoy freedom the current open
designation provides.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM
to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the
project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum
extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status
and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events
Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Regards
Rick Guidice
LAO Officer California Enduro Riders Associates
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Director and chief planner at Conservation Planning Coalition
Principle and chief designer at Rick Guidice and Associates
CERA, AMA, BRC, CPC, UTMA, ACT
21 Mariposa Ave
Los Gatos, CA 95030
408-354-7787
guidicer@gte.net
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Thompson
info@planocotillowells.org
Leave OW
Thursday, April 02, 2015 7:28:06 PM

Alone...great place to vacation and ride!
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Grist
info@planocotillowells.org
Please Keep Ocotillo Wells Open!
Thursday, April 02, 2015 7:07:57 PM

Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Ciofalo
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Comments for Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Thursday, April 02, 2015 6:28:22 PM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team
These are my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular
Recreation Area (SVRA).
I am writing as a private citizen who enjoys archaeology and wildflowers with an extended family who likes to
explore areas using ATVs and sandrails.
With respect to the plan’s “trails-only” focus. This area has offered both trails and open riding. I do not advocate
open areas to race mindlessly back and forth. I do believe that getting off the road and exploring is good for the
soul. It is important to me to be able to go to quiet places and when see the plants and artifacts, I feel connected to
the past and to the earth. Yes, some places need to be sheltered but not all. And some special places need to be
allowed to draw seekers to them. We don't need to razor wire all of our churches and sacred sites.
I hope State Parks will continue to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
With regard to events and permits, this has grown messy and convuluted. Certain areas and certain groups have
historically held events. These events need to be planned for and provided for; maybe on a ten year plan. Maybe
setup criteria so there are alternating sites, years or seasons if erosion and impact are too great. Maybe we need to
limit size. I believe we need to accept that there will be impact in some areas and the best way to deal with this is to
plan, schedule, work out the mitigation plans and accept it. Trying to restore these heavy useage sites back to prehistoric pristine level is too costly; lets create a working landscape for the event sites and save the important
restoration for drainages. CRM sites and critical bio-communities. There also needs to be some accommodation for
new or small groups to get usage.
Ocatilla Wells has always made an outstanding effort to protect and educate the public regarding the many cultural
and natural resources that exist in the project area. This includes the use of many volunteer groups. By engaging
volunteers, you are building important relationship between the lands and communities of diverse interests. I hoped
to see volunteers and volunteer accommodations more emphasized in your plans.
I hope to see that you engage more children and youth to become invested in these special lands. This is not going to
happen by driving down a dirt road from brown point A to beige point B. Children and youth need to experience
with all their senses, by doing, by being out at sunrise, by being out in weather, by picking up rocks, by seeing what
is behind that hill, by hearing the stories and feeling the heat and the wind - then they may become engage; we can
only hope they are not lost to their phones and tablets.
Thanks for listening. The big events and clubs have loud voices. Please remember the quiet users and allow our
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children to have adventures.
Regards,
Catherine Ciofalo
PO Box 246 Coloma, CA95613
edsarsmto@yahoo.com
I’m in the business of happiness, because when people are connected to the land, they are happier.
http://arconservancy.org
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Don Blair
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Ocotillo Wells svra
Thursday, April 02, 2015 5:36:45 PM

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative / Proposed Action (pa) Ocotillo
Wells SVRA and the BLM_CA_OCOTILLO_WELLS_RAMP@BLM.GOV notice of intent
to conduct an environmental review k for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial Cò.
I am concerned with the plans "trails only" focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the
BLM_CA_OCOTILLO_WELLS_RAMP@BLM.GOV to include "Open" designations
where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known "pre-approved " routes or area's from
which an event can choose.
I support the SVRA s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support the efforts by State
Parks and the BLM_CA_OCOTILLO_WELLS_RAMP@BLM.GOV to acquire non public
lands to enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on "primitive camping ". Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer / rv camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/rv camping/ tent camping patterns and adjust the final
plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and r v developed and
dispersed camping
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OH events may be
allowed in the future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for "California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only.
Thanks for reviewing my comments
Don Blair

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy Tab®4
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pam Nelson
info@planocotillowells.org
Re: more meeting sites
Thursday, April 02, 2015 5:31:23 PM

It was nice meeting you in Temecula and I hope my suggestions will be helpful. I
really dislike open-area riding and having designated campgrounds with adjacent
contained areas for the motocross/ATV users would be helpful. I put all that in my
comments.
Pam
From: "info@planocotillowells.org" <info@planocotillowells.org>
To: 'Pam Nelson' <pamela05n@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 2, 2015 3:56 PM
Subject: RE: more meeting sites
Dear Ms. Nelson,
Thank you for your interest in the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan project.
Due to logistical constraints we would not be able to schedule additional scoping meetings. For members of the
public unable to attend a scoping meeting, the project website offers additional information and the ability to
provide comments. Here is the information from the project website, www.PlanOcotilloWells.org. Comments can
also be provided via email at info@planocotillowells.org and are greatly appreciated. Please remember that
comments are due by April 6, 2015. Thank you again for your suggestion and your ongoing participation in the
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan project.
Sincerely,
Tina Robinson
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78, Box 10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

From: Pam Nelson [mailto:pamela05n@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 8:30 PM
To: info@planocotillowells.org
Subject: more meeting sites

Hello, it seems there should be more sites than just two. This state park is used by
many from San Diego.
Thanks,
Pam Nelson
Warner Springs
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Harris
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells OHV
Thursday, April 02, 2015 4:42:26 PM

Date: 04/02/2015
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I rode motorcycles in the mid 1970's and I know it kept me out of trouble and focused.
Now I drive sidexsides and my grand kids ride motorcycles in the Ocotillo Wells area.
It has a special meaning to get together with family and explore without the
distractions of modern technology (cell phones) and cities and enjoy God's beauty. I
pray my grand kids can grow up with the opportunity I was given to respect, enjoy,
and explore the Ocotillo Wells area. Our family tradition of riding and enjoying the
desert is rare however of the upmost importance.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known,
historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved”
routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of
the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping
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patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible,
trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the
SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Dan Harris
Sr. Events Coordinator
Consumer Events
Kawasaki Motors Corp., U.S.A.
Tel: (949) 770-0400 ext 2624
Cell: (949) 525-6839
email dan.harris@kmc-usa.com
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Randy Houts
info@planocotillowells.org
"Steve Hart"; Mark Warfield [SCGUS]; "Rachel Budman"; valda houts; "Hugh Kratz"
NOP: Borrego
Thursday, April 02, 2015 4:10:56 PM

Ms. Robinson,
I would like to encourage that no further restrictions be placed on vehicular access in the
Truckhaven and Anza-Borrego regions. I’ve been traveling to the area and utilizing its wilderness
areas for about 45 of my years. My family also owns real estate in Ram’s Hill. I have grown to love
the desert as I have progressed from a child camping, through Boy Scouts, through my dating years
and engagement, marriage at the Episcopal Church in town, and now as an adult. I have trained
extensively in off road vehicle recovery and regularly take my wife and two daughters in Borrego’s
beautiful and rugged outlying areas, places that are not really accessible by foot for us otherwise.
I’ve helped any number of other motorists, whether off road equipped or not, who have become
stranded and enjoyed many absolutely wonderful days in Borrego’s pristine wilderness, all the way
taking the greatest care to avoid damage to the land. The desert has been my children’s
schoolroom and playhouse and its sights and smells, places and animals are deeply ingrained in all
our memories in a way that is quite simply impossible without the ability to travel in the desert
extensively and experience its harshness, vigor, and peace. We have all come to know countless,
invaluable things about minerals, geography, the lives and biology of desert creatures, and
respectfully observed sheep, desert tortoise, mountain lion, fox, snakes, birds of prey, fish, frogs, I
could go on and on. I’ve also published two books of original poetry under a pen name; many of
those poems are drawn from observations in Borrego. They’re on Amazon if you want to see what
can flow from the extraordinary influences of nature, “Whispers of the Heart” and “The Soul’s
Sidewalk.”
But there are many sides to a man and I regularly serve as a guide for other Jeepers and visitors who
are less familiar with the area or are uncomfortable or ill-equipped to venture out on their own. I
could tell you more than you can imagine about the history of Calcite Mine, the Norden Bombsight,
and Laura Hillenbrand and how they all relate and try to spread the interesting history of the area
during these trips. How many species of Cholla can you name?
Off road exploration must be approached with caution and preparation. An important part of that
type of activity is the opportunity to practice driving and recovery in more rugged areas, such as
Truckhaven and the badlands, so that vehicle and driver capabilities are understood and developed.
There, jeepers like myself can travel more freely, dig into to the track when necessary, etc. and not
worry about despoiling sensitive plants or important habitats, or at least the concern is much less
pronounced. In my view, while the desert is a place to observe and experience being immersed in
nature, not all areas need the same kind of protection. Public lands are not owned by any particular
group of people or any political lobby, like environmentalists. The government’s task is to ensure
access to and supervision of lands, not to constantly and inexorably shudder mother nature by
progressive restriction and closing, something that has become de rigueur in federal land
management of late. This is not just opinion on my part. As an attorney and professor of real
property law, I am versed in the laws that require that public lands be managed for the public’s
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benefit, not simply closed off. This idea that closing off lands to save them for future generations is
the height of foolishness, because future generations will similarly be locked out, or perhaps
moreso.
Off road activity can be dusty, noisy, and presents certain risks. But it is legitimate use of property,
even if the land is changed in the process. I would never support opening all Borrego’s wilderness
to unrestricted vehicle activity, but these badlands areas have very little plant and animal life and
are constantly and radically changed by erosion every year in any case. I think it’s a good idea to
have an area like Truckhaven where people know that vehicles are operating, so they know what to
watch for…in other words, it’s a good way of isolating the activity from other areas of the park that
are more sensitive appropriate for road/trail travel, horseback riding, and hiking. The ruts and
things I’ve seen in Truckhaven also pale when compared to the bulldozing the Park’s been up to at
the 3rd crossing in Coyote Canyon and the accompanying destruction of habitat and contour
involved in a misguided effort to “restore” the river course. I guess it’s o.k. if it’s the government
behind the digging and mother nature is already taking a hand there. So leave us our place to dig,
to drive, to learn. It will open the beauty and doors of commerce for Borrego to many who
otherwise would not come, and that’s a good thing for a little, seasonal town that’s always been
hanging on by a thread. I would not begrudge one dime to patrol land; but I will fight every chain
and clasp because there aren’t a lot of alternatives in the Southern Area.
I’m very concerned at the overbearing influence of environmentalists in general. They are singlehandedly responsible for our water and power shortages, for example, something that cuts in use
are only a Band-Aid for. Stay off the bandwagon of progressive closure. This land is your land, but
this land is my land too.
Randolph C. Houts, Esq.
San Diego

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #58 - Page 1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Belen Leon
INFO@planocotillowells.org
Monica Soucier
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Thursday, April 02, 2015 3:26:48 PM
NOP OCOTILLO WELLS STATE REC AREA.pdf

Good Afternoon Ms. Robinson,
Attached hereto you will find the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District’s Comment
letter for the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area.
Should you have any questions, please contact Monica Soucier, APC Division Manager.
Thank You,
Belen Leon - Lopez

APC Administrative Analyst II
Imperial County APCD
150 South 9th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Primary Contact No. 442.265.1787 (Direct Line)
Secondary Contact Method: belenleon@co.imperial.ca.us
cc: monicasoucier@co.imperial.ca.us
Office No. 442.265.1800
Fax No. 442.265.1799
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Karen Schambach
info@planocotillowells.org
Terry Weiner; Ileene Anderson; Laura Dumais
Fwd: Comments on BLM NOI and Department of Parks and Recreation Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan and
EIR/EIS
Thursday, April 02, 2015 3:07:30 PM
PEER-DPC-CBD Comments_OWSVRA_NOI-EIR-EIS_final.pdf
Untitled attachment 00122.htm
PEER_CBD_DPT_OWSVRA_GPcomments_3-8-2014 final.pdf
Untitled attachment 00125.htm

Begin forwarded message:
From: Karen Schambach <capeer@peer.org>
Date: April 2, 2015, 1:18:37 PM PDT
To: "Robinson, Tina@Parks" <tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov>,
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Cc: Terry Weiner <TERRYWEINER@sbcglobal.net>, Ileene Anderson
<ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org>
Subject: Comments on BLM NOI and Department of Parks and Recreation
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan and EIR/EIS
Reply-To: csnckaren@gmail.com

Dear Ms. Robinson and Ms. Simmons,
Attached please find our comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative and BLM
NOI for the EIR/EIS for Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Please confirm that you have received these comments. If you have any question,
feel free to call me at 530-333-2545.
Sincerely,
Karen Schambach
California Field Director
Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility
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Working Paper #2: Existing Conditions;
Working Paper #3: Draft Issues and Analysis;
Working Paper #4: Draft Planning Alternatives.
A link identified as “Environmental Documents” takes one to a list of these same
documents, none of which can credibly be called an environmental document. Working
Paper #3, titled Draft Issues and Analysis, in fact, includes no analysis; it is simply a list of
issues and assumptions. Working Paper #2, despite being titled Existing Conditions, is
wholly inadequate presenting quantitative data sets on the existing conditions in
Ocotillo Wells. Perhaps those data exist, in which case they should be available as part
of this process for public review.
March 8, 2014
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
California Department of Parks & Recreation
Off Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78,
Box 10 Borrego Springs, CA 92004
By email to: tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov
Comments on Ocotillo Wells SVRA Draft Alternatives
Dear Ms. Robinson:
We submit this comment letter “off line” rather than using the Department’s
“input forum” web page because of the limited opportunity provided there for the
public to comment on the OWSVRA General Plan. We have three main points to make:
1. The Draft Planning Alternatives document is narrowly focused on use and facilities
under three alternatives for each planning zone and the “input forum” doesn’t provide
for comments beyond those narrow categories.
2. The Working Papers lack sufficient information and analysis of environmental issues
to inform public comment.
3. The request for the public to choose alternatives now, without the required analysis,
is arbitrary and delays the CEQA and General Plan processes unnecessarily, allowing
violations of law and regulation to continue and the ongoing damage to park resources
to go unchecked.
We have reviewed the available General Plan working documents, including:
Working Paper #1: Major Themes from Initial Public Outreach;
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You are asking the public to recommend alternatives when you have yet to
provide any general or site‐specific information regarding how those alternatives will
affect natural or cultural resources. This flies in the face of environmental planning
laws, which intend that the public be presented with a project and alternatives that are
provided in the context of their environmental impacts and benefits. Indeed, CEQA
requires a lead agency to explore all feasible alternatives that would avoid or lessen
significant environmental effects. (Public Resources Code §§ 21002, 21002.1(b).) To this
end, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be required to consider a range of
potentially feasible alternatives, that would feasibly attain most of the project’s basic
objectives while avoiding or substantially lessening any of the project’s significant
environmental impacts. (Save Round Valley Alliance v. County of Inyo (2007) 157
Cal.App.4th 1437, 1456.) The Department, in this case, is way off base to ask the public
to choose alternatives without any information and analyses at all about those
environmental impacts, including how the alternatives comply with local, state and
federal laws. Since these, or other, alternatives must be analyzed in an EIR, we have to
wonder what is the purpose of asking the public to choose alternatives now, except to
promote expectations for a decision that allows use to continue pretty much as it does
currently. Or, is it simply to add steps to a process that is already years overdue, in
order to delay making a decision at all, while natural and cultural resources continue to
be destroyed?
By identifying only three alternatives in each zone, the input forum discourages
any comment outside those alternatives, even if none of those three alternatives
appeals to the commenter. A full range of alternatives would include ending all ORV
use and restoring the park, or ending open riding and restoring the park. Only one zone
(Lake Shore) would prohibit both open and trail riding, in Alternative 2 (Rugged) for that
zone. One zone (Gas Domes) proposes to end open riding under all alternatives, but
permits trail riding under all alternatives. A single alternative (Rugged) in the Palo
Verde, Arroyo and Truckhaven zones prohibits open riding. Trails‐only riding is
proposed in one or more alternatives in fewer than half of (5 of the 11) zones. Trail
riding only is not proposed in the other 6 zones, under any alternative. The public is not
given any information as to the rationale behind these alternatives.
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In zones (Headquarters, OW South, Shell Reef, Pumpkin Patch, Tarantula and Hot
Springs) where every alternative provides for both open and trail riding, how will
someone know which policy applies in the area in which they are currently riding? Will
the plan include even smaller subzones? Currently, riding is limited to “trails only” east
of Pole Line Road, yet the park staff appears unable to enforce that policy. How will it
enforce a management strategy infinitely more complex? The multiple proposals will
create a management nightmare, and are unlikely to result in the protection of yet‐
unidentified natural and cultural resources. As a practical matter, how would a user
know when he moved from one planning zone to another? Within a zone in which open
riding and trail riding are both permitted, how would a user know which was permitted
in a particular area of that zone? Working paper #3 identifies the complexities of
managing the area as an issue, yet the management strategy that appears to be
emerging will be many times more complex and difficult…and unmanageable.
The State is asking the public to make site‐specific recommendations but
provides no site‐specific information to inform those recommendations. The
information provided to the public on the “input forum” and General Plan documents
lacks sufficient detail regarding many important issues the General Plan must address.
Lead agencies must ensure adequate environmental information is gathered and that
the environmental impacts of a proposed action are fully identified and analyzed. “To
conclude otherwise would place the burden of producing relevant environmental data
on the public rather than the agency and would allow the agency to avoid an attack on
the adequacy of the information contained in the report simply by excluding such
information.” (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal. App. 3d 692,
724.) Environmental review documentation
is more than a set of technical hurdles for agencies and developers to overcome.
[Its] function is to ensure that government officials who decide to build or
approve a project do so with a full understanding of the environmental
consequences and, equally important, that the public is assured those
consequences have been taken into account.” (Laurel Heights I, supra, 47 Cal.3d
at pp. 391‐392.) For the [environmental review documentation] to serve these
goals it must present information in such a manner that the foreseeable impacts
of pursuing the project can actually be understood and weighed, and the public
must be given an adequate opportunity to comment on that presentation before
the decision to go forward is made. (Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible
Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 Cal.4th 412, 449‐450.)
The environmental review documents in which these alternatives and others will be
included must “contain facts and analysis, not just the agency's bare conclusions or
opinions." (Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents (1989) 47 Cal. 3d 376, 404
[and cases cited therein].) The environmental review documents “must include detail
sufficient to enable those who did not participate in its preparation to understand and
to consider meaningfully the issues raised by the proposed project.” (Id.)
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While we recognize that these “working papers” are not CEQA documents, they
are being used to inform the CEQA process and should therefore comply with the CEQA
standards. Intensity and manner of use in a particular planning zone must be
constrained according to the environmental and cultural resources in that zone, yet the
planning documents provided to date fail to provide resource information, zone‐specific
or otherwise, on which a commenter may construct comments. The descriptions of the
zones often include a boundary simply identified as an “existing trail.” How is the public
supposed to discern which of many unnamed existing trails is referenced? There is no
description of non‐ORV recreational resources that may exist in each zone, or which
should serve as a constraint to use in any particular zone. The shape and nature of each
zone may make sense to the planners, but they have yet to share that information with
the public.
The OWSVRA General Plan update has many significant issues to address,
including impacts to sensitive plant and wildlife species, serious air quality challenges in
counties that are in non‐attainment for particulate matter, decimation of vegetation
that provides crucial wildlife habitat, and inadequate road and trail maintenance. The
Planning documents merely allude to the above resource concerns, without any serious
attempt to analyze how the various alternatives will address these issues. Continued
current and increased use is likely not in compliance with the Public Resources Code
§5090.35. The Department must ensure compliance with the PRC when making
management decisions; in this case, that will likely require restricting vehicle use to
designated routes. Sensitive soils, wildlife and cultural resources of OWSVRA cannot be
protected or sustained when open riding continues to be allowed in the park. The EIR
must include at least one alternative that limits all riding to designated routes
throughout the OWSVRA. OWSVRA should also consider the alternative of completely
shutting down those areas of the park that have received considerable damage and
need to be rehabilitated and those areas with at –risk cultural and historical resources.
In summary, we believe this solicitation of “votes” for limited alternatives in
these zones is an unnecessary and arbitrary step in the General Planning and CEQA
process. Given the Department’s claim of insufficient resources to manage OWSVRA
currently, we urge you to stop wasting the Department’s money by dragging out the
General Plan process with unnecessary and unproductive exercises, and to complete the
required and long‐overdue environmental analysis and allow the public to comment on
alternatives in the context of adequate information to make reasoned choices.
Sincerely,

Karen Schambach
California Field Director
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Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility
P.O. Box 4057
Georgetown, CA 95634
capeer@peer.org
(530) 333‐2545

	
  

	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
April	
  3,	
  2015	
  
	
  
Tina	
  Robinson	
  
General	
  Plan	
  Project	
  Manager	
  
California	
  Department	
  of	
  Parks	
  &	
  Recreation	
  
Off	
  Highway	
  Motor	
  Vehicle	
  Recreation	
  Division	
  
Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  District 	
  
5172	
  Highway	
  78	
  
Box	
  10 Borrego	
  Springs,	
  CA	
  92004	
  
	
  
By	
  email	
  to:	
  tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov	
  
	
  
Carrie	
  Simmons	
  
Bureau	
  of	
  Land	
  Management	
  
El	
  Centro	
  Field	
  Office	
  	
  
1661	
  S.	
  4th	
  Street	
  
El	
  Centro,	
  CA	
  	
  92243	
  
	
  
By	
  email	
  to:	
  BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov 	
  
	
  
Re:	
  	
  Comments	
  on	
  General	
  Plan	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative,	
  BLM	
  NOI,	
  and	
  EIR/EIS	
  for	
  
Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Ms.	
  Robinson	
  and	
  Ms.	
  Simmons:	
  
	
  
Public	
  Employees	
  for	
  Environmental	
  Responsibility	
  (PEER),	
  Desert	
  Protective	
  Council	
  
(DPC)	
  and	
  Center	
  for	
  Biological	
  Diversity	
  provide	
  the	
  following	
  comments	
  in	
  response	
  to	
  
the	
  Bureau	
  of	
  Land	
  Management	
  (BLM)	
  Notice	
  of	
  Intent	
  (NOI)	
  to	
  conduct	
  an	
  
environmental	
  review	
  for	
  the	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  Recreation	
  Area	
  in	
  Imperial	
  County,	
  and	
  
California	
  Department	
  of	
  Parks	
  and	
  Recreation,	
  Off	
  Highway	
  Motor	
  Vehicle	
  Recreation	
  
Division	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative/Proposed	
  Action.	
  

Ileene Anderson
Senior Scientist/Public Lands Desert Director
Center for Biological Diversity
8033 Sunset Blvd., #447
Los Angeles, CA 90046
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org
(323) 654‐5943

Terry Weiner
Imperial County Projects and Conservation Director
Desert Protective Council
P.O Box 3635
San Diego, CA 92163‐1635
Email: terryweiner@sbcglobal.net
(619) 342‐5524
cc: Garratt Aitchison, Supervisor, OWSVRA
Christopher Conley, Deputy Director, OHMVR Division
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theoretically	
  have	
  under	
  current	
  management	
  (if	
  existing	
  management	
  direction	
  
were	
  enforced),	
  because	
  it	
  also	
  allows	
  for	
  “concentrated	
  riding”	
  areas	
  within	
  the	
  
“trails	
  only”	
  areas.	
  	
  These	
  “concentrated	
  riding”	
  areas	
  are	
  not	
  identified,	
  nor	
  are	
  
they	
  limited	
  by	
  any	
  identified	
  constraints	
  in	
  the	
  DPA.	
  	
  Instead,	
  the	
  Programmatic	
  
EIR/EIS	
  being	
  proposed	
  leaves	
  these	
  critical	
  designations	
  for	
  future	
  determination,	
  
with	
  no	
  proposed	
  process	
  for	
  public	
  scrutiny	
  of	
  such	
  decisions.	
  	
  The	
  DPA	
  should	
  
identify	
  these	
  areas	
  now,	
  if	
  there	
  are	
  to	
  be	
  any.	
  	
  This	
  General	
  Plan	
  has	
  already	
  been	
  
nine	
  years	
  in	
  the	
  making	
  and	
  there	
  is	
  no	
  legitimate	
  reason	
  why	
  important	
  decisions	
  
such	
  as	
  where	
  open	
  riding	
  will	
  be	
  allowed	
  should	
  be	
  deferred	
  to	
  a	
  later	
  decision-‐
making	
  process,	
  which	
  will	
  tier	
  down	
  from	
  this	
  EIR/EIS,	
  and	
  likely	
  employ	
  Categorical	
  
Exceptions.	
  	
  	
  

I. Comments	
  on	
  OHMVR	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative/Proposed	
  Action	
  
While	
  the	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative/Proposed	
  Action	
  (DPA)	
  is	
  an	
  improvement	
  over	
  
the	
  Draft	
  alternatives	
  presented	
  a	
  year	
  ago,	
  it	
  still	
  fails	
  to	
  provide	
  the	
  level	
  of	
  protection	
  
required	
  to	
  protect	
  public	
  trust	
  resources,	
  comply	
  with	
  State	
  and	
  Federal	
  statutes	
  and	
  
regulations	
  governing	
  the	
  management	
  of	
  recreational	
  vehicles,	
  or	
  satisfy	
  the	
  Mission	
  of	
  
California	
  State	
  Parks,	
  “To	
  provide	
  for	
  the	
  health,	
  inspiration	
  and	
  education	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  
of	
  California	
  by	
  helping	
  to	
  preserve	
  the	
  state's	
  extraordinary	
  biological	
  diversity,	
  
protecting	
  its	
  most	
  valued	
  natural	
  and	
  cultural	
  resources,	
  and	
  creating	
  opportunities	
  for	
  
high-‐quality	
  outdoor	
  recreation.”	
  	
  
	
  
THE	
  OHV	
  RECREATION	
  ZONES	
  AS	
  DESIGNATED	
  IN	
  THE	
  DRAFT	
  PREFERRED	
  
ALTERNATIVE	
  UNJUSTIFIABLY	
  THREATEN	
  FRAGILE	
  ECOLOGICAL	
  AND	
  CULTURAL	
  
RESOURCES	
  
	
  
Definitions	
  –	
  As	
  a	
  preliminary	
  matter,	
  the	
  DPA	
  defines	
  “Distributed	
  OHV	
  Recreation”	
  
and	
  “Concentrated	
  OHV	
  Recreation”	
  both	
  as,	
  “OHV	
  Recreation	
  that	
  is	
  not	
  limited	
  to	
  
specific	
  trails.”	
  	
  This	
  ambiguity	
  makes	
  it	
  difficult	
  for	
  the	
  public	
  to	
  offer	
  informed	
  
comments	
  on	
  the	
  plan	
  and	
  –	
  if	
  uncorrected	
  –will	
  make	
  the	
  plan	
  more	
  difficult	
  to	
  
implement,	
  hinder	
  enforcement,	
  and	
  needlessly	
  endanger	
  ecological	
  and	
  cultural	
  
resources.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
Acreage	
  –	
  As	
  a	
  second	
  preliminary	
  matter,	
  the	
  DPA	
  requires	
  the	
  public	
  to	
  guess	
  at	
  the	
  
amount	
  of	
  acreage	
  in	
  each	
  zone.	
  	
  The	
  GP/EIR/EIS	
  must	
  clearly	
  identify	
  acreages	
  for	
  
each	
  zone	
  to	
  enable	
  informed	
  decision-‐making.	
  
	
  
Zone	
  1	
  –	
  The	
  map	
  provided	
  in	
  the	
  DPA	
  indicates	
  Distributed/Concentrated	
  (open)	
  riding	
  
would	
  still	
  be	
  allowed	
  in	
  Zone	
  1,	
  which	
  is	
  about	
  half	
  the	
  acreage	
  of	
  the	
  park.	
  Zone	
  1	
  
includes	
  some	
  of	
  the	
  most	
  culturally	
  sensitive	
  areas,	
  including	
  the	
  western	
  shore	
  of	
  
ancient	
  Lake	
  Cahuilla.	
  	
  Inexplicably,	
  the	
  areas	
  of	
  the	
  original	
  park	
  that	
  are	
  
designated	
  in	
  the	
  existing	
  GP	
  as	
  trails	
  only,	
  (near	
  the	
  administrative	
  offices	
  and	
  the	
  
northeastern	
  portion	
  west	
  of	
  the	
  Pumpkin	
  Patch),	
  are	
  proposed	
  for	
  open	
  riding.	
  
The	
  DPA	
  should	
  explain	
  the	
  rationale	
  behind	
  this	
  change.	
  The	
  “trails-‐only	
  riding”	
  
designation	
  under	
  the	
  existing	
  plan	
  has	
  not	
  been	
  implemented	
  or	
  enforced,	
  and	
  the	
  
proposal	
  to	
  allow	
  open	
  riding	
  appears	
  to	
  reward	
  bad	
  behavior.	
  	
  	
  Furthermore,	
  
despite	
  being	
  entirely	
  designated	
  as	
  “Distributed	
  OHV	
  Recreation,”	
  the	
  zone	
  further	
  
allows	
  for	
  “Concentrated	
  OHV	
  Recreation,”	
  the	
  practical	
  effect	
  of	
  which	
  is	
  unclear.	
  
	
  
Zone	
  2	
  –	
  About	
  one-‐third	
  of	
  the	
  park	
  is	
  designated	
  Zone	
  2,	
  “trails	
  only”	
  recreation	
  
However,	
  Zone	
  2	
  areas	
  proposed	
  for	
  “trail	
  only”	
  do	
  not	
  encompass	
  the	
  majority	
  of	
  
park	
  resources	
  that	
  require	
  protection,	
  including	
  the	
  western	
  shore	
  of	
  ancient	
  Lake	
  
Cahuilla.	
  	
  Further,	
  Zone	
  2	
  actually	
  provides	
  less	
  resource	
  protection	
  than	
  these	
  areas	
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Furthermore,	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  term	
  “trails	
  only”	
  has	
  proven	
  ineffective,	
  since	
  users	
  can	
  
and	
  do	
  interpret	
  any	
  and	
  all	
  visible	
  illegal	
  user-‐made	
  tracks	
  as	
  “trails.”	
  	
  The	
  GP	
  must	
  
use	
  the	
  term	
  “mapped,	
  designated,	
  and	
  signed	
  trails	
  only,”	
  or	
  something	
  equally	
  
specific,	
  to	
  avoid	
  the	
  current	
  situation	
  in	
  which	
  any	
  place	
  tire	
  tracks	
  exist	
  can	
  be	
  
considered	
  a	
  trail.	
  	
  “Trails	
  only”	
  will	
  certainly	
  and	
  foreseeably	
  lead	
  to	
  the	
  same	
  
damaging	
  interpretation	
  by	
  some	
  riders.	
  

	
  
Zone	
  3	
  –	
  A	
  small	
  portion	
  of	
  the	
  park,	
  (approximately	
  one-‐fifth	
  to	
  one-‐sixth),	
  would	
  be	
  
zoned	
  for	
  “trails	
  only”,	
  without	
  provision	
  for	
  future	
  open	
  riding	
  areas.	
  	
  “Trails	
  only”	
  
riding,	
  if	
  properly	
  signed	
  as	
  indicated	
  in	
  the	
  preceding	
  paragraph	
  and	
  if	
  enforced,	
  
can	
  allow	
  for	
  improvement	
  in	
  resource	
  protection,	
  but	
  these	
  two	
  areas	
  are	
  much	
  too	
  
small.	
  	
  The	
  Zone	
  3	
  area	
  in	
  the	
  western	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  park	
  is	
  an	
  improvement	
  over	
  the	
  
current	
  open	
  riding,	
  but	
  Zone	
  3	
  in	
  the	
  southeastern	
  park	
  is	
  only	
  about	
  one-‐fourth	
  of	
  
the	
  BLM	
  lands	
  currently	
  required	
  to	
  be	
  managed	
  for	
  travel	
  on	
  Designated	
  Routes	
  
only.	
  	
  This	
  is	
  a	
  huge	
  step	
  backward	
  in	
  resource	
  protection.	
  
	
  
In	
  our	
  comments	
  on	
  the	
  Draft	
  Alternatives	
  (See	
  attached	
  letter	
  of	
  March	
  8,	
  2014)	
  we	
  
noted	
  the	
  difficulty	
  of	
  managing	
  OWSVRA	
  by	
  zone.	
  	
  To	
  date,	
  the	
  State	
  has	
  still	
  not	
  
explained	
  how	
  users	
  will	
  be	
  made	
  to	
  understand	
  the	
  different	
  rules	
  in	
  the	
  various	
  zones.	
  	
  
If	
  the	
  3-‐Zone	
  strategy	
  is	
  used	
  (and	
  we	
  urge	
  the	
  park	
  require	
  use	
  to	
  be	
  limited	
  to	
  
designated	
  routes	
  throughout),	
  the	
  GP	
  must	
  include	
  a	
  strategy	
  for	
  informing	
  and	
  
enforcing	
  Zone-‐based	
  recreation,	
  including	
  examples	
  of	
  where	
  such	
  a	
  strategy	
  has	
  been	
  
effective	
  at	
  managing	
  OHV	
  use.	
  	
  Management	
  would	
  be	
  much	
  more	
  straightforward	
  and	
  
compliance	
  easier	
  to	
  enforce,	
  with	
  a	
  park-‐wide	
  	
  “designated	
  trails	
  only“	
  policy.	
  
	
  
The	
  DPA	
  does	
  little	
  to	
  improve	
  resource	
  protection	
  in	
  OWSVRA	
  and,	
  depending	
  on	
  
future	
  open	
  riding	
  designations,	
  may	
  encourage	
  further	
  degradation	
  of	
  irreplaceable	
  
biological,	
  geological	
  and	
  cultural	
  resources.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  also	
  difficult	
  for	
  the	
  public	
  to	
  make	
  
informed	
  comment	
  on	
  an	
  Alternative	
  that	
  has	
  been	
  provided	
  in	
  a	
  contextual	
  vacuum.	
  	
  	
  
State	
  Parks	
  has	
  provided	
  no	
  information	
  on	
  how	
  this	
  alternative	
  affects	
  natural	
  or	
  
cultural	
  resources.	
  	
  While	
  it	
  may	
  be	
  an	
  improvement	
  over	
  the	
  alternatives	
  provided	
  
earlier,	
  it	
  is	
  still	
  far	
  from	
  a	
  management	
  scheme	
  that	
  meets	
  the	
  State’s	
  responsibilities	
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under	
  the	
  Public	
  Resources	
  Code.	
  
	
  
CAMPING	
  ZONES	
  
	
  
We	
  strongly	
  urge	
  the	
  State	
  use	
  the	
  GP	
  to	
  designate	
  all	
  camping	
  areas,	
  after	
  surveys	
  to	
  
identify	
  and	
  avoid	
  sensitive	
  resources	
  have	
  been	
  conducted	
  and	
  used	
  in	
  the	
  designation	
  
process.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
OTHER	
  ISSUES	
  
	
  
The	
  OWSVRA	
  General	
  Plan	
  update	
  has	
  many	
  significant	
  issues	
  to	
  address,	
  including	
  
impacts	
  to	
  sensitive	
  plant	
  and	
  wildlife	
  species,	
  serious	
  air	
  quality	
  challenges	
  in	
  counties	
  
that	
  are	
  in	
  non-‐attainment	
  for	
  particulate	
  matter,	
  decimation	
  of	
  vegetation	
  that	
  
provides	
  crucial	
  wildlife	
  habitat,	
  and	
  inadequate	
  route	
  maintenance.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  address	
  potential	
  impacts	
  to	
  all	
  the	
  following:	
  
	
  
• Vegetation,	
  including	
  endemic	
  and	
  sensitive	
  plants	
  occurrences	
  and	
  those	
  plants	
  
that	
  provide	
  habitat	
  for	
  sensitive	
  wildlife	
  species.	
  
	
  
Wildlife,	
  including,	
  but	
  not	
  limited	
  to,	
  federally	
  listed	
  Peninsular	
  Bighorn	
  Sheep	
  (Ovis	
  
Canadensis	
  cremnobates),	
  the	
  State	
  candidate	
  flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard,	
  State	
  and	
  
federally	
  threatened	
  desert	
  tortoise,	
  species	
  of	
  special	
  concern	
  fringe-‐toed	
  lizard,	
  
coyotes,	
  badgers	
  and	
  kit	
  foxes,	
  which	
  are	
  protected	
  under	
  State	
  law	
  CCR,	
  Title	
  14	
  
Section	
  460,	
  raptors,	
  migratory	
  birds,	
  and	
  prey	
  species	
  such	
  as	
  desert	
  cottontails	
  and	
  
hares,	
  etc.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/S	
  should	
  include	
  impacts	
  to	
  habitats	
  used	
  by	
  these	
  species.	
  	
  
	
  
	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  also	
  serves	
  as	
  an	
  important	
  wildlife	
  corridor	
  and	
  habitat	
  linkage	
  to	
  
other	
  public	
  lands	
  in	
  the	
  vicinity,	
  including	
  Anza-‐Borrego	
  Desert	
  State	
  Park	
  and	
  lands	
  
managed	
  by	
  BLM.	
  	
  (OWSVRA	
  General	
  Plan	
  Existing	
  Conditions	
  Report,	
  p.	
  97)	
  
	
  
• The	
  EIR/EIS	
  needs	
  to	
  comprehensively	
  evaluate	
  the	
  impacts	
  to	
  the	
  newly	
  
designated	
  State	
  candidate	
  flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard.	
  	
  Off-‐road	
  vehicle	
  recreation	
  
has	
  been	
  a	
  particular	
  problem	
  for	
  this	
  species	
  and	
  because	
  the	
  OWSVRA	
  is	
  a	
  
designated	
  research	
  area	
  for	
  the	
  lizard	
  under	
  the	
  Rangewide	
  Management	
  
Strategy1,	
  new	
  protections	
  must	
  be	
  put	
  in	
  place	
  to	
  aide	
  conservation	
  and	
  
recovery	
  of	
  this	
  imperiled	
  and	
  declining	
  species.	
  	
  
	
  
• Specific	
  unique	
  ecosystems,	
  such	
  as	
  washes,	
  mesquite	
  woodlands	
  (microphyll	
  
woodlands),	
  Palo	
  Verde,	
  sand	
  dunes,	
  etc.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
1http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/ca/pdf/pdfs/elcentro_pdfs.Par.83352.File.dat/FTH
LStrategy03.pdf	
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•

Unique	
  geological	
  features	
  such	
  as	
  concretions	
  and	
  the	
  exquisite	
  
mudhill/sandstone	
  sheet	
  topography	
  of	
  the	
  eastern	
  part	
  of	
  OW,	
  which	
  has	
  been	
  
seriously	
  scarred	
  with	
  huge	
  ruts	
  through	
  the	
  hills	
  and	
  the	
  chipping	
  and	
  flaking	
  of	
  
the	
  sandstone	
  sheets.	
  	
  These	
  areas	
  are	
  required	
  to	
  be	
  managed	
  for	
  travel	
  on	
  
designated	
  trails	
  only	
  in	
  the	
  existing	
  GP;	
  legitimizing	
  the	
  open	
  riding	
  that	
  
destroyed	
  these	
  features	
  constitutes	
  an	
  appalling	
  management	
  failure,	
  which	
  
must	
  be	
  acknowledged	
  and	
  corrected.	
  

•

Dust/Air	
  Quality	
  –	
  Wind-‐blown	
  soils	
  are	
  not	
  only	
  an	
  air	
  pollutant,	
  but	
  also	
  a	
  form	
  
of	
  erosion.2	
  	
  Trail	
  maintenance,	
  as	
  required	
  by	
  the	
  PRC	
  and	
  department	
  
regulations,	
  must	
  include	
  dust	
  abatement	
  to	
  reduce	
  this	
  erosion.	
  	
  The	
  
mitigations	
  proposed	
  would	
  only	
  reduce	
  dust	
  on	
  main	
  roads,	
  leaving	
  vast	
  swaths	
  
of	
  land	
  vulnerable	
  to	
  dust	
  production.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  feasible	
  to	
  use	
  water	
  to	
  reduce	
  
dust;	
  and	
  chemical	
  applications	
  pose	
  potential	
  harm	
  to	
  the	
  plants	
  and	
  animals	
  
and	
  soil	
  microbes	
  and	
  nutrients,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  being	
  too	
  expensive	
  to	
  use	
  as	
  
extensively	
  as	
  would	
  be	
  necessary	
  to	
  even	
  begin	
  to	
  mitigate	
  air	
  quality	
  and	
  dust	
  
concerns.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  address	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  air	
  quality	
  monitoring,	
  dust	
  
abatement,	
  and	
  the	
  means	
  and	
  the	
  likelihood	
  of	
  success	
  at	
  mitigating	
  the	
  air	
  
quality	
  degradation	
  from	
  pulverized	
  soil	
  and	
  blowing	
  dust,	
  especially	
  if	
  the	
  
majority	
  of	
  the	
  85,000	
  acres	
  allowing	
  open	
  riding.	
  The	
  Park	
  is	
  sited	
  in	
  the	
  
Imperial	
  air	
  basin,	
  which	
  is	
  in	
  notorious	
  non-‐compliance	
  with	
  the	
  Clean	
  Air	
  Act,	
  
especially	
  for	
  PM10	
  and	
  PM2.5	
  3	
  	
  
	
  
Climate	
  change	
  –	
  Recent	
  studies	
  have	
  shown	
  the	
  effectiveness	
  of	
  desert	
  habitat	
  
to	
  remove	
  carbon	
  dioxide	
  from	
  the	
  atmosphere.	
  According	
  to	
  a	
  paper	
  published	
  
on	
  April	
  6	
  in	
  the	
  journal	
  Nature	
  Climate	
  Change,	
  deserts	
  can	
  serve	
  as	
  a	
  "sink"	
  for	
  
significant	
  levels	
  of	
  carbon	
  dioxide,	
  removing	
  it	
  from	
  the	
  atmosphere	
  and	
  storing	
  
it	
  in	
  the	
  ground.4	
  	
  http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2014/04/10/deserts-‐carbon-‐
dioxide-‐sink_n_5127891.html	
  This	
  ability	
  to	
  capture	
  carbon	
  is	
  dependent	
  on	
  the	
  
desert’s	
  vegetation	
  and	
  soil	
  organisms.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  examine	
  both	
  the	
  
nature	
  of	
  the	
  recreation,	
  which	
  is	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  burning	
  of	
  fossil	
  fuel,	
  and	
  the	
  
degradation	
  of	
  the	
  biotic	
  and	
  abiotic	
  soil	
  structure.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  take	
  a	
  hard	
  look	
  at	
  
how	
  the	
  proposed	
  level	
  and	
  type	
  of	
  use	
  and	
  continuing	
  destruction	
  of	
  these	
  
important	
  soils	
  and	
  soil	
  organisms	
  contribute	
  to	
  climate	
  change.	
  	
  

	
  

•

	
  
•

Water	
  –	
  Impacts	
  to	
  soils	
  and	
  hydrology,	
  including	
  sheet	
  flow,	
  also	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  
analyzed	
  in	
  the	
  EIR/EIS.	
  	
  With	
  ongoing	
  drought	
  in	
  California,	
  precious	
  water	
  
resources,	
  especially	
  in	
  the	
  desert,	
  become	
  even	
  a	
  higher	
  priority	
  for	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
2	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  General	
  Plan,	
  1981.	
  	
  P.	
  16.	
  	
  “Wind	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  water	
  erosion	
  plays	
  a	
  significant	
  
role	
  in	
  soil	
  erosion.”	
  
3	
  http://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/	
  

4	
  Nature	
  Climate	
  Change,	
  “Desert	
  habitat	
  to	
  remove	
  carbon	
  dioxide	
  from	
  the	
  atmosphere.”	
  Evans,	
  
R.D.,	
  et	
  al.	
  	
  April	
  6,	
  2014.	
  

	
  

Page	
  5	
  of	
  8	
  

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #59 - Page 12

Comment Letter #59 - Page 13

conservation.	
  	
  Off-‐road	
  vehicles	
  compact	
  soils,	
  impeding	
  natural	
  water	
  
infiltration,	
  change	
  flow	
  patterns	
  of	
  ephemeral	
  washes	
  when	
  used	
  as	
  routes,	
  and	
  
modify	
  surface	
  sheet	
  flows,	
  altering	
  hydrological	
  patterns.	
  	
  These	
  impacts	
  must	
  
be	
  assessed	
  in	
  the	
  environmental	
  review.	
  
	
  
Furthermore,	
  the	
  General	
  Plan	
  must	
  require	
  the	
  following:	
  
	
  
• Prior	
  to	
  designating	
  vehicle	
  routes	
  and	
  camping	
  areas,	
  surveys	
  must	
  be	
  
completed	
  to	
  identify	
  biological,	
  archeological,	
  and	
  paleontological	
  resources.	
  	
  
	
  	
  
• Monitoring	
  Strategies	
  to	
  identify	
  impacts	
  to	
  resources	
  in	
  a	
  timely	
  manner,	
  
triggers	
  for	
  adaptive	
  management	
  implementation	
  and	
  adaptive	
  management	
  
strategies	
  to	
  respond	
  when	
  impacts	
  are	
  identified.	
  	
  OWSVRA	
  has	
  not	
  completed	
  
statutorily	
  required	
  habitat	
  monitoring	
  since	
  2009.	
  	
  Allegedly,	
  the	
  methodology	
  
used	
  in	
  the	
  past	
  failed	
  to	
  identify	
  monitoring	
  “control”	
  plots.	
  	
  It	
  should	
  be	
  noted	
  
that	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  undamaged	
  plant	
  and	
  animal	
  communities	
  to	
  serve	
  as	
  
control	
  plots	
  within	
  OWSVRA	
  should,	
  in	
  itself,	
  ring	
  management	
  alarm	
  bells.	
  	
  It	
  
was	
  anticipated	
  in	
  the	
  original	
  General	
  Plan	
  that,	
  because	
  OWSVRA	
  and	
  the	
  
adjacent	
  Anza-‐Borrego	
  State	
  Park	
  have	
  similar	
  desert	
  plants,	
  animals,	
  and	
  
ecosystems,	
  control	
  plots	
  could	
  be	
  located	
  in	
  ABDSP.	
  	
  We	
  believe	
  that	
  not	
  all	
  
vegetation	
  communities/soils	
  types	
  that	
  occur	
  in	
  OWSVRA	
  are	
  represented	
  in	
  
Anza-‐Borrego	
  Desert	
  State	
  Park	
  (ex.	
  mudhills/sandstone	
  sheets)	
  and	
  therefore	
  
control	
  plot	
  locations	
  must	
  be	
  identified	
  for	
  all	
  communities/types	
  and	
  those	
  
that	
  are	
  unique	
  to	
  OWSVRA	
  must	
  be	
  established	
  and	
  monitored	
  within	
  the	
  
OWSVRA.	
  We	
  also	
  note	
  that	
  park	
  managers	
  have	
  consistently	
  ignored	
  concerns	
  
raised	
  by	
  OWSVRA	
  Environmental	
  Scientists	
  over	
  the	
  years,	
  along	
  with	
  their	
  
recommendations	
  to	
  restrict	
  recreational	
  driving	
  to	
  designated	
  routes.	
  	
  
Monitoring	
  must	
  be	
  done	
  as	
  directed	
  in	
  the	
  Public	
  Resources	
  Code,	
  and	
  
management	
  must	
  respond	
  to	
  identified	
  resource	
  degradation.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
• An	
  effective	
  law	
  enforcement	
  strategy,	
  including	
  adequate	
  funding	
  and	
  
personnel,	
  to	
  ensure	
  riding	
  is	
  not	
  occurring	
  where	
  prohibited,	
  and	
  that	
  adequate	
  
law	
  enforcement	
  is	
  present	
  when	
  riding	
  occurs.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
• The	
  General	
  Plan	
  and	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  anticipate	
  and	
  include	
  a	
  realistic	
  cost	
  for	
  
implementing	
  the	
  GP	
  and	
  managing	
  OWSVRA	
  in	
  a	
  lawful	
  and	
  environmentally	
  
responsible	
  manner.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  also	
  identify	
  the	
  sources	
  of	
  the	
  needed	
  funding,	
  
and	
  include	
  a	
  contingency	
  plan	
  in	
  the	
  event	
  sufficient	
  funding	
  is	
  not	
  available.	
  	
  In	
  
this	
  regard,	
  the	
  EIR/EIS	
  should	
  include	
  a	
  management	
  capacity	
  study.	
  
	
  
• The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  acknowledge	
  and	
  mitigate	
  impacts	
  to	
  adjacent	
  Anza-‐	
  Borrego	
  
Desert	
  State	
  Park,	
  including:	
  	
  impacts	
  to	
  Flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard	
  and	
  habitat	
  
contiguity	
  between	
  ABDSP	
  and	
  other	
  populations	
  to	
  the	
  south	
  and	
  east	
  of	
  the	
  
OWSVRA;	
  impacts	
  to	
  ABDSP	
  by	
  vehicles	
  crossing	
  the	
  park	
  boundary	
  from	
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OWSVRA,	
  especially	
  considering	
  the	
  aggressive	
  driving	
  style	
  of	
  recreationists	
  at	
  
OWSVRA.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  consider	
  impacts	
  both	
  to	
  ABDSP	
  visitors’	
  experience,	
  
as	
  well	
  as	
  physical	
  impacts	
  to	
  biological,	
  geological,	
  cultural,	
  and	
  paleontological	
  
resources	
  in	
  the	
  State	
  Park;	
  impacts	
  from	
  dust	
  particulates	
  to	
  air	
  quality,	
  both	
  
visual	
  and	
  health-‐wise,	
  to	
  ABDSP	
  visitors	
  and	
  staff,	
  and	
  to	
  the	
  residents	
  of	
  
Borrego	
  Springs	
  and	
  Salton	
  City.	
  
	
  
II. 	
  	
  COMMENTS	
  ON	
  BLM	
  NOTICE	
  OF	
  INTENT	
  
	
  
BLM	
  decisions	
  include	
  whether	
  to	
  amend	
  the	
  California	
  Desert	
  Conservation	
  Area	
  
(CDCA)	
  plan	
  to	
  change	
  the	
  land	
  use	
  designation	
  of	
  some	
  BLM	
  parcels	
  in	
  the	
  SVRA.	
  This	
  
may	
  include	
  making	
  changes	
  in	
  OHV	
  area	
  designations	
  in	
  accordance	
  with	
  43	
  Code	
  of	
  
Federal	
  Regulations	
  §	
  8342.	
  The	
  CDCA	
  Plan	
  Amendment	
  will	
  consider	
  a	
  proposal	
  to	
  
designate	
  the	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  as	
  a	
  Special	
  Recreation	
  Management	
  Area	
  (SRMA).	
  
SRMA	
  designations	
  recognize	
  public	
  lands	
  where	
  recreation	
  is	
  the	
  predominant	
  land	
  
use.	
  In	
  response	
  to	
  a	
  California	
  State	
  Parks	
  Recreation	
  and	
  Public	
  Purposes	
  Act	
  (R&PP	
  
Act)	
  application,	
  the	
  BLM	
  will	
  also	
  identify	
  lands	
  within	
  the	
  planning	
  area	
  that	
  would	
  be	
  
available	
  for	
  leasing	
  or	
  patent	
  to	
  the	
  State	
  of	
  California	
  through	
  the	
  R&PP	
  Act	
  or	
  other	
  
land	
  transfer	
  or	
  disposal	
  processes.	
  
	
  
BLM’s	
  NOI	
  does	
  not	
  explain	
  why	
  it	
  proposes	
  to	
  designate	
  OWSVRA	
  as	
  a	
  SRMA,	
  forcing	
  
the	
  public	
  to	
  speculate	
  as	
  to	
  potential	
  benefits	
  versus	
  liabilities.	
  	
  This	
  deficiency	
  makes	
  it	
  
difficult	
  to	
  understand	
  the	
  proposal.	
  	
  If	
  the	
  designation	
  is	
  intended	
  to	
  give	
  OHV	
  
recreation	
  hierarchical	
  dominance	
  over	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  natural	
  and	
  cultural	
  resources,	
  
we	
  strongly	
  oppose	
  designating	
  OWSVRA	
  as	
  a	
  SRMA	
  
	
  
While	
  motorized	
  recreation	
  may	
  be	
  the	
  predominant	
  human	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  land,	
  its	
  value	
  as	
  
habitat	
  for	
  desert	
  wildlife	
  and	
  plants,	
  for	
  cultural	
  and	
  paleontological	
  preservation,	
  and	
  
as	
  an	
  exquisite	
  geological	
  assemblage,	
  is	
  immeasurable.	
  
	
  
The	
  NOI	
  states,	
  	
  “BLM	
  will	
  prepare	
  an	
  environmental	
  impact	
  statement	
  to	
  analyze	
  the	
  
efficiency	
  and	
  effectiveness	
  of	
  resource	
  and	
  recreation	
  management	
  at	
  the	
  Ocotillo	
  
Wells.”	
  	
  The	
  EIS	
  must	
  look	
  beyond	
  efficiency	
  and	
  effectiveness	
  of	
  resource	
  and	
  
recreation	
  management	
  at	
  OWSVRA.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  examine	
  the	
  impact	
  of	
  recreation	
  as	
  
currently	
  managed	
  at	
  the	
  SVRA	
  on	
  biological,	
  cultural,	
  geological,	
  and	
  paleontological	
  
resources	
  and	
  determine	
  if	
  the	
  level	
  of	
  resource	
  degradation	
  is	
  acceptable	
  under	
  the	
  
federal	
  regulations.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  look	
  at	
  alternatives	
  to	
  current	
  management,	
  including	
  a	
  
designated	
  routes	
  only	
  alternative	
  parkwide	
  on	
  BLM	
  lands,	
  and	
  consider	
  closure	
  of	
  areas	
  
in	
  the	
  park	
  on	
  BLM	
  lands	
  where	
  OHV	
  recreation	
  is	
  not	
  manageable,	
  sustainable,	
  or	
  not	
  
meeting	
  federal	
  or	
  state	
  regulations.	
  	
  BLM	
  may	
  not	
  turn	
  lands	
  over	
  to	
  the	
  state	
  to	
  
manage	
  as	
  sacrifice	
  areas.	
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Thank	
  you	
  for	
  the	
  opportunity	
  to	
  comment.	
  	
  If	
  you	
  have	
  any	
  questions	
  regarding	
  these	
  
comments,	
  please	
  feel	
  free	
  to	
  contact	
  any	
  of	
  us.	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  Sincerely,	
  
	
  
	
  
Karen	
  Schambach	
  
California	
  Field	
  Director	
  
Public	
  Employees	
  for	
  Environmental	
  Responsibility	
  
P.O.	
  Box	
  4057	
  
Georgetown,	
  CA	
  	
  95634	
  
capeer@peer.org	
  
(530)	
  333-‐2545	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Ileene	
  Anderson	
  
Senior	
  Scientist/Public	
  Lands	
  Desert	
  Director	
  
Center	
  for	
  Biological	
  Diversity	
  
8033	
  Sunset	
  Blvd.,	
  #447	
  
Los	
  Angeles,	
  CA	
  90046	
  
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org	
  
(323)	
  654-‐5943	
  
	
  
	
  
Terry	
  Weiner	
  
Projects	
  and	
  Conservation	
  Director	
  
Desert	
  Protective	
  Council	
  
P.O	
  Box	
  3635	
  
San	
  Diego,	
  CA	
  	
  92163-‐1635	
  
Email:	
  	
  terryweiner@sbcglobal.net	
  
(619)	
  342-‐5524	
  
	
  
Attachment:	
  	
  PEER/CBD/DPC	
  letter	
  on	
  OWSVRA	
  draft	
  alternatives,	
  3/8/14	
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Linden
info@planocotillowells.org
Comments on PA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Thursday, April 02, 2015 2:22:36 PM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Scott Linden
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From:
To:
Date:

scott sinclair
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Thursday, April 02, 2015 2:16:38 PM

Date:4/2/2015

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My name is Scott Sinclair and I am a retired USDA Forest Service Forest OHV Manager,
responsible for bringing approx $750,000.00 in CA OHV Grant Funds to a Northern CA R5
Forest. During my 6 years of leading this program, I learned how much the OHV
Recreation family utilizes the SVRA system run by CA State Parks. I am also a
professional wildlife biologist as well as an avid OHV’er and Nationally recognized OHV
Master Performer for various state and federal agencies. So I feel more than qualified to
comment on your planning processes and preferred alternatives.
I am VERY concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and
the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan. As you know
Open Area riding designations such as those found at Glamis, Imperial Sand Dunes,
DuMont Dunes and other desert recreation sites are disappearing at an alarming rate and
while I agree that this treatment may work in Forested areas and some special desert
areas where travel must be limited to existing routes, Ocotillo Wells SVRA should fall
into the former and not the latter category. The OHV public that support the State
Greensticker program should have unique recreation sites where open travel can occur.
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I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite
the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic,
and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or
areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts
by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and
consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am EXTREMELY concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the
term primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of
the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping
patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible,
trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events
MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be
granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State
Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the
SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Scott Sinclair
Off- Highway Solutions, 1275 s Lee St, Saint David AZ 85630
520.720.2628
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Don Amador
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov; info@planocotillowells.org
Don Amador2011
Don Amador Comments on Ocotillo Wells Planning Effort
Thursday, April 02, 2015 1:29:40 PM

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of
Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial
County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM
to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the
project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV dispersed camping.

C-96

Comment Letter #62 - Page 2

I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events
Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Don Amador
555 Honey Lane
Oakley, CA 94561
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

John Stewart
info@planocotillowells.org; BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
John Stewart
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan and Scoping Comments
Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:12:07 AM
PlanOcotillo-BLM.pdf
Untitled attachment 00027.htm

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10 Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office, 661 S. 4th Street, El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
The attached comments are submitted on behalf of the California Four Wheel Drive
Association (Cal4Wheel) and its individual members and member clubs. Cal4Wheel is a
California association representing motorized recreationists and their families. While the main
focus of Cal4Wheel is to protect, promote, and provide for motorized recreation opportunities
on public and private lands, many of our members participate in multiple forms of recreation;
including but not limited to hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, horseback riding, bicycle riding,
and gem and mineral collection.
We recognized the positive health and social benefits that can be achieved through outdoor
activities. We also recognize that motorized recreation provides the small business owners in
the local communities a significant financial stimulus. And, our members are directly affected
by management decisions concerning public land use.
The Cal4Wheel members subscribe to the concepts of: 1) public access to public lands for
their children and grandchildren; 2) condition and safety of the environment; and 3) sharing
our natural heritage. The general public desires access to public lands now and for future
generations. Limiting access today deprives our children the opportunity to view the many
natural wonders of public lands. The general public is deeply concerned about the condition of
the environment and personal safety. They desire wildlife available for viewing and scenic
vistas to enjoy. They also want to feel safe while enjoying the natural wonders. Lastly, the
public desires to share the natural heritage with friends and family today as well as in the
future. How can our children learn about and appreciate our natural heritage when native
species are allowed to deteriorate and historic routes are routinely blocked or eradicated from
existence?
With these guidelines, the below comments were developed and are directed to the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California Desert
Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment (GP/RAMP/LUPA) and California State Parks
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the
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Ocotillo Wells SVRA. However, this document shall not supplant the rights of other
Cal4Wheel agents and organizational or individual members from submitting their own
comments and the agency should consider and appropriately respond to all comments
received.
Cal4Wheel generally supports the concept of the process to prepare a coordinated planning
process between the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and California State Parks to
prepare a joint General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California Desert
Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment (GP/RAMP/LUPA) and Draft Environmental
Impact Report/ Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). Cal4Wheel encourages the public
to send in both general and site-specific comments regarding this process.
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public desires to share the natural heritage with friends and family today as well as in the future.
How can our children learn about and appreciate our natural heritage when native species are
allowed to deteriorate and historic routes are routinely blocked or eradicated from existence?

March 31, 2015
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field OfÞce,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Planning Team:
The below comments are submitted on behalf of the California Four Wheel Drive Association
(Cal4Wheel) and its individual members and member clubs. Cal4Wheel is a California
association representing motorized recreationists and their families. While the main focus of
Cal4Wheel is to protect, promote, and provide for motorized recreation opportunities on public
and private lands, many of our members participate in multiple forms of recreation; including but
not limited to hunting, Þshing, camping, hiking, horseback riding, bicycle riding, and gem and
mineral collection.
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With these guidelines, the below comments were developed and are directed to the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California Desert
Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment (GP/RAMP/LUPA) and California State Parks
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA. However, this document shall not supplant the rights of other Cal4Wheel agents
and organizational or individual members from submitting their own comments and the agency
should consider and appropriately respond to all comments received.
Cal4Wheel generally supports the concept of the process to prepare a coordinated planning
process between the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and California State Parks to prepare
a joint General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/California Desert Conservation Area
Land Use Plan Amendment (GP/RAMP/LUPA) and Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). Cal4Wheel encourages the public to send in both
general and site-speciÞc comments regarding this process.
Reviewing the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action reveals a glaring omission -- SVRA
Access
The Ocotillo Wells SVRA (OWSVRA) covers a large geographic area with three major
concentrations of recreation activities. In the south and west section of OWSVRA, a vast
majority of recreationists originate from informal and commercial campgrounds and motor home
parks south of Highway 78 and in open camping areas within the SVRA. All restaurants, repair
shops, and gas stations serving the Ocotillo Wells SVRA visitors are likewise located south of
Highway 78. As a result, during even moderate use periods there are signiÞcant numbers of
unlicensed and unauthorized OHVs crossing the Highways and using the road shoulders at
often random points.
Highway 78 is used regularly by commercial tractor/trailer units traveling at speeds in excess of
50 miles per hour. Large motor homes, many towing OHV trailers, travel along the Highway at
widely varying speeds. As a result, an obviously hazardous and untenable condition exists as
OHVs attempt to access and egress the SVRA.

We recognized the positive health and social beneÞts that can be achieved through outdoor
activities. We also recognize that motorized recreation provides the small business owners in
the local communities a signiÞcant Þnancial stimulus. And, our members are directly affected by
management decisions concerning public land use.

On the east side of OWSVRA, recreation activity is concentrated either south of S-22 or to the
north in the Ocotillo Wells North area. While S-22 is not used regularly by commercial tractor/
trailer units, it does sustain considerable trafÞc volume with potential hazardous and untenable
condition existing as large motor homes, many towing OHV trailers attempt to access and
egress the SVRA.

The Cal4Wheel members subscribe to the concepts of: 1) public access to public lands for their
children and grandchildren; 2) condition and safety of the environment; and 3) sharing our
natural heritage. The general public desires access to public lands now and for future
generations. Limiting access today deprives our children the opportunity to view the many
natural wonders of public lands. The general public is deeply concerned about the condition of
the environment and personal safety. They desire wildlife available for viewing and scenic
vistas to enjoy. They also want to feel safe while enjoying the natural wonders. Lastly, the

Access to the Ocotillo Wells North area is primarily via North Marina Drive off Highway 86.
Highway 86 regularly is used for commercial tractor/trailer units traveling at speeds in excess of
60 miles per hour. Large motor homes, many towing OHV trailers, travel along the Highway at
widely varying speeds. As a result, the considerable trafÞc volume poses a potential hazardous
and untenable condition as large motor homes, many towing OHV trailers attempt to access and
egress the SVRA.

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #63 - Page 5

In addition, the North Marina Drive exit off of State Highway 86, is within a residential setting
and the only access and egress to the Ocotillo Wells North area for large motor homes and
trailers.
During development of the general plan, Cal4Wheel recommends that improvements be made
to Highways to provide better trafÞc patterns to improve safety while attempting to access and
egress the SVRA. And, within the Ocotillo Wells North area, Cal4Wheel recommends that an
alternate entry point into the area be developed to divert recreation trafÞc from the residential
area. An existing Imperial County plan provides for a network of public routes within the Ocotillo
Wells North area with access available from S-22. Cal4Wheel recommends adopting and
improving deÞned access points to relieve trafÞc congestion within the residential area.
Purpose of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan
The current text deÞning the purpose of the proposed general plan states this plan will guide
future and day-to-day decision-making and serve as the basis for developing feasibility and
management plans, planning and implementing projects, and conducting other management
actions. It further states the applicability to “...lands acquired by Ocotillo Wells SVRA after 1982
and lands managed by the BLM within the boundary of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA.”
There are two point of consideration that require clariÞcation. 1) Does this plan address
SURFACE ESTATE as well as SUBSURFACE ESTATE? In other words, within the construct of
“managing the lands”, will surface activities be subject to interruption at the expense of exercise
of mineral/resource extraction? 2) There are a number of private holdings within the boundaries
of the planning area. Frequently, these private holdings have been acquired through willing
seller or tax lien auction. As these new lands are acquired, are they to be brought into the
management sphere of this proposed general plan? Or, will those acquisitions trigger another
planning effort(s)?
Additionally, there are segments of lands within the proposed planning area that are held by
other than California State Parks, BLM or private/corporate interests in the form of lands held by
the State of California. Again, the applicability of this planning document to those lands is
unclear and should reßect a greater clarity of application.
BLM and DRECP Interaction
The BLM managed sections within the planning area are within the area covered by the Draft
DRECP and EIR/EIS, in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42
U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Cal. Pub. Resources
Code, § 21000 et seq.). (Note: This planning effort has been subdivided to address the BLM
Land Use Plan Amendment (LUPA) as a separate document.)
All action alternatives of the DRECP propose to designate BLM lands within the Ocotillo Wells
SVRA as the Ocotillo Wells East Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA). A SRMA
designation will allow the BLM to manage these lands with an emphasis on recreation, and the
existing MOU with State Parks would continue. However, the alternatives also propose a
geothermal-only Development Focus Area (DFA) overlay across most of the BLM parcels within
this proposed SRMA within the boundaries of the general plan focus area.
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Throughout the DRECP, renewable energy development is not allowed in a SRMA because it is
not compatible with recreation. However, should a geothermal-only Development Focus Area
(DFA) overlay a SRMA, geothermal development will be allowed with a "no surface occupancy"
restriction, as is the case in the Preferred Alternative, Alternative 1, and Alternatives 3 and 4.
Alternative 2, however, would break from this restriction and would allow geothermal energy
development on these BLM parcels with surface occupancy.
Cal4Wheel recommends establishment of a "No Surface Occupancy" restriction for any
geothermal development in the proposed Ocotillo Wells East SRMA (the area currently subject
to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) General Plan/Recreation Area Management Plan/
California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment (GP/RAMP/LUPA) and
California State Parks Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Overall, the proposed Ocotillo Wells General Plan includes a provision for a decision of whether
or not to amend the CDCA plan to change the land use designation of some of the parcels
within the planning boundaries which may include changes in some BLM parcels within the
Ocotillo Wells planning area.
Additionally, the planning effort will also identify lands within the planning area to potentially be
made available for lease or patent to the State of California through the Recreation and Public
Purposes Act or other land transfer or disposal processes.
In about 1990, BLM and State of California began the process to accomplish this action.
Cal4Wheel supports the continuation of the effort to manage the entire Ocotillo Wells SVRA as a
contiguous SVRA with a consistent management plan for the entire area.
Summary of Draft Preferred Alternative
The Draft EIR identiÞes three OHV recreation zones and provides key words that are subjective
in their interpretation - distributed, concentrated and trails-only. Additionally, their application to
the three OHV recreation zones lack clarity and rational.
For example, the area north of S-22 is deÞned as a OHV Recreation Zone 2 and Trails-Only and
Concentrated OHV Recreation where speciÞc areas for ÒConcentrated OHV RecreationÓ may be
identiÞed in the future. This is an example of the lack of clarity and rational within the planning
effort. The planing document provides no assurance that ÒConcentrated OHV RecreationÓ
WILL BE identiÞed in the future.
Cal4Wheel does not agree with the designation of a ÒTrails-Only OHV RecreationÓ within this
zone (Zone 2, north of S-22). This particular area exhibits a unique geography that does not
lends itself to a Òtrails-onlyÓ designation. The land is highly erodible and will change (and
frequently does change) with each rainstorm within the area. Designation of trails may last a
very short time before the ÒtrailÓ is no longer in existence. Further, limiting designated trails to
washes does not provide for a recreation experience desired by visitors. Designation as a
ÒDistributed Recreation AreaÓ also does not fall within the ever changing geography as
designated trails cannot be dependable to be in existence from year to year.
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Cal4Wheel recommends that the Zone 2 Area north of S-22 be designated as a Concentrated
OHV Area.
Camping Zones
As with OHV Recreation Zones, three Camping Zones have been established; again, with a lack
of clarity and rational within the planning effort.
For example, Camping Zone 2 is Limited Camping and only within a “trails-only” designated
OHV area. And, again, Camping Zone 2, north of S-22 has a confusing designation overlay. By
deÞnition, that area may is also accommodate Concentrated OHV Recreation. This puts
Camping Zones and OHV Recreation Zones in direct conßict.
Typically, the region locally known as the ÒBluffsÓ, directly off of S-22 on the north side, has been
used as a camping area where visitors will access the OHV Recreation Zone 1 area south of
S-22. Under current deÞnitions, this area could no longer be used for camping.
Additionally, Zone 3 is designated as a ÒNo CampingÓ zone. This is a short-sighted decision;
especially in the Zone 3 region north of Devils Slide and adjacent to Anza Borrego Desert State
Park. This is one area where a disbursed/primitive camping with tent/vehicle only should be
allowed. There are numerous ÒexpeditionÓ style trips made through ABDSP and that speciÞc
region has historically accommodated the overnight disbursed camping opportunity desired by
those small groups.
Overall, the Camping Zones provide sever limitations with respect to the associated OHV
Recreation Zones. And, the ability for primitive, disbursed camping suffers within the scope of
this proposed general plan.
Cal4Wheel recommends:
1) The Camping Zone north of S-22 be included as a Semi-Developed Camping Area.
2) Disbursed/Primitive camping be allowed within Zone 3 areas to a accommodate small
transient groups of recreation for overnight camping opportunities.
Special Event Staging Areas and Special Events
While proposed plan language does provide for a deÞnition of OHV Rides and Other Special
Events, the descriptions are incomplete. And, with respect to OHV events, the proposed action
indicates that areas are identiÞed where OHV events MAY be allowed in the future.
There is no distinction in the discussion that clearly identiÞes the difference between ÒOHV
events” and “Special Events”. In fact, the proposed action allows “California State Parks
Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Cal4Wheel disagrees with this position and recommends that State Parks deÞne OHV Events
and Special Events with clarity or consider them co-equal and managed in accordance with
California State Park Event Permit requirements.
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Resource Management
The overlay identiÞed as Figure 3G: Resource Management deÞnes existing and planned
resource protection and restoration areas with a qualiÞer that not all areas within the Resource
Overlay Zone are necessarily sensitive and in need of protection. The Resource Overlay Zone
is problematic when compared with the Preferred Alternative where OHV Recreation and
Camping are expected to occur.
For example, in the Ocotillo Wells North area, the area deÞned for Focused Development Areas
are within boundaries for Resource Management. The area south of S-22 and west of the
Truckhaven 4x4 Track is identiÞed as an area for concentrated recreation and resource
management. Additionally, large segments of area deÞned for Concentrated OHV Recreation
are also within boundaries of areas deÞned for resource management.
One noted conservation management strategy is adhering to the Soil Conservation Standard
Guidelines for Off-Highway Vehicle Recreation Management to limit soil erosion and water
runoff and staying on designated trails is encouraged.
While that is a noble standard, it is a ÒguidelineÓ. As previously stated, this particular area
exhibits a unique geography that does not lends itself to a Òtrails-onlyÓ designation. The land is
highly erodible and will change with each rainstorm within the area. Designation of trails may
last a very short time before the ÒtrailÓ is no longer in existence. Further, limiting designated
trails to washes does not provide for a recreation experience desired by visitors. Designation as
a ÒDistributed Recreation AreaÓ again does not fall within the ever changing geography as
designated trails cannot be dependable to be in existence from year to year.
There are several springs within the boundaries of the planning area and Cal4Wheel agrees
that those deserve protection. However, other actions to limit erosion are questionable as to
their effectiveness as there are no Òfree-ßowing watersÓ (other than the few noted springs).
The unique qualities that create the desirable recreation experience within Ocotillo Wells SVRA
are the very areas created by erosion with each storm in the region.
The region covered by the this planning effort is a popular destination spot for multiple forms of
recreation; including but not limited to, four wheel drive touring/driving for pleasure,
rockhounding, photography, and wildlife viewing. These are activities that cannot be enjoyed, or
replicated, in that diversity in other regions.
OHV recreation has been the fastest growing form of recreation in recent years. More members
of the public are seeking a recreation opportunity and public lands are a destination for that
opportunity. Cal4Wheel is concerned with the scope and magnitude of the proposed Ocotillo
Wells SVRA General Plan and its potential to restrict public access to public lands that have
been set aside as State Vehicle Recreation Areas.
Cal4Wheel recommends that the Ocotillo Wells SVRA remain a concentrated OHV recreation
area to the maximum extent practicable. Cal4Wheel agrees with and endorses the concept of
identifying a network trails (washes) that can provide a self-guided tour experience that links the
unique geographic features of the SVRA. For many visitors, this would would address a desire
for scenic photography and driving for pleasure.
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As potential geo-thermal energy development is possible within the boundaries of the planning
area, Cal4Wheel recommends that such production facilities be constructed with limited to no
surface occupancy. In all cases, loss of open lands, or access to lands, for disbursed recreation
opportunity, should be mitigated to provide for appropriate and reasonable access for lost
recreation opportunities.
Where necessary, mitigation shall include the development of alternative routes to allow for
continued vehicular access, with similar recreation experience. In addition to continued access,
mitigation shall include construction of an OHV touring routes which circumvents any closed
areas and allows for directional and interpretive signs to be placed at strategic locations along
the route to maintain a contiguous travel network.
Cal4Wheel appreciates the opportunity to comment on these important plans. Cal4Wheel is
eager to assist land managers to formulate balanced and enforceable land use plans and we
hope these comments have been helpful in beginning your journey. We understand comments
such as these are not as clear or concise as they could be. Please do not hesitate to contact
John Stewart, (619) 508-8840 if you have any questions or require clariÞcation.
Thank-you,

John Stewart
Natural Resources Consultant
California Four Wheel Drive Association
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Draper
info@planocotillowells.org
Angered
Thursday, March 26, 2015 9:11:26 AM

I like the planning to make the area better for off roading people like myself. I grew up in the Ozarks were nearly
everyone went off road. Now i’m 68 and am tired of pleasures being taken from me. I am a disabled Vietnam vet
and retired US Army MSGT. Enough is enough. I would appreciate every effort to put the officials who do not
know (only think) they are making changes for the good. NOT SO>>>>>> I agree that there are idiots out there that
destroy the area because they do not respect our privileges. These yahoos need to be felt with by all concerned. Not
take away our siding areas because that is the easy way to get ride of the disrespect able individuals that no written
or unwritten laws or regulations pertain to them. They anger all of who love and enjoy the use of the lands that
GOD gave us.

In his service
MSGT Draper (retired)
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Sanchez Rangel, Rogelio@DOT
info@planocotillowells.org
Armstrong, Jacob M@DOT; Webster, Michael J@DOT; Scott Morgan (scott.morgan@opr.ca.gov)
Ocotillo Wells SVRA NOP Comments
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 10:12:33 AM
Ocotillo Wells.SVRA.NOP.pdf

Hi Tina,
Attached please find a copy of our comment letter for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA NOP document
review. An original copy will follow via regular mail.
Thank you
Roger Sanchez
Caltrans D11
Development Review Branch
roger.sanchez-rangel@dot.ca.gov
Tel (619) 688-6494
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Pinkert, Diane (Dee Dee) ( Contractor )
info@planocotillowells.org
Response to Notice of Preparation
Tuesday, March 17, 2015 3:10:06 PM
p_dal003@hollyfrontier.com_20150312_102618.pdf

We received the attached Notice of Preparation from the State of California – The Natural Resources Agency.
Please note that we have sold all of the property we previously owned in Imperial County.
If you have any questions, please direct them to me.
Thanks.
Dee Dee Pinkert
Paralegal
The HollyFrontier Companies
2828 North Harwood, Suite 1300
Dallas, Texas 75201
214.871.3830 (direct)
diane.pinkert@hollyfrontier.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail, and any attachments, may contain information that is
privileged and confidential. If you received this message in error, please advise the sender
immediately by reply e-mail and do not retain any paper or electronic copies of this message or
any attachments. Unless expressly stated, nothing contained in this message should be
construed as a digital or electronic signature or a commitment to a binding agreement.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail, and any attachments, may contain information
that is privileged and confidential.If you received this message in error, please advise the
sender immediately by reply e-mail and do not retain any paper or electronic copies of this
message or any attachments.Unless expressly stated, nothing contained in this message should
be construed as a digital or electronic signature or a commitment to a binding agreement.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Byron Chesebro
info@planocotillowells.org
General Plan
Tuesday, March 17, 2015 10:10:55 AM

Tina: I tried to reach you by phone today after perusing the General Plan on line.
I first started going down to Ocotillo Wells in 1967 or 68 when I was a kid. At 61, I still
ride off road motorcycles, but mainly around Borrego and Baja. Ocotillo Wells is too
crowded for my taste now.
I can be reached at 858 484-5159.
Byron Chesebro
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eithel Yocupicio
info@planocotillowells.org
Plan ocotillo wells
Monday, March 16, 2015 10:24:13 PM

I will assume that I was sent this letter because my parcel falls into the area which is in
discussion with the recreation plan. I don't have the full scope or picture of what the plan is
but can you break it down for me in simpler terms. Also let me know to what extent does it
affect me and other parcel owners near the salton sea. You can email me back at this email
address . My name is Eithel

Comment Letter #69 - Page 1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Weiner
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov; info@planocotillowells.org
Christopher@Parks Conlin; tom_Zale@ca.blm.gov; teresa_raml@blm.gov
Ocotillo Wells RAMP public scoping meetings
Friday, March 13, 2015 11:24:12 AM

Dear BLM and CA State Park OHV Division Staff and Managers,
I am writing on behalf of the members and Board of the Desert Protective Council (DPC) to
request that BLM and the Department of Parks and Recreation OHV Division schedule
additional public scoping meetings on the General Plan/ RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.
Folks from San Diego and Imperial and eastern Riverside Counties head to Ocotillo Wells to
drive their off-road vehicles, camp, enjoy the interpretive programs.
Residents of Borrego Springs experience air quality impacts from Ocotillo Wells SVRA and
a good number of residents of Borrego Springs are older people, some of whom are not
comfortable driving long distances. They would very much appreciate your scheduling a
workshop in Borrego Springs.
Please also consider scheduling at least three additional public scoping workshops: I suggest
an additional meeting in central San Diego and two additional meetings in Imperial Countyone in the northern part of the Imperial Valley, for example in Brawley, and one in the
southern part of Imperial Valley- El Centro or Calexico.
Thank you very much. Please let me know your response to our request. We are looking
forward to participating in this planning process.
Best Regards,
Terry Weiner
Imperial County Projects and Conservation Coordinator
Desert Protective Council
P.O. Box 3635
San Diego CA. 92163
(619) 342-5524 cell
terryweiner@sbcglobal.net
www.protectdeserts.org
Co- Founder, Solar Done Right
www.solardoneright.org
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg
info@planocotillowells.org
Keep ocotillo wells open
Wednesday, March 11, 2015 7:03:20 AM

Dear sirs, please keep ocotillo wells open, it's is a great place for family and friends recreation.
Greg Farnam

Comment Letter #71 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pam Nelson
info@planocotillowells.org
Re: New Documents Posted and Meeting Reminder – Ocotillo Wells
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 8:59:48 PM

I failed to mention that it seems that the affected towns nearby should have meetings
for their input as well. Are you going to have more of these in the local towns?
Pam Nelson
From: "info@planocotillowells.org" <info@planocotillowells.org>
To: "pamela05n@yahoo.com" <pamela05n@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 6, 2015 4:20 PM
Subject: New Documents Posted and Meeting Reminder – Ocotillo Wells

New Documents Posted and Meeting
Reminder

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is now coordinating with California
State Parks to prepare a joint General Plan/Recreation Area Management
Plan/California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment
(GP/RAMP/LUPA) and Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). Click here to view the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action packet and the Notice of Preparation. Or got to the
project website: www.PlanOcotilloWells.org.
Come out to a meeting and provide feedback on the Draft Preferred Alternative
and the BLM’s Proposed Action. Help identify environmental issues to be
addressed in the EIR/EIS. You can also provide your input online at
www.planocotillowells.org/comments. See the project contact information
below for more ways to provide input.
Meeting at Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Temecula Meeting
Saturday, March 21, 2015
Wednesday, March 18, 2015
3:30-8:30
Temecula Conference Center
41000 Main Street
Temecula, CA 92590

12:00-4:00
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Visitor Center
Discovery Center Building
5172 Highway 78
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

Help us spread the word - post this message where your friends can
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see it!

Or, forward this message to a friend!

More Information about the GP/RAMP/LUPA
The next step in the planning process for the Ocotillo Wells GP/RAMP/LUPA
has arrived. The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action environmental
scoping process began February 9th with the release of a Federal Register
Notice of Intent. In addition, California State Parks issued a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) on March 6th that informs agencies and the public that an
EIR/EIS is being prepared to address potential impacts resulting from
implementation of the proposed General Plan/RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. Click here to view the NOP. The final filing date for comments on the
NOP will be April 6, 2015 and comments should be submitted via any of the
methods identified below:
Project Contact:
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
(760) 767-1302
FAX (760) 767-4951
info@planocotillowells.org
Online comments: http://www.planocotillowells.org/comments
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

This email was sent to pamela05n@yahoo.com. If you are no longer interested you
can unsubscribe instantly.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pam Nelson
info@planocotillowells.org
more meeting sites
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 8:30:29 PM

Hello, it seems there should be more sites than just two. This state park is used by
many from San Diego.
Thanks,
Pam Nelson
Warner Springs
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Frewin
info@planocotillowells.org
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 9:29:06 AM

I commend and encourage your efforts on the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General
Plan.
Because it is such a large project, ultimately involving people from all
over S, California, I am asking for more public scoping meetings.
Specifically the city of San Diego, as many users of the SVRA come from
there as well as other ABSP visitors and some location near the cities
of Brawley & El Centro, communities that feel the effects both
economically and environmentally of the Ocotillo Wells activities.
Thank you
Terry Frewin

Comment Letter #74 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jenny
info@planocotillowells.org
RE: Ocotillo Wells General Plan News Release
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 6:25:22 AM

Dear Ms. Tina Robinson,
Ocotillo Wells is a large and impressive recreational area with much to offer visitors from a
large area of Southern California. In addition to "riding" the area offers considerable natural
and historical resources and people come from all over Southern California quite regularly.
Because of this, I am writing to request that you add additional locations to solicit comments
on the General Plan for the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area. People come
from all over to visit the area, and there will be extensive impacts to the surrounding area.
Without adequate meetings California State Parks is not living up to their stated Mission
because State Parks are for all people of California and those people need to be informed of
your plans. Two meetings just are not enough. Meetings provide staff to answer questions
and take input which is a very important aspect of the planning process.
California State Parks Mission
To provide for the health, inspiration and education of the people of California by helping to preserve the
state’s extraordinary biological diversity, protecting its most valued natural and cultural resources, and
creating opportunities for high quality outdoor recreation.

The towns of Borrego Springs and Salton City are regularly adversely impacted by the air
pollution from Ocotillo Wells and there should be meetings in both of those locations.
In addition please consider meetings in San Diego and in El Centro and Brawley area. People
also come from La Quinta and Indio in the Coachella Valley to visit and admire the natural
resources and/or ride at the OWSVRA and you must make every attempt to connect with
those visitors.

Thank you for considering this important issue.
Jenny Wilder, Apple Valley, CA

"The universe is wider than our views of it."
~ Henry David Thoreau
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike McElhatton - ABDNHA
info@planocotillowells.org
Question about the OW plan
Monday, March 09, 2015 3:42:52 PM

One of the big concerns about OW from people in Borrego Springs is air quality on peak
weekends. I realize this would be very difficult to measure and regulate but has there been
any discussion of air quality in putting the plan together?
Mike McElhatton

Comment Letter #76 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Philip M. Klasky
info@planocotillowells.org
IMPORTANT -- insufficient scoping meetings and venues
Monday, March 09, 2015 3:42:06 PM

Dear Ms. Robinson -It is imperative that you increase the number and venue of scoping meetings so that you
provide opportunities for all who will be impacted by the General Plan. At minimum, you
must include meetings in San Diego and in El Centro and the Brawley area, La Quinta and Indio in the
Coachella Valley because riders come from all of the above places to ride at OWSVRA.

Insufficient scoping meetings leaves the agency vulnerable to legal action.
Thank you,
Phil Klasky
Community ORV Watch
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Todd Deshler
info@planocotillowells.org
OWSVRA Environmental Scoping
Friday, March 06, 2015 12:02:17 AM

To: Tina Robinson
I think you have done an amazing job of seeking input from members of the public with an interest in Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. Your team is top notch.
However, I fear that all the good work could be rendered meaningless should the government join the radical
environmentalist's relentless attack on off-road recreation.
Since the comment period ends tomorrow, I have posted my concerns below. Thanks for all your conscientious
efforts. Todd Deshler
As the Ocotillo Wells General Plan proceeds into the environmental impact report phase, I’m concerned that
government entities will once again accept without question the outrageous lies presented by radical
environmentalists. I would like to believe the Federal Government joined forces with California State Parks to
produce an EIR that represents the interests of all parties, including those of us who enjoy motorized off-road
recreation. That would be a welcome change. However, most of the time it seems that our Federal Government
has acted as the enforcement arm of the extreme environmentalist movement.
The PEER lawsuit against OWSVRA warns against permanent damage caused by motorized recreation. I would
urge anyone seeking the truth to look at the many layers represented on the walls of local washes. Each layer was
once on the surface, but now is buried deep under countless layers of sand and rock. It’s pretty obvious that no
layer remains on the surface permanently.
The PEER suit also refers to inadequate measures to control erosion in the park. Maybe they should sue Mother
Nature herself. A couple of years ago, we had some pretty strong wind and rain. I remember following the
Lakeshore Trail west from Oil Well Wash toward Pole Line Road. The sand had shifted so much that the vertical
markers for Lakeshore Trail were covered up, except for the upper few inches. There was absolutely no vestige of
the former trail visible most of the way to Pole Line Road. I guess the permanent damage from motor vehicles was
there, but it was just buried under three feet of sand!
To understand the massive natural erosion in the OWSVRA area, a visitor would need only to view the park from
high above at Fonts Point. Only a radical environmentalist or complete fool would look out over the endless
badlands of eroding clay hills and say, “We must do something about all this erosion!”
The environmentalists presented false evidence to the court regarding the Pierson’s milk vetch population at
Imperial Sand Dunes. The courts believed their lies and closed 50,000 for 12 years or so. I understand that only
after the judge sent her own team down to count milk vetch, was it discovered that the plant thrived more in the
riding area than outside the riding area. The closed land was subsequently re-opened after a monumental legal
effort by the off road community. Maybe if a few lying environmentalist went to jail for perjury, the nonsense
would stop.
We should also consider that BLM has designated half of their portion of OWSVRA for geothermal leasing. I saw
lease numbers assigned to every other square on their checkerboard map of the area. This means heavy industrial
activity such as power plants, pipelines and drilling rigs. So if the BLM sides with the radicals promoting the farce
that riding trails irreparably damage the land, we know their position emanates from a bias in favor of radical
environmentalism and not from a love for the contemporary surface of the desert landscape.
Our president has promised us hope. It’s my hope that common sense and a respect for those who actually enjoy the
park will carry the day. I hope that Ocotillo Wells remains open to the people who ride there and pay the bills. I
hope that future generations may enjoy the same fascinating countryside we've enjoyed in person rather than
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through a few nostalgic photos on the internet.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Anthony
info@planocotillowells.org
General Plan
Thursday, March 05, 2015 8:39:53 PM

Thank you for providing a GREAT recreational experience at Ocotillo Wells!
I favor the Legacy Plan pretty much overall. I haven't been able to find a map of the districts
into which the park is divided for planning purposes but my special interest is Truckhaven and
the north part of the park.
I especially hope that open riding will continue with very few exceptions.
We live in Salton City near Anza Ditch in the wintertime. I LOVE riding my quad and spend
hours several times a week driving through Truckhaven and the Park picking up trash,
especially cans and bottles which I recycle for gas money. Open riding makes that possible. I
scan for cans, ride up and retrieve them, often without needing to dismount or walk. When a
place is kept clean, I think, people are less inclined to litter.
Thank you for considering my input as you make decisions for the future.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd:
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:03:57 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Ralph Deckard <ralphddeckard@verizon.net>
Date: Sat, Feb 14, 2015 at 9:26 AM
Subject:
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Just more lying bull/shit from the BLM too Steal
more of Our Public Lands,caving into the wacko
Environmentalist Wacko,nut
cases,aka,socilalist,commie,U.N. agenda-21
supporting traitors too America,not saving a dam
thing,only been about money,power,and control of
the American people,were not Stupid,know what
your up too,and dam tired of your shit.

----------------Ralph Deckard
ralphdddeckard@verizon.net

Comment Letter #80 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells General Plan Update
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:03:20 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Jenny <jensoasis@aol.com>
Date: Tue, Feb 10, 2015 at 6:28 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells General Plan Update
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
RE: Notice of Intent to Amend the California Desert Conservation Area Plan and
Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report for a
Proposed Recreation Area Management Plan and General Plan Update for the
Management of Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area in Imperial County
Dear Ms. Carrie Simmons,
It has come to my attention that the Ocotillo Wells General Plan scoping has only two public
meetings. This is a plan to amend the CDCA and there should be much broader circulation of
the proposal and public meetings. The CDCA is a 25-million acre expanse of land in southern
California designated by Congress in 1976 through the Federal Land Policy and Management
Act. Yet proposals, such as this one, are being made section by section to amend the plan and
are not widely publicized.
This proposal impacts all Californians as the cost of running such a facility is a burden to
everyone who drives a car and everyone who appreciates the natural desert environment and
California history as well as pre-history.
Although this area has been dominated by vehicle recreation (vehicles driven for fun tend to
dominate any area where they can get away with it), the area also includes exceptional
archaeological sites and wildlife habitat. Many of those who currently use the area for the
driving thrill will be amazed at the additional value of the habitat and importance of our
history. Others who are not currently aware of the costs of vehicle recreation impacts will
better appreciate the importance of a well balanced plan.
All California residents, especially in the surrounding area and visitors should also be
informed of the negative impacts to air and water; the costs associated to protect such
important resources and the negative impacts of noise from the use of motorized vehicles on
wildlife and human visitors.
Specifically, I request that you schedule more public scoping meetings. At the minimum there
should be meetings in the Coachella Valley and in San Diego.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment,
Jenny Wilder,
19607 Sandy Ln
Apple Valley, CA 92308
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments for General Plan Update - Competing user groups
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:16:22 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Arne Carlson <arne@desert-craft.com>
Date: Sun, Feb 15, 2015 at 8:14 AM
Subject: Comments for General Plan Update - Competing user groups
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
To whom it may concern,
First of all, I would like to see more explanation why the BLM is reviewing a state
resource?
The matter of management for competing user groups at Ocotillo well SVRA is a very
simple one. It should be managed solely for Off Road Vehicle recreation. I say that due the
the fact that every other user group has options on where to recreate. Off road vehicle
enthusiasts have very few, especially in a reasonable regional radius of San Diego.
Ocotillo Wells is a SVRA, get green sticker monies paid by registrations of Off Road
Vehicles (when corrupt state officials don't steal them). Other user groups enjoy the park
without specific financial backing.
Keep it simple. It's an off road park. It doesn't need to change at all. Many things are best left
alone, this is one of them.
Arne Carlson
Ramona, CA
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comment for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:17:58 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Patrick Harrison <patrickjamesharrison@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Feb 16, 2015 at 4:29 PM
Subject: Comment for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

To Whom it May Concern:

Here is my comment for the General Plan at Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Please keep ALL of
Ocotillo Wells SVRA an OPEN RIDING park. This includes the Truckhaven area. Please do
not even think about having an OPEN RIDING park designated to trails only. That just
defeats the entire purpose of an OPEN RIDING park. While we are at it. Please keep Ocotillo
Wells SVRA available to hold events for not for profit groups that help SUPPORT Ocotillo
Wells SVRA. Please allow these events to be held anywhere within the park INCLUDING
the Truckhaven area. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Patrick Harrison
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Comment
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:19:30 PM

Comment Letter #84 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:20:14 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Patrick Harrison <patrickjamesharrison@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Feb 16, 2015 at 11:48 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Comment
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Don Paul <BrokerDon@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Feb 20, 2015 at 7:30 AM
Subject: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

To Whom it May Concern:

Don Paul
14 Tuscan Blue
Newport Coast, CA 92657

My comment for the General Plan at Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Please keep ALL of Ocotillo
Wells SVRA an OPEN RIDING park. This includes the Truckhaven area. Please do not even
think about having an OPEN RIDING park designated to trails only. Defeats the entire
purpose of an OPEN RIDING park. While we are at it. Please keep Ocotillo Wells SVRA
available to hold events for not for profit groups that help SUPPORT Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Please allow these events to be held anywhere within the park INCLUDING the Truckhaven
area. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Patrick Harrison

February 20, 2015
Dear Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP Comments,
The following are my comments regarding the environmental review of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
We STRONGLY support the CDCA Plan Amendment to designate the Ocotillo Wells SVRA
as a Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA). SRMA designations recognize public
lands where recreation is the predominant land use.
STOP the conversion of "public lands" to the exclusive use of hikers and equestrians. Either
CLOSE all access or allow SHARED access!
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Don Paul
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:20:32 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: LIZZ NOWAK <LIZZNOWAK@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Thu, Feb 19, 2015 at 6:41 PM
Subject: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
LIZZ NOWAK
21275 VIA TOMAS
YORBA LILNDA, CA 92887
February 19, 2015
Dear Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP Comments,

Comment Letter #86 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments for the Octillo Wells SVRA
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:21:47 PM
CTVA Comments for Octillo Wells SRVA 2 22 2015.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Ken and Eileen Salo <ksalo245@msn.com>
Date: Sun, Feb 22, 2015 at 10:12 AM
Subject: Re: Comments for the Octillo Wells SVRA
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

We have assembled the following information and issues from our members and other
motorized recreationists for the project record. We appreciate the opportunity to provide our
comments for the Octillo Wells SVRA Project. We enjoy riding our OHVs on primitive trails
and roads in the southern California desert as it is a completely different experience for us.
All multiple-use land managed by the BLM provides a significant source of these OHV
recreational opportunities.

The following are my comments regarding the environmental review of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
The DRECP proposes to designate BLM lands within the Ocotillo Wells SVRA as the
Ocotillo Wells East Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA). An SRMA designation
will allow the BLM to manage these lands with an emphasis on recreation, and the existing
MOU with State Parks would continue. However, the action alternatives also propose a
geothermal-only Development Focus Area (DFA) overlay across most of the BLM parcels in
this proposed SRMA.
Throughout the DRECP, renewable energy development is not allowed in an SRMA because
it is not compatible with recreation.
CA4WDC recommends establishment of a "No Surface Occupancy" restriction for geothermal
development in the proposed Ocotillo Wells East SRMA.
Thank you for your consideration.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

/s/ Action Committee on behalf of our 136 members and their families
Capital Trail Vehicle Association (CTVA)[1]
P.O. Box 5295
Helena, MT 59604-5295
CTVA_Action@charter.net

Sincerely,
LIZZ NOWAK
Contacts:
Doug Abelin

at (406) 461-4818

Don Gordon

at (406) 458-9577

Gary Petersen at (406) 459-2664
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Ken Salo

at (406) 443-5559

George Wirt

CC:

at (406) 227-6037
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ksalo245@msn.com

CAPITAL TRAIL VEHICLE ASSOCIATION (CTVA)
P.O. Box 5295
Helena, MT 59604-5295

G_wirt@msn.com

Dave Koch, President CTVA

[1] CTVA is also a member of Montana Trail Vehicle Riders Association (mtvra.com), Blue Ribbon Coalition
(sharetrails.org), and New Mexico Off highway Vehicle Alliance (nmohva.org),. Individual memberships in the
American Motorcycle Association (ama-cycle.org), Citizens for Balanced Use (citizensforbalanceduse.com),
Families for Outdoor Recreation (ffor.org), Montana 4X4 Association, Inc. (m4x4a.org), Montana Multiple Use
Association (montanamua.org), Snowmobile Alliance of Western States (snowmobile-alliance.org), Treasure State
Alliance, and United Four Wheel Drive Association (ufwda.org)

February 22, 2015

Carrie Simmons
BLM El Centro Field Office
1661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Re: Comments for the Octillo Wells SVRA
Dear Ms. Simmons:
We have assembled the following information and issues from our members and other motorized
recreationists for the project record. We appreciate the opportunity to provide our comments for the
Octillo Wells SVRA Project. We enjoy riding our OHVs on primitive trails and roads in the
southern California desert as it is a completely different experience for us. All multiple-use land
managed by the BLM provides a significant source of these OHV recreational opportunities. We are
passionate about OHV recreation for the following reasons:
Enjoyment and Rewards of OHV Recreation
• Opportunity for a recreational experience for all types of people.
• Opportunity to strengthen family relationships.
• Opportunity to experience and respect the natural environment.
• Opportunity to participate in a healthy and enjoyable sport.
• Opportunity to experience a variety of opportunities and challenges.
• Camaraderie and exchange of experiences.
• For the adventure of it.
Acknowledged Responsibilities of Motorized Visitors
• Responsibility to respect and preserve the natural environment. We are practical
environmentalists who believe in a reasonable balance between the protection of the natural
environment and the human environment.
• Responsibility to respect all visitors.
• Responsibility to use vehicles in a proper manner and in designated places.
• Responsibility to work with land, resource, and recreation managers. We are committed to
resolving issues through problem solving and not closures.
We are a locally supported association whose purpose is to preserve trails for all
recreationists through responsible environmental protection and education.
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Responsibility to educate the public on the responsible use of motorized vehicles on public
lands.

We feel that we are representative of the needs of the majority of visitors who recreate on public
lands but may not be organized with a collective voice to comment on their needs during the public
input process. These independent multiple-use recreationists include visitors who use motorized
routes for family outings and camping trips, weekend drives, mountain biking, sightseeing,
exploring, picnicking, hiking, ranching, rock climbing, skiing, camping, hunting, RVs, shooting
targets, timber harvesting, fishing, viewing wildlife, snowmobiling, accessing patented mining
claims, and collecting firewood, natural foods, rocks, etc. Mountain bikers seem to prefer OHV
trails because we clear and maintain them and they have a desirable surface for biking. Multiple-use
visitors also include physically challenged visitors including the elderly and veterans who must use
wheeled vehicles to visit public lands. All of these multiple-use visitors use roads and motorized
trails for their recreational purposes and the decision must take into account motorized designations
serve many recreation activities, not just recreational trail riding. We have observed that 97% of the
visitors to this area are there to enjoy motorized access and motorized recreation.
Adequate recreational opportunity for all visitors is the supreme issue that must be addressed by this
action. The relative importance of recreation on a national basis is demonstrated by the Bureau of
Economic Analysis statistics for spending on recreation. In 1979 the index for recreation spending
was 32.537 (year 2000 = 100,
http://www.bea.gov/national/nipaweb/TablePrint.asp?FirstYear=1979&LastYear=2004&Freq=Year
&SelectedTable=33&ViewSeries=NO&Java=no&MaxValue=155.606&MaxChars=7&Request3Pla
ce=N&3Place=N&FromView=YES&Legal=Y&Land= ). In 2004, the index was 113.695 for an
increase of 349%. No other sector has increased this dramatically. Clearly, the public wants and
needs adequate recreational opportunity and this should be the over-arching theme of this
evaluation and decision.
The project area with its current level of motorized access and recreation is where residents from
southern California and many of us from the western United States go to enjoy motorized
recreation. The project area is where we go and what we do to create those memories of fun times
with family and friends. Management of these lands for multiple-uses including reasonable
motorized use allows the greatest enjoyment of these lands by the widest cross-section of the public
to continue. These lands are designated as multiple-use lands.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.
Sincerely,
/s/ Action Committee on behalf of our 136 members and their families
Capital Trail Vehicle Association (CTVA)1
P.O. Box 5295
Helena, MT 59604-5295
CTVA_Action@charter.net
Contacts:
Doug Abelin at (406) 461-4818
Don Gordon at (406) 458-9577
Gary Petersen at (406) 459-2664
Ken Salo
at (406) 443-5559
George Wirt at (406) 227-6037
CC:

dabelin@live.com
DGordon315@aol.com
glpete@bresnan.net
ksalo245@msn.com
G_wirt@msn.com

Dave Koch, President CTVA

1

CTVA is also a member of Montana Trail Vehicle Riders Association (mtvra.com), Blue Ribbon Coalition
(sharetrails.org), and New Mexico Off highway Vehicle Alliance (nmohva.org),. Individual memberships in the
American Motorcycle Association (ama-cycle.org), Citizens for Balanced Use (citizensforbalanceduse.com), Families
for Outdoor Recreation (ffor.org), Montana 4X4 Association, Inc. (m4x4a.org), Montana Multiple Use Association
(montanamua.org), Snowmobile Alliance of Western States (snowmobile-alliance.org), Treasure State Alliance, and
United Four Wheel Drive Association (ufwda.org)

A Pro-Recreation OHV alternative is viable and needed by the public. We support enhancing
motorized recreation opportunities as part of the Octillo Wells SVRA. We are looking forward to
more travel and recreation opportunities in the Octillo Wells SVRA Project Area.

We are a locally supported association whose purpose is to preserve trails for all
recreationists through responsible environmental protection and education.
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We are a locally supported association whose purpose is to preserve trails for all
recreationists through responsible environmental protection and education.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
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clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:23:36 PM

Comment Letter #88 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:23:49 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: George Kropp <kropp@cox.net>
Date: Tue, Feb 24, 2015 at 8:47 AM
Subject: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: George Kropp <kropp@cox.net>
Date: Tue, Feb 24, 2015 at 8:47 AM
Subject: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

George Kropp
13126 Standish Dr
Poway, CA 92064

George Kropp
13126 Standish Dr
Poway, CA 92064

February 24, 2015

February 24, 2015

Dear Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP Comments,

Dear Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP Comments,

The following are my comments regarding the environmental review of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

The following are my comments regarding the environmental review of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

Would like to see open riding in the SVRA. Continue to allow events to take place like the
Tierra Del Sol Desert Safri,Operation Desert Fun,
Corva's Event and others. I've been going to the Truckhaven area for over 25 years.

Would like to see open riding in the SVRA. Continue to allow events to take place like the
Tierra Del Sol Desert Safri,Operation Desert Fun,
Corva's Event and others. I've been going to the Truckhaven area for over 25 years.

Thank you for your consideration.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
George Kropp

Sincerely,
George Kropp
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:24:37 PM
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:24:55 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: James Ness <nessjr49@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Tue, Feb 24, 2015 at 9:30 AM
Subject: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Geoffrey & Colleen Beasley <rubicon4wheeler@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Feb 24, 2015 at 2:08 PM
Subject: Comments submission for Ocotillo Wells plan review
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

James Ness
2003 Bayview Heights Dr.
San Diego, CA 92105

Geoffrey & Colleen Beasley
3461-A Sanford Street
Concord, CA 94520

February 24, 2015

February 24, 2015

Dear Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP Comments,

Dear Ocotillo Wells SVRA RAMP Comments,

The following are my comments regarding the environmental review of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

The following are my comments regarding the environmental review of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

Please keep Ocotillo Wells as an open riding Area as it is and how it was originally planned.

As OHV recreationists who have also made a career in the Jeep aftermarket industry, the
proper management of Ocotillo Wells SVRA is of utmost importance to us. We appreciate
you taking these concerns very seriously:

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
James Ness

The DRECP proposes to designate BLM lands within the Ocotillo Wells SVRA as the
Ocotillo Wells East Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA). An SRMA designation
will allow the BLM to manage these lands with an emphasis on recreation, and the existing
MOU with State Parks would continue. However, the action alternatives also propose a
geothermal-only Development Focus Area (DFA) overlay across most of the BLM parcels in
this proposed SRMA.
Throughout the DRECP, renewable energy development is not allowed in an SRMA because
it is not compatible with recreation.
We recommend establishment of a "No Surface Occupancy" restriction for geothermal
development in the proposed Ocotillo Wells East SRMA.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA supports a growing public demand for OHV recreation opportunity. To
support that demand, OHV areas, routes and other recreational activities that are negatively
affected by reclassification must be fully mitigated.
We recommend that the acreage within the proposed Ocotillo Wells planning area subject to
the California State Parks Recreation and Public Purposes Act (R&PP Act) application be
available for leasing or patent to the State of California through the R&PP Act or other land
transfer or disposal processes.
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Since Ocotillo Wells SVRA is one of the only remaining areas in which cross-country travel is
still permitted, it is an extremely valuable park for America's millions of OHV recreationists.
With no shortage of Wilderness Areas and other federally-managed public lands which are off
limits to any OHV access, we must insist that Ocotillo Wells be treated with similar reverence
in its role as an OHV area.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Geoffrey & Colleen Beasley

Comment Letter #91 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov
Fwd: Public comment
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:25:14 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Tom Materna <tmaterna@montereycorp.com>
Date: Wed, Mar 4, 2015 at 5:44 PM
Subject: Public comment
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear BLM

Please keep Ocotillo wells open to the public. It would be nice for my kids to enjoy all the
same areas I have.

Warmest regards,

Tom Materna
3981 cody rd
Sherman oaks CA 91403
tom@xlsix.com

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
www.avast.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov
Fwd: SCAG Comments on the NOP of a Draft EIS/EIR for the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Management Plan and General Plan Update [SCAG NO. IGR8357]
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:26:18 PM
IGR8357 NOP Ocotillo Wells SVRA GPU.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Lijin Sun <SunL@scag.ca.gov>
Date: Wed, Mar 11, 2015 at 8:39 AM
Subject: SCAG Comments on the NOP of a Draft EIS/EIR for the Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area Management Plan and General Plan Update [SCAG NO.
IGR8357]
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>
Cc: Ping Chang <CHANG@scag.ca.gov>, Lijin Sun <SunL@scag.ca.gov>

Dear Ms. Simmons,

Please find attached SCAG Comments on the NOP of a Draft EIS/EIR for the Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area Management Plan and General Plan Update [SCAG NO.
IGR8357].

Please contact me at (213) 236-1882 or sunl@scag.ca.gov if you have any questions or
difficulties with the attached file. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lijin Sun, J.D., Esq.
Senior Regional Planner
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017
T: (213) 236-1882 | F: (213) 236-1963
E: SunL@scag.ca.gov | W: www.scag.ca.gov
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh; Thomas Zale
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells Planning Comment
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:27:07 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Natasha French <heyuuitzmee@yahoo.com>
Date: Wed, Mar 11, 2015 at 11:27 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells Planning Comment
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>
Dear BLM,
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to have my thoughts heard on the planning
of our beloved land of Ocotillo Wells. It is a sacred land and I cannot imagine life
without it. It is my absolute favorite place in the entire world. I have been
frequenting Ocotillo Wells since I was a couple months old (born 12/26/81) so that
would make it 33 years. The place looks almost exactly the same since the
beginning. People who have been going for many decades always say it looks the
same, because they know the truth. As I am an offroader, I am also an
environmentalist.... therefore I have to look at the desert logically without bias to
either side. Taking into account that the land looks 99.99% like it did from the
beginning of my experience, witnessing countless actions of 99.9% of offroaders
respecting the land (staying on the trails and legal offroad areas without running
over animals and plants) and noticing the wildlife thriving just as they did before does
not justify a necessary action of closing the land to offroading. The desert is not a
forest. It has considerably less flora. It does not receive nearly as much rain as a
forest, the sun in the desert is much more intense than the sun in the forest and the
air is much drier than the wilderness. Therefore, many species of plants are not able
to survive in the desert but the strongest. Also there are root toxins which are
emitted so other plants cannot take a plants territory (which would kill it if not)
consequently allowing plenty of spacing for plants to grow without this particular
threat. The plants might do this because there is not enough water out there to
compete with other plants. This all leads to less plants that end up growing in the
desert. Climate change from natural fluctuations of Earth's cycle and human
impacts can also have an effect on the decline of any species. One species which is
not in decline and is seen in increasing numbers is the Flat- Tail Horned Lizard.
They have always had an ability to camoulflage themselves just as a chameleon
does and therefore can be hard to see unless you have clear vision and are fairly
close. This explains why I see them as a color similar to the desert sand when I find
them in the desert while they are found to be a redish/rust color in the mountains
bordering Ocotillo Wells in Anza Borrego Desert State Park. They are the same
species because out of all horned lizards, only the Flat- Tail Horned Lizard has the
darkened line down their spinal column and each time I saw them in Ocotillo Wells
and Anza Borrego they always had the line. Also they hibernate from October
through February as they bury themselves underground and cannot be seen. When
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not hibernating, they also escape the most intense heat during a large majority of the
day and cool of night by burying themselves. They like to dwell around bushes like
the creosote and Black harvester aunt hills especially.... places that make them
harder to spot. All of these factors contribute to making them particularly elusive and
lead to some people believing they are becoming endangered and need to be
protected. There are so many of them out there and because their numbers are
growing, they are not even potentially going to be extinct even in the distant future of
decades. If their numbers were dwindling that would be another story and I would be
fighting for their protection as I have done with many other species in the world. All
of the other species of animals and plants in Ocotillo Wells are thriving and thus not
threatened with endangerment. Taking all of this into consideration, it is not justified
as necessary to close any part of Ocotillo Wells. I want things to stay the same
because everything in Ocotillo Wells is perfect how it is. Also, the more structures
we allow to be erected, the less view we will have of our desert paradise and the
more it becomes like a city... which defeats part of the reason why a lot of us desert
dwellers like to visit and live there... to get away from the city and enjoy the peace
and quiet. We want less people there as well so we do not have the trails congested
which would cause more accidents and ultimate fatalities. Therefore allowing more
land to be cleared for homes and businesses would NOT be a good thing for Ocotillo
Wells, nor would it represent the preference of the majority. One of the things I love
the most is how you can see all the way across the valley to the mountains and
everything in between. An increase in infrastructures would be the end of this
forevermore. One thing that I would like to see is less structures at the ranger station
just west of Main St. If they can move some of those RV's so they're not blocking the
view of the mountain or if it's possible to take out any other buildings they're not
using over there on a regular basis... or if they could consolidate the belongings if
possible, that would be much appreciated! I just miss the better view of Borrego
Mountain in the olden days. I also greatly miss offroading on the trail that used to be
opened following Borrego mountain close to the ranger station. I would LOVE to see
that reopened. Other than this, I would like everything else to stay the same out
there. I have so much knowledge of the area and I know what I'm talking about
because I've experienced it for 33 years and am an important voice in this matter.
Please consider my comments with deep thought and respect, as I greatly respect
your institution myself. To speak on what the desert means to me: closing the land
to offroaders is taking our heart, our soul and our life away from us. It means to
discontinue cherished experiences of the greatest times of our lives with the ones we
love the most. It is my soul home and I am going to live there for the rest of my life.
Thank you so much for taking the time to read my thoughts and I wish the best for
you all and for the livelihood of Ocotillo Wells!
Sincerely,
Natasha French
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells RAMP public scoping meetings
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:28:35 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Terry Weiner <terryweiner@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Fri, Mar 13, 2015 at 11:24 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells RAMP public scoping meetings
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov, info@planocotillowells.org
Cc: "Christopher@Parks Conlin" <Christopher.Conlin@parks.ca.gov>,
tom_Zale@ca.blm.gov, teresa_raml@blm.gov
Dear BLM and CA State Park OHV Division Staff and Managers,
I am writing on behalf of the members and Board of the Desert Protective Council (DPC) to
request that BLM and the Department of Parks and Recreation OHV Division schedule
additional public scoping meetings on the General Plan/ RAMP/LUPA for Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.
Folks from San Diego and Imperial and eastern Riverside Counties head to Ocotillo Wells to
drive their off-road vehicles, camp, enjoy the interpretive programs.
Residents of Borrego Springs experience air quality impacts from Ocotillo Wells SVRA and
a good number of residents of Borrego Springs are older people, some of whom are not
comfortable driving long distances. They would very much appreciate your scheduling a
workshop in Borrego Springs.
Please also consider scheduling at least three additional public scoping workshops: I suggest
an additional meeting in central San Diego and two additional meetings in Imperial Countyone in the northern part of the Imperial Valley, for example in Brawley, and one in the
southern part of Imperial Valley- El Centro or Calexico.
Thank you very much. Please let me know your response to our request. We are looking
forward to participating in this planning process.
Best Regards,
Terry Weiner
Imperial County Projects and Conservation Coordinator
Desert Protective Council
P.O. Box 3635
San Diego CA. 92163
(619) 342-5524 cell
terryweiner@sbcglobal.net
www.protectdeserts.org
Co- Founder, Solar Done Right
www.solardoneright.org
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt
Lilly Greenhalgh; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov
Fwd: Comments on BLM NOI and Department of Parks and Recreation Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan and
EIR/EIS
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:15:38 PM
PEER-DPC-CBD Comments_OWSVRA_NOI-EIR-EIS_final.pdf
PEER_CBD_DPT–OWSVRA_GPcomments_3-8-2014 final.pdf

Looks like you already got this one but I'm forwarding it just in case.
Carrie
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Karen Schambach <capeer@peer.org>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 1:18 PM
Subject: Comments on BLM NOI and Department of Parks and Recreation Ocotillo Wells
SVRA General Plan and EIR/EIS
To: "Robinson, Tina@Parks" <tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov>,
BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Cc: Terry Weiner <TERRYWEINER@sbcglobal.net>, Ileene Anderson
<ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org>
Dear Ms. Robinson and Ms. Simmons,
Attached please find our comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative and BLM NOI for the
EIR/EIS for Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Please confirm that you have received these comments. If you have any question, feel free to
call me at 530-333-2545.
Sincerely,
Karen Schambach
California Field Director
Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility
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Working Paper #2: Existing Conditions;
Working Paper #3: Draft Issues and Analysis;
Working Paper #4: Draft Planning Alternatives.
A link identified as “Environmental Documents” takes one to a list of these same
documents, none of which can credibly be called an environmental document. Working
Paper #3, titled Draft Issues and Analysis, in fact, includes no analysis; it is simply a list of
issues and assumptions. Working Paper #2, despite being titled Existing Conditions, is
wholly inadequate presenting quantitative data sets on the existing conditions in
Ocotillo Wells. Perhaps those data exist, in which case they should be available as part
of this process for public review.
March 8, 2014
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
California Department of Parks & Recreation
Off Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
Ocotillo Wells District
5172 Highway 78,
Box 10 Borrego Springs, CA 92004
By email to: tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov
Comments on Ocotillo Wells SVRA Draft Alternatives
Dear Ms. Robinson:
We submit this comment letter “off line” rather than using the Department’s
“input forum” web page because of the limited opportunity provided there for the
public to comment on the OWSVRA General Plan. We have three main points to make:
1. The Draft Planning Alternatives document is narrowly focused on use and facilities
under three alternatives for each planning zone and the “input forum” doesn’t provide
for comments beyond those narrow categories.
2. The Working Papers lack sufficient information and analysis of environmental issues
to inform public comment.
3. The request for the public to choose alternatives now, without the required analysis,
is arbitrary and delays the CEQA and General Plan processes unnecessarily, allowing
violations of law and regulation to continue and the ongoing damage to park resources
to go unchecked.
We have reviewed the available General Plan working documents, including:
Working Paper #1: Major Themes from Initial Public Outreach;

1
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You are asking the public to recommend alternatives when you have yet to
provide any general or site‐specific information regarding how those alternatives will
affect natural or cultural resources. This flies in the face of environmental planning
laws, which intend that the public be presented with a project and alternatives that are
provided in the context of their environmental impacts and benefits. Indeed, CEQA
requires a lead agency to explore all feasible alternatives that would avoid or lessen
significant environmental effects. (Public Resources Code §§ 21002, 21002.1(b).) To this
end, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be required to consider a range of
potentially feasible alternatives, that would feasibly attain most of the project’s basic
objectives while avoiding or substantially lessening any of the project’s significant
environmental impacts. (Save Round Valley Alliance v. County of Inyo (2007) 157
Cal.App.4th 1437, 1456.) The Department, in this case, is way off base to ask the public
to choose alternatives without any information and analyses at all about those
environmental impacts, including how the alternatives comply with local, state and
federal laws. Since these, or other, alternatives must be analyzed in an EIR, we have to
wonder what is the purpose of asking the public to choose alternatives now, except to
promote expectations for a decision that allows use to continue pretty much as it does
currently. Or, is it simply to add steps to a process that is already years overdue, in
order to delay making a decision at all, while natural and cultural resources continue to
be destroyed?
By identifying only three alternatives in each zone, the input forum discourages
any comment outside those alternatives, even if none of those three alternatives
appeals to the commenter. A full range of alternatives would include ending all ORV
use and restoring the park, or ending open riding and restoring the park. Only one zone
(Lake Shore) would prohibit both open and trail riding, in Alternative 2 (Rugged) for that
zone. One zone (Gas Domes) proposes to end open riding under all alternatives, but
permits trail riding under all alternatives. A single alternative (Rugged) in the Palo
Verde, Arroyo and Truckhaven zones prohibits open riding. Trails‐only riding is
proposed in one or more alternatives in fewer than half of (5 of the 11) zones. Trail
riding only is not proposed in the other 6 zones, under any alternative. The public is not
given any information as to the rationale behind these alternatives.
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In zones (Headquarters, OW South, Shell Reef, Pumpkin Patch, Tarantula and Hot
Springs) where every alternative provides for both open and trail riding, how will
someone know which policy applies in the area in which they are currently riding? Will
the plan include even smaller subzones? Currently, riding is limited to “trails only” east
of Pole Line Road, yet the park staff appears unable to enforce that policy. How will it
enforce a management strategy infinitely more complex? The multiple proposals will
create a management nightmare, and are unlikely to result in the protection of yet‐
unidentified natural and cultural resources. As a practical matter, how would a user
know when he moved from one planning zone to another? Within a zone in which open
riding and trail riding are both permitted, how would a user know which was permitted
in a particular area of that zone? Working paper #3 identifies the complexities of
managing the area as an issue, yet the management strategy that appears to be
emerging will be many times more complex and difficult…and unmanageable.
The State is asking the public to make site‐specific recommendations but
provides no site‐specific information to inform those recommendations. The
information provided to the public on the “input forum” and General Plan documents
lacks sufficient detail regarding many important issues the General Plan must address.
Lead agencies must ensure adequate environmental information is gathered and that
the environmental impacts of a proposed action are fully identified and analyzed. “To
conclude otherwise would place the burden of producing relevant environmental data
on the public rather than the agency and would allow the agency to avoid an attack on
the adequacy of the information contained in the report simply by excluding such
information.” (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal. App. 3d 692,
724.) Environmental review documentation
is more than a set of technical hurdles for agencies and developers to overcome.
[Its] function is to ensure that government officials who decide to build or
approve a project do so with a full understanding of the environmental
consequences and, equally important, that the public is assured those
consequences have been taken into account.” (Laurel Heights I, supra, 47 Cal.3d
at pp. 391‐392.) For the [environmental review documentation] to serve these
goals it must present information in such a manner that the foreseeable impacts
of pursuing the project can actually be understood and weighed, and the public
must be given an adequate opportunity to comment on that presentation before
the decision to go forward is made. (Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible
Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 Cal.4th 412, 449‐450.)
The environmental review documents in which these alternatives and others will be
included must “contain facts and analysis, not just the agency's bare conclusions or
opinions." (Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents (1989) 47 Cal. 3d 376, 404
[and cases cited therein].) The environmental review documents “must include detail
sufficient to enable those who did not participate in its preparation to understand and
to consider meaningfully the issues raised by the proposed project.” (Id.)
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While we recognize that these “working papers” are not CEQA documents, they
are being used to inform the CEQA process and should therefore comply with the CEQA
standards. Intensity and manner of use in a particular planning zone must be
constrained according to the environmental and cultural resources in that zone, yet the
planning documents provided to date fail to provide resource information, zone‐specific
or otherwise, on which a commenter may construct comments. The descriptions of the
zones often include a boundary simply identified as an “existing trail.” How is the public
supposed to discern which of many unnamed existing trails is referenced? There is no
description of non‐ORV recreational resources that may exist in each zone, or which
should serve as a constraint to use in any particular zone. The shape and nature of each
zone may make sense to the planners, but they have yet to share that information with
the public.
The OWSVRA General Plan update has many significant issues to address,
including impacts to sensitive plant and wildlife species, serious air quality challenges in
counties that are in non‐attainment for particulate matter, decimation of vegetation
that provides crucial wildlife habitat, and inadequate road and trail maintenance. The
Planning documents merely allude to the above resource concerns, without any serious
attempt to analyze how the various alternatives will address these issues. Continued
current and increased use is likely not in compliance with the Public Resources Code
§5090.35. The Department must ensure compliance with the PRC when making
management decisions; in this case, that will likely require restricting vehicle use to
designated routes. Sensitive soils, wildlife and cultural resources of OWSVRA cannot be
protected or sustained when open riding continues to be allowed in the park. The EIR
must include at least one alternative that limits all riding to designated routes
throughout the OWSVRA. OWSVRA should also consider the alternative of completely
shutting down those areas of the park that have received considerable damage and
need to be rehabilitated and those areas with at –risk cultural and historical resources.
In summary, we believe this solicitation of “votes” for limited alternatives in
these zones is an unnecessary and arbitrary step in the General Planning and CEQA
process. Given the Department’s claim of insufficient resources to manage OWSVRA
currently, we urge you to stop wasting the Department’s money by dragging out the
General Plan process with unnecessary and unproductive exercises, and to complete the
required and long‐overdue environmental analysis and allow the public to comment on
alternatives in the context of adequate information to make reasoned choices.
Sincerely,

Karen Schambach
California Field Director

4

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #95 - Page 6

Comment Letter #95 - Page 7

Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility
P.O. Box 4057
Georgetown, CA 95634
capeer@peer.org
(530) 333‐2545

	
  

	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
April	
  3,	
  2015	
  
	
  
Tina	
  Robinson	
  
General	
  Plan	
  Project	
  Manager	
  
California	
  Department	
  of	
  Parks	
  &	
  Recreation	
  
Off	
  Highway	
  Motor	
  Vehicle	
  Recreation	
  Division	
  
Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  District 	
  
5172	
  Highway	
  78	
  
Box	
  10 Borrego	
  Springs,	
  CA	
  92004	
  
	
  
By	
  email	
  to:	
  tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov	
  
	
  
Carrie	
  Simmons	
  
Bureau	
  of	
  Land	
  Management	
  
El	
  Centro	
  Field	
  Office	
  	
  
1661	
  S.	
  4th	
  Street	
  
El	
  Centro,	
  CA	
  	
  92243	
  
	
  
By	
  email	
  to:	
  BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov 	
  
	
  
Re:	
  	
  Comments	
  on	
  General	
  Plan	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative,	
  BLM	
  NOI,	
  and	
  EIR/EIS	
  for	
  
Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Ms.	
  Robinson	
  and	
  Ms.	
  Simmons:	
  
	
  
Public	
  Employees	
  for	
  Environmental	
  Responsibility	
  (PEER),	
  Desert	
  Protective	
  Council	
  
(DPC)	
  and	
  Center	
  for	
  Biological	
  Diversity	
  provide	
  the	
  following	
  comments	
  in	
  response	
  to	
  
the	
  Bureau	
  of	
  Land	
  Management	
  (BLM)	
  Notice	
  of	
  Intent	
  (NOI)	
  to	
  conduct	
  an	
  
environmental	
  review	
  for	
  the	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  Recreation	
  Area	
  in	
  Imperial	
  County,	
  and	
  
California	
  Department	
  of	
  Parks	
  and	
  Recreation,	
  Off	
  Highway	
  Motor	
  Vehicle	
  Recreation	
  
Division	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative/Proposed	
  Action.	
  

Ileene Anderson
Senior Scientist/Public Lands Desert Director
Center for Biological Diversity
8033 Sunset Blvd., #447
Los Angeles, CA 90046
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org
(323) 654‐5943

Terry Weiner
Imperial County Projects and Conservation Director
Desert Protective Council
P.O Box 3635
San Diego, CA 92163‐1635
Email: terryweiner@sbcglobal.net
(619) 342‐5524
cc: Garratt Aitchison, Supervisor, OWSVRA
Christopher Conley, Deputy Director, OHMVR Division

5

C-126

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #95 - Page 8

Comment Letter #95 - Page 9

	
  

theoretically	
  have	
  under	
  current	
  management	
  (if	
  existing	
  management	
  direction	
  
were	
  enforced),	
  because	
  it	
  also	
  allows	
  for	
  “concentrated	
  riding”	
  areas	
  within	
  the	
  
“trails	
  only”	
  areas.	
  	
  These	
  “concentrated	
  riding”	
  areas	
  are	
  not	
  identified,	
  nor	
  are	
  
they	
  limited	
  by	
  any	
  identified	
  constraints	
  in	
  the	
  DPA.	
  	
  Instead,	
  the	
  Programmatic	
  
EIR/EIS	
  being	
  proposed	
  leaves	
  these	
  critical	
  designations	
  for	
  future	
  determination,	
  
with	
  no	
  proposed	
  process	
  for	
  public	
  scrutiny	
  of	
  such	
  decisions.	
  	
  The	
  DPA	
  should	
  
identify	
  these	
  areas	
  now,	
  if	
  there	
  are	
  to	
  be	
  any.	
  	
  This	
  General	
  Plan	
  has	
  already	
  been	
  
nine	
  years	
  in	
  the	
  making	
  and	
  there	
  is	
  no	
  legitimate	
  reason	
  why	
  important	
  decisions	
  
such	
  as	
  where	
  open	
  riding	
  will	
  be	
  allowed	
  should	
  be	
  deferred	
  to	
  a	
  later	
  decision-‐
making	
  process,	
  which	
  will	
  tier	
  down	
  from	
  this	
  EIR/EIS,	
  and	
  likely	
  employ	
  Categorical	
  
Exceptions.	
  	
  	
  

I. Comments	
  on	
  OHMVR	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative/Proposed	
  Action	
  
While	
  the	
  Draft	
  Preferred	
  Alternative/Proposed	
  Action	
  (DPA)	
  is	
  an	
  improvement	
  over	
  
the	
  Draft	
  alternatives	
  presented	
  a	
  year	
  ago,	
  it	
  still	
  fails	
  to	
  provide	
  the	
  level	
  of	
  protection	
  
required	
  to	
  protect	
  public	
  trust	
  resources,	
  comply	
  with	
  State	
  and	
  Federal	
  statutes	
  and	
  
regulations	
  governing	
  the	
  management	
  of	
  recreational	
  vehicles,	
  or	
  satisfy	
  the	
  Mission	
  of	
  
California	
  State	
  Parks,	
  “To	
  provide	
  for	
  the	
  health,	
  inspiration	
  and	
  education	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  
of	
  California	
  by	
  helping	
  to	
  preserve	
  the	
  state's	
  extraordinary	
  biological	
  diversity,	
  
protecting	
  its	
  most	
  valued	
  natural	
  and	
  cultural	
  resources,	
  and	
  creating	
  opportunities	
  for	
  
high-‐quality	
  outdoor	
  recreation.”	
  	
  
	
  
THE	
  OHV	
  RECREATION	
  ZONES	
  AS	
  DESIGNATED	
  IN	
  THE	
  DRAFT	
  PREFERRED	
  
ALTERNATIVE	
  UNJUSTIFIABLY	
  THREATEN	
  FRAGILE	
  ECOLOGICAL	
  AND	
  CULTURAL	
  
RESOURCES	
  
	
  
Definitions	
  –	
  As	
  a	
  preliminary	
  matter,	
  the	
  DPA	
  defines	
  “Distributed	
  OHV	
  Recreation”	
  
and	
  “Concentrated	
  OHV	
  Recreation”	
  both	
  as,	
  “OHV	
  Recreation	
  that	
  is	
  not	
  limited	
  to	
  
specific	
  trails.”	
  	
  This	
  ambiguity	
  makes	
  it	
  difficult	
  for	
  the	
  public	
  to	
  offer	
  informed	
  
comments	
  on	
  the	
  plan	
  and	
  –	
  if	
  uncorrected	
  –will	
  make	
  the	
  plan	
  more	
  difficult	
  to	
  
implement,	
  hinder	
  enforcement,	
  and	
  needlessly	
  endanger	
  ecological	
  and	
  cultural	
  
resources.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
Acreage	
  –	
  As	
  a	
  second	
  preliminary	
  matter,	
  the	
  DPA	
  requires	
  the	
  public	
  to	
  guess	
  at	
  the	
  
amount	
  of	
  acreage	
  in	
  each	
  zone.	
  	
  The	
  GP/EIR/EIS	
  must	
  clearly	
  identify	
  acreages	
  for	
  
each	
  zone	
  to	
  enable	
  informed	
  decision-‐making.	
  
	
  
Zone	
  1	
  –	
  The	
  map	
  provided	
  in	
  the	
  DPA	
  indicates	
  Distributed/Concentrated	
  (open)	
  riding	
  
would	
  still	
  be	
  allowed	
  in	
  Zone	
  1,	
  which	
  is	
  about	
  half	
  the	
  acreage	
  of	
  the	
  park.	
  Zone	
  1	
  
includes	
  some	
  of	
  the	
  most	
  culturally	
  sensitive	
  areas,	
  including	
  the	
  western	
  shore	
  of	
  
ancient	
  Lake	
  Cahuilla.	
  	
  Inexplicably,	
  the	
  areas	
  of	
  the	
  original	
  park	
  that	
  are	
  
designated	
  in	
  the	
  existing	
  GP	
  as	
  trails	
  only,	
  (near	
  the	
  administrative	
  offices	
  and	
  the	
  
northeastern	
  portion	
  west	
  of	
  the	
  Pumpkin	
  Patch),	
  are	
  proposed	
  for	
  open	
  riding.	
  
The	
  DPA	
  should	
  explain	
  the	
  rationale	
  behind	
  this	
  change.	
  The	
  “trails-‐only	
  riding”	
  
designation	
  under	
  the	
  existing	
  plan	
  has	
  not	
  been	
  implemented	
  or	
  enforced,	
  and	
  the	
  
proposal	
  to	
  allow	
  open	
  riding	
  appears	
  to	
  reward	
  bad	
  behavior.	
  	
  	
  Furthermore,	
  
despite	
  being	
  entirely	
  designated	
  as	
  “Distributed	
  OHV	
  Recreation,”	
  the	
  zone	
  further	
  
allows	
  for	
  “Concentrated	
  OHV	
  Recreation,”	
  the	
  practical	
  effect	
  of	
  which	
  is	
  unclear.	
  
	
  
Zone	
  2	
  –	
  About	
  one-‐third	
  of	
  the	
  park	
  is	
  designated	
  Zone	
  2,	
  “trails	
  only”	
  recreation	
  
However,	
  Zone	
  2	
  areas	
  proposed	
  for	
  “trail	
  only”	
  do	
  not	
  encompass	
  the	
  majority	
  of	
  
park	
  resources	
  that	
  require	
  protection,	
  including	
  the	
  western	
  shore	
  of	
  ancient	
  Lake	
  
Cahuilla.	
  	
  Further,	
  Zone	
  2	
  actually	
  provides	
  less	
  resource	
  protection	
  than	
  these	
  areas	
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Furthermore,	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  term	
  “trails	
  only”	
  has	
  proven	
  ineffective,	
  since	
  users	
  can	
  
and	
  do	
  interpret	
  any	
  and	
  all	
  visible	
  illegal	
  user-‐made	
  tracks	
  as	
  “trails.”	
  	
  The	
  GP	
  must	
  
use	
  the	
  term	
  “mapped,	
  designated,	
  and	
  signed	
  trails	
  only,”	
  or	
  something	
  equally	
  
specific,	
  to	
  avoid	
  the	
  current	
  situation	
  in	
  which	
  any	
  place	
  tire	
  tracks	
  exist	
  can	
  be	
  
considered	
  a	
  trail.	
  	
  “Trails	
  only”	
  will	
  certainly	
  and	
  foreseeably	
  lead	
  to	
  the	
  same	
  
damaging	
  interpretation	
  by	
  some	
  riders.	
  

	
  
Zone	
  3	
  –	
  A	
  small	
  portion	
  of	
  the	
  park,	
  (approximately	
  one-‐fifth	
  to	
  one-‐sixth),	
  would	
  be	
  
zoned	
  for	
  “trails	
  only”,	
  without	
  provision	
  for	
  future	
  open	
  riding	
  areas.	
  	
  “Trails	
  only”	
  
riding,	
  if	
  properly	
  signed	
  as	
  indicated	
  in	
  the	
  preceding	
  paragraph	
  and	
  if	
  enforced,	
  
can	
  allow	
  for	
  improvement	
  in	
  resource	
  protection,	
  but	
  these	
  two	
  areas	
  are	
  much	
  too	
  
small.	
  	
  The	
  Zone	
  3	
  area	
  in	
  the	
  western	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  park	
  is	
  an	
  improvement	
  over	
  the	
  
current	
  open	
  riding,	
  but	
  Zone	
  3	
  in	
  the	
  southeastern	
  park	
  is	
  only	
  about	
  one-‐fourth	
  of	
  
the	
  BLM	
  lands	
  currently	
  required	
  to	
  be	
  managed	
  for	
  travel	
  on	
  Designated	
  Routes	
  
only.	
  	
  This	
  is	
  a	
  huge	
  step	
  backward	
  in	
  resource	
  protection.	
  
	
  
In	
  our	
  comments	
  on	
  the	
  Draft	
  Alternatives	
  (See	
  attached	
  letter	
  of	
  March	
  8,	
  2014)	
  we	
  
noted	
  the	
  difficulty	
  of	
  managing	
  OWSVRA	
  by	
  zone.	
  	
  To	
  date,	
  the	
  State	
  has	
  still	
  not	
  
explained	
  how	
  users	
  will	
  be	
  made	
  to	
  understand	
  the	
  different	
  rules	
  in	
  the	
  various	
  zones.	
  	
  
If	
  the	
  3-‐Zone	
  strategy	
  is	
  used	
  (and	
  we	
  urge	
  the	
  park	
  require	
  use	
  to	
  be	
  limited	
  to	
  
designated	
  routes	
  throughout),	
  the	
  GP	
  must	
  include	
  a	
  strategy	
  for	
  informing	
  and	
  
enforcing	
  Zone-‐based	
  recreation,	
  including	
  examples	
  of	
  where	
  such	
  a	
  strategy	
  has	
  been	
  
effective	
  at	
  managing	
  OHV	
  use.	
  	
  Management	
  would	
  be	
  much	
  more	
  straightforward	
  and	
  
compliance	
  easier	
  to	
  enforce,	
  with	
  a	
  park-‐wide	
  	
  “designated	
  trails	
  only“	
  policy.	
  
	
  
The	
  DPA	
  does	
  little	
  to	
  improve	
  resource	
  protection	
  in	
  OWSVRA	
  and,	
  depending	
  on	
  
future	
  open	
  riding	
  designations,	
  may	
  encourage	
  further	
  degradation	
  of	
  irreplaceable	
  
biological,	
  geological	
  and	
  cultural	
  resources.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  also	
  difficult	
  for	
  the	
  public	
  to	
  make	
  
informed	
  comment	
  on	
  an	
  Alternative	
  that	
  has	
  been	
  provided	
  in	
  a	
  contextual	
  vacuum.	
  	
  	
  
State	
  Parks	
  has	
  provided	
  no	
  information	
  on	
  how	
  this	
  alternative	
  affects	
  natural	
  or	
  
cultural	
  resources.	
  	
  While	
  it	
  may	
  be	
  an	
  improvement	
  over	
  the	
  alternatives	
  provided	
  
earlier,	
  it	
  is	
  still	
  far	
  from	
  a	
  management	
  scheme	
  that	
  meets	
  the	
  State’s	
  responsibilities	
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under	
  the	
  Public	
  Resources	
  Code.	
  
	
  
CAMPING	
  ZONES	
  
	
  
We	
  strongly	
  urge	
  the	
  State	
  use	
  the	
  GP	
  to	
  designate	
  all	
  camping	
  areas,	
  after	
  surveys	
  to	
  
identify	
  and	
  avoid	
  sensitive	
  resources	
  have	
  been	
  conducted	
  and	
  used	
  in	
  the	
  designation	
  
process.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
OTHER	
  ISSUES	
  
	
  
The	
  OWSVRA	
  General	
  Plan	
  update	
  has	
  many	
  significant	
  issues	
  to	
  address,	
  including	
  
impacts	
  to	
  sensitive	
  plant	
  and	
  wildlife	
  species,	
  serious	
  air	
  quality	
  challenges	
  in	
  counties	
  
that	
  are	
  in	
  non-‐attainment	
  for	
  particulate	
  matter,	
  decimation	
  of	
  vegetation	
  that	
  
provides	
  crucial	
  wildlife	
  habitat,	
  and	
  inadequate	
  route	
  maintenance.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  address	
  potential	
  impacts	
  to	
  all	
  the	
  following:	
  
	
  
• Vegetation,	
  including	
  endemic	
  and	
  sensitive	
  plants	
  occurrences	
  and	
  those	
  plants	
  
that	
  provide	
  habitat	
  for	
  sensitive	
  wildlife	
  species.	
  
	
  
Wildlife,	
  including,	
  but	
  not	
  limited	
  to,	
  federally	
  listed	
  Peninsular	
  Bighorn	
  Sheep	
  (Ovis	
  
Canadensis	
  cremnobates),	
  the	
  State	
  candidate	
  flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard,	
  State	
  and	
  
federally	
  threatened	
  desert	
  tortoise,	
  species	
  of	
  special	
  concern	
  fringe-‐toed	
  lizard,	
  
coyotes,	
  badgers	
  and	
  kit	
  foxes,	
  which	
  are	
  protected	
  under	
  State	
  law	
  CCR,	
  Title	
  14	
  
Section	
  460,	
  raptors,	
  migratory	
  birds,	
  and	
  prey	
  species	
  such	
  as	
  desert	
  cottontails	
  and	
  
hares,	
  etc.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/S	
  should	
  include	
  impacts	
  to	
  habitats	
  used	
  by	
  these	
  species.	
  	
  
	
  
	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  also	
  serves	
  as	
  an	
  important	
  wildlife	
  corridor	
  and	
  habitat	
  linkage	
  to	
  
other	
  public	
  lands	
  in	
  the	
  vicinity,	
  including	
  Anza-‐Borrego	
  Desert	
  State	
  Park	
  and	
  lands	
  
managed	
  by	
  BLM.	
  	
  (OWSVRA	
  General	
  Plan	
  Existing	
  Conditions	
  Report,	
  p.	
  97)	
  
	
  
• The	
  EIR/EIS	
  needs	
  to	
  comprehensively	
  evaluate	
  the	
  impacts	
  to	
  the	
  newly	
  
designated	
  State	
  candidate	
  flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard.	
  	
  Off-‐road	
  vehicle	
  recreation	
  
has	
  been	
  a	
  particular	
  problem	
  for	
  this	
  species	
  and	
  because	
  the	
  OWSVRA	
  is	
  a	
  
designated	
  research	
  area	
  for	
  the	
  lizard	
  under	
  the	
  Rangewide	
  Management	
  
Strategy1,	
  new	
  protections	
  must	
  be	
  put	
  in	
  place	
  to	
  aide	
  conservation	
  and	
  
recovery	
  of	
  this	
  imperiled	
  and	
  declining	
  species.	
  	
  
	
  
• Specific	
  unique	
  ecosystems,	
  such	
  as	
  washes,	
  mesquite	
  woodlands	
  (microphyll	
  
woodlands),	
  Palo	
  Verde,	
  sand	
  dunes,	
  etc.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
1http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/ca/pdf/pdfs/elcentro_pdfs.Par.83352.File.dat/FTH
LStrategy03.pdf	
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•

Unique	
  geological	
  features	
  such	
  as	
  concretions	
  and	
  the	
  exquisite	
  
mudhill/sandstone	
  sheet	
  topography	
  of	
  the	
  eastern	
  part	
  of	
  OW,	
  which	
  has	
  been	
  
seriously	
  scarred	
  with	
  huge	
  ruts	
  through	
  the	
  hills	
  and	
  the	
  chipping	
  and	
  flaking	
  of	
  
the	
  sandstone	
  sheets.	
  	
  These	
  areas	
  are	
  required	
  to	
  be	
  managed	
  for	
  travel	
  on	
  
designated	
  trails	
  only	
  in	
  the	
  existing	
  GP;	
  legitimizing	
  the	
  open	
  riding	
  that	
  
destroyed	
  these	
  features	
  constitutes	
  an	
  appalling	
  management	
  failure,	
  which	
  
must	
  be	
  acknowledged	
  and	
  corrected.	
  

•

Dust/Air	
  Quality	
  –	
  Wind-‐blown	
  soils	
  are	
  not	
  only	
  an	
  air	
  pollutant,	
  but	
  also	
  a	
  form	
  
of	
  erosion.2	
  	
  Trail	
  maintenance,	
  as	
  required	
  by	
  the	
  PRC	
  and	
  department	
  
regulations,	
  must	
  include	
  dust	
  abatement	
  to	
  reduce	
  this	
  erosion.	
  	
  The	
  
mitigations	
  proposed	
  would	
  only	
  reduce	
  dust	
  on	
  main	
  roads,	
  leaving	
  vast	
  swaths	
  
of	
  land	
  vulnerable	
  to	
  dust	
  production.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  feasible	
  to	
  use	
  water	
  to	
  reduce	
  
dust;	
  and	
  chemical	
  applications	
  pose	
  potential	
  harm	
  to	
  the	
  plants	
  and	
  animals	
  
and	
  soil	
  microbes	
  and	
  nutrients,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  being	
  too	
  expensive	
  to	
  use	
  as	
  
extensively	
  as	
  would	
  be	
  necessary	
  to	
  even	
  begin	
  to	
  mitigate	
  air	
  quality	
  and	
  dust	
  
concerns.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  address	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  air	
  quality	
  monitoring,	
  dust	
  
abatement,	
  and	
  the	
  means	
  and	
  the	
  likelihood	
  of	
  success	
  at	
  mitigating	
  the	
  air	
  
quality	
  degradation	
  from	
  pulverized	
  soil	
  and	
  blowing	
  dust,	
  especially	
  if	
  the	
  
majority	
  of	
  the	
  85,000	
  acres	
  allowing	
  open	
  riding.	
  The	
  Park	
  is	
  sited	
  in	
  the	
  
Imperial	
  air	
  basin,	
  which	
  is	
  in	
  notorious	
  non-‐compliance	
  with	
  the	
  Clean	
  Air	
  Act,	
  
especially	
  for	
  PM10	
  and	
  PM2.5	
  3	
  	
  
	
  
Climate	
  change	
  –	
  Recent	
  studies	
  have	
  shown	
  the	
  effectiveness	
  of	
  desert	
  habitat	
  
to	
  remove	
  carbon	
  dioxide	
  from	
  the	
  atmosphere.	
  According	
  to	
  a	
  paper	
  published	
  
on	
  April	
  6	
  in	
  the	
  journal	
  Nature	
  Climate	
  Change,	
  deserts	
  can	
  serve	
  as	
  a	
  "sink"	
  for	
  
significant	
  levels	
  of	
  carbon	
  dioxide,	
  removing	
  it	
  from	
  the	
  atmosphere	
  and	
  storing	
  
it	
  in	
  the	
  ground.4	
  	
  http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2014/04/10/deserts-‐carbon-‐
dioxide-‐sink_n_5127891.html	
  This	
  ability	
  to	
  capture	
  carbon	
  is	
  dependent	
  on	
  the	
  
desert’s	
  vegetation	
  and	
  soil	
  organisms.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  examine	
  both	
  the	
  
nature	
  of	
  the	
  recreation,	
  which	
  is	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  burning	
  of	
  fossil	
  fuel,	
  and	
  the	
  
degradation	
  of	
  the	
  biotic	
  and	
  abiotic	
  soil	
  structure.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  take	
  a	
  hard	
  look	
  at	
  
how	
  the	
  proposed	
  level	
  and	
  type	
  of	
  use	
  and	
  continuing	
  destruction	
  of	
  these	
  
important	
  soils	
  and	
  soil	
  organisms	
  contribute	
  to	
  climate	
  change.	
  	
  

	
  

•

	
  
•

Water	
  –	
  Impacts	
  to	
  soils	
  and	
  hydrology,	
  including	
  sheet	
  flow,	
  also	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  
analyzed	
  in	
  the	
  EIR/EIS.	
  	
  With	
  ongoing	
  drought	
  in	
  California,	
  precious	
  water	
  
resources,	
  especially	
  in	
  the	
  desert,	
  become	
  even	
  a	
  higher	
  priority	
  for	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
2	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  General	
  Plan,	
  1981.	
  	
  P.	
  16.	
  	
  “Wind	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  water	
  erosion	
  plays	
  a	
  significant	
  
role	
  in	
  soil	
  erosion.”	
  
3	
  http://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/	
  

4	
  Nature	
  Climate	
  Change,	
  “Desert	
  habitat	
  to	
  remove	
  carbon	
  dioxide	
  from	
  the	
  atmosphere.”	
  Evans,	
  
R.D.,	
  et	
  al.	
  	
  April	
  6,	
  2014.	
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conservation.	
  	
  Off-‐road	
  vehicles	
  compact	
  soils,	
  impeding	
  natural	
  water	
  
infiltration,	
  change	
  flow	
  patterns	
  of	
  ephemeral	
  washes	
  when	
  used	
  as	
  routes,	
  and	
  
modify	
  surface	
  sheet	
  flows,	
  altering	
  hydrological	
  patterns.	
  	
  These	
  impacts	
  must	
  
be	
  assessed	
  in	
  the	
  environmental	
  review.	
  
	
  
Furthermore,	
  the	
  General	
  Plan	
  must	
  require	
  the	
  following:	
  
	
  
• Prior	
  to	
  designating	
  vehicle	
  routes	
  and	
  camping	
  areas,	
  surveys	
  must	
  be	
  
completed	
  to	
  identify	
  biological,	
  archeological,	
  and	
  paleontological	
  resources.	
  	
  
	
  	
  
• Monitoring	
  Strategies	
  to	
  identify	
  impacts	
  to	
  resources	
  in	
  a	
  timely	
  manner,	
  
triggers	
  for	
  adaptive	
  management	
  implementation	
  and	
  adaptive	
  management	
  
strategies	
  to	
  respond	
  when	
  impacts	
  are	
  identified.	
  	
  OWSVRA	
  has	
  not	
  completed	
  
statutorily	
  required	
  habitat	
  monitoring	
  since	
  2009.	
  	
  Allegedly,	
  the	
  methodology	
  
used	
  in	
  the	
  past	
  failed	
  to	
  identify	
  monitoring	
  “control”	
  plots.	
  	
  It	
  should	
  be	
  noted	
  
that	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  undamaged	
  plant	
  and	
  animal	
  communities	
  to	
  serve	
  as	
  
control	
  plots	
  within	
  OWSVRA	
  should,	
  in	
  itself,	
  ring	
  management	
  alarm	
  bells.	
  	
  It	
  
was	
  anticipated	
  in	
  the	
  original	
  General	
  Plan	
  that,	
  because	
  OWSVRA	
  and	
  the	
  
adjacent	
  Anza-‐Borrego	
  State	
  Park	
  have	
  similar	
  desert	
  plants,	
  animals,	
  and	
  
ecosystems,	
  control	
  plots	
  could	
  be	
  located	
  in	
  ABDSP.	
  	
  We	
  believe	
  that	
  not	
  all	
  
vegetation	
  communities/soils	
  types	
  that	
  occur	
  in	
  OWSVRA	
  are	
  represented	
  in	
  
Anza-‐Borrego	
  Desert	
  State	
  Park	
  (ex.	
  mudhills/sandstone	
  sheets)	
  and	
  therefore	
  
control	
  plot	
  locations	
  must	
  be	
  identified	
  for	
  all	
  communities/types	
  and	
  those	
  
that	
  are	
  unique	
  to	
  OWSVRA	
  must	
  be	
  established	
  and	
  monitored	
  within	
  the	
  
OWSVRA.	
  We	
  also	
  note	
  that	
  park	
  managers	
  have	
  consistently	
  ignored	
  concerns	
  
raised	
  by	
  OWSVRA	
  Environmental	
  Scientists	
  over	
  the	
  years,	
  along	
  with	
  their	
  
recommendations	
  to	
  restrict	
  recreational	
  driving	
  to	
  designated	
  routes.	
  	
  
Monitoring	
  must	
  be	
  done	
  as	
  directed	
  in	
  the	
  Public	
  Resources	
  Code,	
  and	
  
management	
  must	
  respond	
  to	
  identified	
  resource	
  degradation.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
• An	
  effective	
  law	
  enforcement	
  strategy,	
  including	
  adequate	
  funding	
  and	
  
personnel,	
  to	
  ensure	
  riding	
  is	
  not	
  occurring	
  where	
  prohibited,	
  and	
  that	
  adequate	
  
law	
  enforcement	
  is	
  present	
  when	
  riding	
  occurs.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
• The	
  General	
  Plan	
  and	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  anticipate	
  and	
  include	
  a	
  realistic	
  cost	
  for	
  
implementing	
  the	
  GP	
  and	
  managing	
  OWSVRA	
  in	
  a	
  lawful	
  and	
  environmentally	
  
responsible	
  manner.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  also	
  identify	
  the	
  sources	
  of	
  the	
  needed	
  funding,	
  
and	
  include	
  a	
  contingency	
  plan	
  in	
  the	
  event	
  sufficient	
  funding	
  is	
  not	
  available.	
  	
  In	
  
this	
  regard,	
  the	
  EIR/EIS	
  should	
  include	
  a	
  management	
  capacity	
  study.	
  
	
  
• The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  acknowledge	
  and	
  mitigate	
  impacts	
  to	
  adjacent	
  Anza-‐	
  Borrego	
  
Desert	
  State	
  Park,	
  including:	
  	
  impacts	
  to	
  Flat-‐tailed	
  horned	
  lizard	
  and	
  habitat	
  
contiguity	
  between	
  ABDSP	
  and	
  other	
  populations	
  to	
  the	
  south	
  and	
  east	
  of	
  the	
  
OWSVRA;	
  impacts	
  to	
  ABDSP	
  by	
  vehicles	
  crossing	
  the	
  park	
  boundary	
  from	
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OWSVRA,	
  especially	
  considering	
  the	
  aggressive	
  driving	
  style	
  of	
  recreationists	
  at	
  
OWSVRA.	
  	
  The	
  EIR/EIS	
  must	
  consider	
  impacts	
  both	
  to	
  ABDSP	
  visitors’	
  experience,	
  
as	
  well	
  as	
  physical	
  impacts	
  to	
  biological,	
  geological,	
  cultural,	
  and	
  paleontological	
  
resources	
  in	
  the	
  State	
  Park;	
  impacts	
  from	
  dust	
  particulates	
  to	
  air	
  quality,	
  both	
  
visual	
  and	
  health-‐wise,	
  to	
  ABDSP	
  visitors	
  and	
  staff,	
  and	
  to	
  the	
  residents	
  of	
  
Borrego	
  Springs	
  and	
  Salton	
  City.	
  
	
  
II. 	
  	
  COMMENTS	
  ON	
  BLM	
  NOTICE	
  OF	
  INTENT	
  
	
  
BLM	
  decisions	
  include	
  whether	
  to	
  amend	
  the	
  California	
  Desert	
  Conservation	
  Area	
  
(CDCA)	
  plan	
  to	
  change	
  the	
  land	
  use	
  designation	
  of	
  some	
  BLM	
  parcels	
  in	
  the	
  SVRA.	
  This	
  
may	
  include	
  making	
  changes	
  in	
  OHV	
  area	
  designations	
  in	
  accordance	
  with	
  43	
  Code	
  of	
  
Federal	
  Regulations	
  §	
  8342.	
  The	
  CDCA	
  Plan	
  Amendment	
  will	
  consider	
  a	
  proposal	
  to	
  
designate	
  the	
  Ocotillo	
  Wells	
  SVRA	
  as	
  a	
  Special	
  Recreation	
  Management	
  Area	
  (SRMA).	
  
SRMA	
  designations	
  recognize	
  public	
  lands	
  where	
  recreation	
  is	
  the	
  predominant	
  land	
  
use.	
  In	
  response	
  to	
  a	
  California	
  State	
  Parks	
  Recreation	
  and	
  Public	
  Purposes	
  Act	
  (R&PP	
  
Act)	
  application,	
  the	
  BLM	
  will	
  also	
  identify	
  lands	
  within	
  the	
  planning	
  area	
  that	
  would	
  be	
  
available	
  for	
  leasing	
  or	
  patent	
  to	
  the	
  State	
  of	
  California	
  through	
  the	
  R&PP	
  Act	
  or	
  other	
  
land	
  transfer	
  or	
  disposal	
  processes.	
  
	
  
BLM’s	
  NOI	
  does	
  not	
  explain	
  why	
  it	
  proposes	
  to	
  designate	
  OWSVRA	
  as	
  a	
  SRMA,	
  forcing	
  
the	
  public	
  to	
  speculate	
  as	
  to	
  potential	
  benefits	
  versus	
  liabilities.	
  	
  This	
  deficiency	
  makes	
  it	
  
difficult	
  to	
  understand	
  the	
  proposal.	
  	
  If	
  the	
  designation	
  is	
  intended	
  to	
  give	
  OHV	
  
recreation	
  hierarchical	
  dominance	
  over	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  natural	
  and	
  cultural	
  resources,	
  
we	
  strongly	
  oppose	
  designating	
  OWSVRA	
  as	
  a	
  SRMA	
  
	
  
While	
  motorized	
  recreation	
  may	
  be	
  the	
  predominant	
  human	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  land,	
  its	
  value	
  as	
  
habitat	
  for	
  desert	
  wildlife	
  and	
  plants,	
  for	
  cultural	
  and	
  paleontological	
  preservation,	
  and	
  
as	
  an	
  exquisite	
  geological	
  assemblage,	
  is	
  immeasurable.	
  
	
  
The	
  NOI	
  states,	
  	
  “BLM	
  will	
  prepare	
  an	
  environmental	
  impact	
  statement	
  to	
  analyze	
  the	
  
efficiency	
  and	
  effectiveness	
  of	
  resource	
  and	
  recreation	
  management	
  at	
  the	
  Ocotillo	
  
Wells.”	
  	
  The	
  EIS	
  must	
  look	
  beyond	
  efficiency	
  and	
  effectiveness	
  of	
  resource	
  and	
  
recreation	
  management	
  at	
  OWSVRA.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  examine	
  the	
  impact	
  of	
  recreation	
  as	
  
currently	
  managed	
  at	
  the	
  SVRA	
  on	
  biological,	
  cultural,	
  geological,	
  and	
  paleontological	
  
resources	
  and	
  determine	
  if	
  the	
  level	
  of	
  resource	
  degradation	
  is	
  acceptable	
  under	
  the	
  
federal	
  regulations.	
  	
  It	
  must	
  look	
  at	
  alternatives	
  to	
  current	
  management,	
  including	
  a	
  
designated	
  routes	
  only	
  alternative	
  parkwide	
  on	
  BLM	
  lands,	
  and	
  consider	
  closure	
  of	
  areas	
  
in	
  the	
  park	
  on	
  BLM	
  lands	
  where	
  OHV	
  recreation	
  is	
  not	
  manageable,	
  sustainable,	
  or	
  not	
  
meeting	
  federal	
  or	
  state	
  regulations.	
  	
  BLM	
  may	
  not	
  turn	
  lands	
  over	
  to	
  the	
  state	
  to	
  
manage	
  as	
  sacrifice	
  areas.	
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Thank	
  you	
  for	
  the	
  opportunity	
  to	
  comment.	
  	
  If	
  you	
  have	
  any	
  questions	
  regarding	
  these	
  
comments,	
  please	
  feel	
  free	
  to	
  contact	
  any	
  of	
  us.	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  Sincerely,	
  
	
  
	
  
Karen	
  Schambach	
  
California	
  Field	
  Director	
  
Public	
  Employees	
  for	
  Environmental	
  Responsibility	
  
P.O.	
  Box	
  4057	
  
Georgetown,	
  CA	
  	
  95634	
  
capeer@peer.org	
  
(530)	
  333-‐2545	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Ileene	
  Anderson	
  
Senior	
  Scientist/Public	
  Lands	
  Desert	
  Director	
  
Center	
  for	
  Biological	
  Diversity	
  
8033	
  Sunset	
  Blvd.,	
  #447	
  
Los	
  Angeles,	
  CA	
  90046	
  
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org	
  
(323)	
  654-‐5943	
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Don Amador Comments on Ocotillo Wells Planning Effort
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:16:06 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Don Amador <damador@cwo.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 1:29 PM
Subject: Don Amador Comments on Ocotillo Wells Planning Effort
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov, info@planocotillowells.org
Cc: Don Amador2011 <damador@cwo.com>

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street

	
  

El Centro, CA 92243
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Projects	
  and	
  Conservation	
  Director	
  
Desert	
  Protective	
  Council	
  
P.O	
  Box	
  3635	
  
San	
  Diego,	
  CA	
  	
  92163-‐1635	
  
Email:	
  	
  terryweiner@sbcglobal.net	
  
(619)	
  342-‐5524	
  
	
  
Attachment:	
  	
  PEER/CBD/DPC	
  letter	
  on	
  OWSVRA	
  draft	
  alternatives,	
  3/8/14	
  

Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
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I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.

Comment Letter #97 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: BRC Comments on Ocotillo SVRA Plan and NOI
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:22:52 PM
ocotillo wells brc comment letterfinal.4.3.15.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Don Amador <damador@cwo.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 8:18 AM
Subject: BRC Comments on Ocotillo SVRA Plan and NOI
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov, info@planocotillowells.org
Cc: Don Amador2011 <damador@cwo.com>

Dear State Park and BLM Planning Team,

Please find BRC’s comments attached to this email.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV dispersed camping.

Best regards,

Don Amador, BRC
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.

Respectfully submitted,

Don Amador
555 Honey Lane
Oakley, CA 94561
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Comment Letter #97 - Page 3

PARKWIDE GOALS
Visitor Experience and Opportunities (VEO)

April 3, 2015

BRC supports the concepts in the proposed Visitor Experience and Opportunities (VEO) and Resource
Management (RM) objectives stated on page 16. However, BRC has the following comment
recommendations that might enhance the PA’s (and NOI) effort to meet current and future OHV
recreation needs.
VEO Goal 1 - Provide a balance of distributed and trails-only OHV recreation suited for the varied
landscapes, diverse visitor interests, and environmental conditions of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept these comments from the BlueRibbon Coalition (BRC), a national recreation group,
regarding the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular
Recreation Area (SVRA). The PA will also serve as the foundation for the Preliminary General Plan (GP),
Recreation Area Management Plan (RAMP), and California Desert Conservation Act (CDCA) Land Use
Plan Amendment (Plan Amendment).
This comment letter is also filed in regards to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
As the document states on page 2, the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan will establish a benchmark for land
managers, staff, and the public to evaluate decisions about Ocotillo Wells SVRA over the long term. The
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan will guide future and day-to-day decision-making and
will serve as the basis for developing feasibility and management plans, planning and implementing
projects, and conducting other management actions.
BRC appreciates and supports the agency’s outreach program over the last 3 years to engage the public
in the development of a comprehensive plan and “Study Area” over the current matrix lands which
include, approximately 55,200 acres of land within Ocotillo Wells SVRA owned by California State
Parks, approximately 21,600 acres of BLM lands located within Ocotillo Wells SVRA, approximately
8,600 acres of privately held land owned by multiple land owners, and the Salton City Landfill.
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Comment – BRC supports the designation of roads, trails, and areas for OHV use. BRC is concerned with
the “trails-only” focus in this desert area which has historically offered an important mix of trails and
open riding opportunities. BRC believes that State Park and BLM planning must recognize and address
the need for the “Open” designation where appropriate. These are areas that have long been used by
OHV recreationists with little or no significant adverse environmental impacts. An example of an
appropriate candidate for an open area designation is at Truckhaven.
VEO Goal 2 - Provide a variety of OHV recreational opportunities that support diverse visitor interests,
multiple skill levels, and the improvements in OHV technology.
Comment – State Parks and the BLM will not be able to provide a “variety” of OHV opportunities if they
exclude the open designation from decision-making process. BRC believes the agencies will not be able
to meet this goal if open designations are excluded.
VEO Goal 3 - Provide high-quality recreational opportunities and facilities that are tailored to the unique
features of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC believes there are appropriate and historic open areas that are an important and
unique feature in the SVRA and should be designated as open.
VEO Goal 4 - Facilitate special events and group activities to increase interpretive and recreational
opportunities at Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC believes the agencies should develop a process – and include in the Plan(s) - to expedite
the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer
can choose.
VEO Goal 5 - Pursue public/private partnerships to better serve the visitor experience.
Comment – BRC strongly supports this goal.
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Resource Management (RM)
RM Goals 1-5 - Goals for resource management address the natural, cultural, aesthetic, and recreational
resources and opportunities of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC strongly supports management prescriptions on state and federal lands that protect
natural resources and provide for a high-quality recreational experience. However, BRC is concerned
about the trend to “minimize” OHV recreation in areas that have been designated and/or managed as
OHV recreation sites.
It is both legally necessary and pragmatically essential for the agencies to use their discretionary
authority to formally establish a functional yet sustainable network of designated routes and areas. It is
likely that various preservationist and anti-access special interests will incant a litany of alleged legal
violations that prevent adoption of or any meaningful network of vehicle routes or open areas in the
project area. They are certainly entitled to voice their opinions, but the agencies should carefully
evaluate any such claims and realize they are often thinly veiled efforts to advance an agenda that
includes significantly reducing recreational and specially permitted use of vehicles. At least on the
federal level, the agencies areas empowered to reject these anti-access positions through correct
interpretation of the law, as reflected in various recent court decisions.
A favored line of present attack will be through the “minimization criteria.” The minimization criteria
have been around since 1972 and long received only passing interest, but have acquired teeth largely
through recent litigation involving similar regulatory language addressing management of the National
Forest System. See, 36 CFR § 212.55(b) (requiring agency to "consider effects...with the objective of
minimizing" a variety of factors including damage to soil, watershed, vegetation and other forest
resources; harassment of wildlife and significant disruption of wildlife habitats; conflicts between motor
vehicle and other uses; and conflicts among different classes of motor vehicle uses). In particular, this
renewed interest springs in large part from the decision by a U.S. Magistrate declaring invalid the
Salmon Challis NF travel decision. This decision was issued in 2011, and is published as Idaho
Conservation League v. Guzman, 766 F.Supp.2d 1056 (D.Idaho 2011). In short, that decision rejected the
Forest Service effort to characterize the minimization criteria as providing broad guidance ("consider
with objective of minimizing") and interpreted the language as requiring the agency to show, in its NEPA
analysis, how it applied the minimization factors in selecting from decision options for specific routes.
There have been several more decisions that have followed similar reasoning, which have only come
from federal district courts. The 9th Circuit has on three (3) occasions heard cases involving the OHV
“minimization criteria” and has declined to follow the Guzman court’s reasoning in two of those cases,
with the third still under advisement following argument on November 7, 2013.
There have also been several minimization decisions involving BLM lands, again, with varied results.
See, The Wilderness Soc’y v. BLM, 822 F.Supp.2d 933, aff’d, 526 Fed.Appx. 790 (2013); Southern Utah
Wilderness Alliance v. Burke, 981 F.Supp.2d 1099 (D.Utah 2013); Center for Biological Diversity v. U.S.
BLM, 746 F.Supp.2d 1055 (N.D. Cal. 2009).
The BLM has broad discretion applying the minimization criteria and is certainly not obligated to restrict
motorized access, particularly in response to the subjective complaints or other “evidence” provided by
self-interested nonmotorized use advocates. Several decisions reflect this important truth, most notably
the two (2) 9th Circuit decisions on the topic, both issued in unpublished memorandum dispositions.
See, The Pryors Coalition v. Weldon, 803 F.Supp.2d 1184 (D.Mont. 2011), aff’d, __Fed.Appx.__, 2014 WL
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46468 (2014); The Wilderness Soc’y v. BLM, 822 F.Supp.2d 933, aff’d, 526 Fed.Appx. 790 (2013). The
agency cannot be strong-armed into motorized use closures or restrictions, and a well-reasoned and
documented balance affording reasonable opportunities to a spectrum of recreational uses will be
upheld by the courts. BRC was a party in the Pryors case, and a copy of the Circuit’s decision can be
viewed at:
http://www.sharetrails.org/uploads/54-1-Memorandum_decision_01.07.14.pdf
Another area of frequent preservationist attack, as a subcategory of the minimization arguments or an
independent line of attack, is the assertion of “user conflict” which allegedly requires designation of
exclusive nonmotorized recreation areas. Again, these claims have been recently and forcefully rejected
by the courts, as was recently punctuated by the decision in Wild Wilderness v. Allen, __F.Supp.2d__,
2014 WL 1477398 (D.Or. 2014) (appeal docketed), in which the court found that "tradeoffs between
motorized and nonmotorized users have already occurred and will continue in the future. The record
demonstrates that the Forest Service is continuing a long, inclusive process to manage winter recreation
use on the Cascade Lakes Highway.”
The court’s decision may be viewed at:
http://www.snowmobilers.org/docs/KAPKA-decision-March-2014.pdf
A more recent decision in the 10th Circuit upheld the Forest Service designation of long-existing
motorized access along the Albany Trail against preservationist claims of user conflict. Biodiversity
Conservation Alliance v. U.S. Forest Service, 765 F.3d 1264, 1275 (10th Cir. 2014). This motorized
designation was upheld, even where the Albany Trail traverses an Inventoried Roadless Area which antiaccess advocates regularly seek to imbue with quasi-Wilderness status.
BRC urges the agencies to understand the full extent of their discretionary authority, and exercise that
authority in creating a final plan - with a chapter on minimization strategies - in the same spirit as the
Wilderness Society, Pryors Mountains, Kapka Butte, and Albany Trail projects. State Parks and the BLM
should consider a chapter on how they are minimizing environmental and cultural impacts via
route/area designations, signing, education, monitoring, and law enforcement.
Interpretation and Education (IE)
IE Goals 1-5 - Goals for interpretation and education give broad guidance on how to increase the
public’s understanding and appreciation of Ocotillo Wells SVRA’s natural, cultural, aesthetic, and
recreational resources and opportunities, and how to make education/interpretation available to
everyone.
Comment – BRC strongly supports the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public
regarding the many important values and resources that exist in the project area.
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Park Operations (PO)
PO Goal 1 - Plan, manage, and maintain essential visitor and management facilities to enhance the
operation of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.

Comment Letter #97 - Page 7

Comment on Zone 1 – BRC is concerned about this hybrid designation that seems to “allow” for open
riding yet does not formally designate said areas for open riding. Theses area should be designated as
open particularly if they are on BLM lands.

Comment – BRC supports this goal.

Comment on Zone 2 - This zone is confusing. Although the PA states Concentrated OHV Recreation
could be identified in future planning, it does not define in clear terms the size and scope guidelines of
this concept nor how it is compatible with BLM open designations.

PO Goal 2 - Acquire properties within or adjacent to Ocotillo Wells SVRA to perfect state ownership of
lands in study area and enhance recreation and resource management.

Comment on Zone 3 – This zone precludes the designation of an appropriate open area that might be
appropriate particularly if it exists on BLM lands.

Comment – BRC strongly supports efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to
further enhance recreational opportunities in the project area.

Comment on all Zones – Again, BRC is concerned with the “trails-only” focus in this desert area which
has historically offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. BRC believes that State
Park and BLM planning must recognize and address the need for the “Open” designation where
appropriate. These are areas that have long been used by OHV recreationists with little or no significant
adverse environmental impacts. The planning team should more clearly define what a Concentrated
OHV Recreation is and how it will mesh with the limited, open, and closed BLM travel designations.

PO Goal 3 - Coordinate effective public safety services for park visitors.
Comment – BRC supports.
PO Goal 4 - Provide guidance to ensure that special events are well managed and that appropriate
visitor services are available
Comment - BRC believes the agencies should develop a process – and include in the Plan(s) - to expedite
the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer
can choose. Guidance should include the aforementioned concepts so that red-tape and
associated/unwarranted cost-recovery fees don’t act as an obstruction to special events.
PO Goal 5 - Proactively coordinate with internal and nearby landowners and project proponents to
promote Ocotillo Wells SVRA goals and protect SVRA resources.

CAMPING ZONES
Camping Zones - Different parts of Ocotillo Wells SVRA are designated as one of three types of zones
that identify whether and how primitive camping would be allowed as part of the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action. Zone 1 allows primitive camping; Zone 2 allows primitive camping in
limited areas (limited camping); and Zone 3 does not allow camping.
Comment – BRC is concerned about the focus on primitive camping. The PA does not clarify what that
term means. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to tent camping. BRC believes the term
as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the
project area. BRC recommends the planning team review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and
adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and
dispersed camping.

Comment – BRC supports.

OHV RECREATION ZONES
OHV Zones - The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action identifies three OHV recreation zones.
Zone 1 allows distributed OHV recreation and would allow concentrated OHV recreation. Zone 2 and
Zone 3 both allow trails-only OHV recreation; however, Zone 2 would allow concentrated OHV
recreation and Zone 3 would not. Primary concentrated OHV recreation areas are also identified to
show locations where concentrated OHV recreation is identified as part of the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action. Specialty and training tracks for OHV recreation are allowed in Zones 1 and
2.
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Focused Development Areas (DFA)
DFA - Focused development areas are locations where new and improved facilities will be prioritized in
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The focused development areas range in types of facilities that are included,
but are intended to provide focused areas of recreational and operational activity and will help shape
where and how people engage in OHV recreation and camping. Focused development areas will help
maintain the rugged natural quality in other areas of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Comment – BRC supports a BLM SRMA designation in the project area that will allow the BLM to
manage these lands with an emphasis on recreation, and the existing MOU with State Parks would
continue. BRC is concerned that a proposed geothermal-only Development Focus Area (DFA) overlay
could impact a significant portion of the proposed SRMA.
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Should a geothermal-only DFA overlay the SRMA, BRC recommends that geothermal development will
be allowed with a "no surface occupancy" restriction.

Comment Letter #97 - Page 9

BRC thanks the planning team for reviewing our comments and we look forward to working with the
SVRA during this process.
Sincerely,

SPECIAL EVENT STAGING AREAS (EA)
EA - Staging Areas are locations where visitors assemble as part of an OHV ride or another
activity or event. Staging Areas are identified in the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action as
a way to streamline the review process for events and provide a standard location for camping and
staging activities that occur as a part of special events. Staging Areas were identified based on past
usage; accessibility; and a preliminary review of natural, cultural, and physical resources.
Comment - BRC is concerned the PA indicates areas will be identified where OHV events may be allowed
in future planning efforts. BRC believes that permitted events should be authorized in the same manner
as the PA authorizes “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

RESOURCE OVERLAY ZONE (RZ)
RZ - The Resource Overlay Zone is a planning tool that has been used to inform the development of the
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action. Areas included in the Resource Overlay Zone will be a
priority for focused studies in the future. Although not all areas included in the Resource Overlay Zone
are necessarily sensitive and in need of protection, some areas will be subject to additional resource
Protection measures. Specific resource management policies and programs will be developed as part
of the Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan to ensure the sustainability of Ocotillo Wells SVRA
and to ensure that recreation opportunities and visitor facilities are compatible with resource
management.
The Resource Overlay Zone includes Sensitive Vegetation Areas, including mesquite dunes and
ironwoods, and areas once covered by the Ancient Shoreline of Lake Cahuilla. Other areas were also
identified based on existing or planned resource management activities in Ocotillo Wells SVRA and
are intended to reinforce those ongoing efforts.
Comment – BRC is concerned about the RZ overlay on lands identified in the PA for casual, dispersed,
event-based OHV recreation. BRC supports environmentally sound OHV recreation management
prescriptions including those found in the Soil Conservation Standard Guidelines for Off-Highway Vehicle
Recreation Management to limit soil erosion and water runoff and staying on designated trails “trails
only” is encouraged.
BRC also remains concerned about the trail-only focus - that also includes wash-trail designations- and
how the resultant loss of historic OHV open opportunities might be further compounded by an overlay
of highly restrictive RZ management prescriptions.
BRC urges the planning team to understand and develop a final plan that secures Ocotillo Wells SVRA as
a destination OHV recreation where a wide range of motorized casual and permitted activities occur on
a diverse system of designated roads, trails, and areas.
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Don
Don Amador
Western Representative
BlueRibbon Coalition, Inc.
555 Honey Lane
Oakley, CA 94561
Office: 925.625.6287
Email: brdon@sharetrails.org
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: save the open riding opportunity
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:17:22 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Dale Warmuth <dale@leons-carcare.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 2:05 PM
Subject: save the open riding opportunity
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Comment Letter #98 - Page 1

I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of
trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent
possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.

I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed
in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and
areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

In advance thanks for reviewing my comments
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,

Respectfully

661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Dear Planning group

Dale Warmuth
Leon’s Car Care Center

Accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to
conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
Myself Dale Warmuth and my wife have traveled a couple of times to this SVRA and enjoyed the open
riding opportunity
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important
mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open”
designations where appropriate in the final plan.

The agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval of
competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be
accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project
area.

C-136

929 Broadway
Eureka CA. 95501
(707)444-9636
Or..you can find us on the world wide web
“Leons-carcare.com”
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells OHV
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:18:18 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Dan Harris <Dan.Harris@kmc-usa.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 4:44 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells OHV
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I rode motorcycles in the mid 1970's and I know it kept me out of trouble and focused.
Now I drive sidexsides and my grand kids ride motorcycles in the Ocotillo Wells area.
It has a special meaning to get together with family and explore without the
distractions of modern technology (cell phones) and cities and enjoy God's beauty. I
pray my grand kids can grow up with the opportunity I was given to respect, enjoy,
and explore the Ocotillo Wells area. Our family tradition of riding and enjoying the
desert is rare however of the upmost importance.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known,
historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved”
routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
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primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of
the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping
patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible,
trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the
SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Dan Harris
Sr. Events Coordinator
Consumer Events
Kawasaki Motors Corp., U.S.A.
Tel: (949) 770-0400 ext 2624
Cell: (949) 525-6839
email dan.harris@kmc-usa.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells svra
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:18:42 PM

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments for Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:19:00 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Don Blair <kclblair@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells svra
To: info@planocotillowells.org, BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Catherine Ciofalo <edsarsmto@yahoo.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 6:25 PM
Subject: Comments for Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
To: info@planocotillowells.org, BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:

Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative / Proposed Action (pa) Ocotillo
Wells SVRA and the BLM_CA_OCOTILLO_WELLS_RAMP@BLM.GOV notice of intent
to conduct an environmental review k for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial Cò.
I am concerned with the plans "trails only" focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the
BLM_CA_OCOTILLO_WELLS_RAMP@BLM.GOV to include "Open" designations
where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known "pre-approved " routes or area's from
which an event can choose.
I support the SVRA s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support the efforts by State
Parks and the BLM_CA_OCOTILLO_WELLS_RAMP@BLM.GOV to acquire non public
lands to enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on "primitive camping ". Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer / rv camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/rv camping/ tent camping patterns and adjust the final
plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and r v developed and
dispersed camping
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OH events may be
allowed in the future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for "California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only.
Thanks for reviewing my comments
Don Blair
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Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team
These are my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA).
I am writing as a private citizen who enjoys archaeology and wildflowers with an extended
family who likes to explore areas using ATVs and sandrails.
With respect to the plan’s “trails-only” focus. This area has offered both trails and open
riding. I do not advocate open areas to race mindlessly back and forth. I do believe that
getting off the road and exploring is good for the soul. It is important to me to be able to go
to quiet places and when see the plants and artifacts, I feel connected to the past and to the
earth. Yes, some places need to be sheltered but not all. And some special places need to be
allowed to draw seekers to them. We don't need to razor wire all of our churches and sacred
sites.
I hope State Parks will continue to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final
plan.
With regard to events and permits, this has grown messy and convuluted. Certain areas and
certain groups have historically held events. These events need to be planned for and
provided for; maybe on a ten year plan. Maybe setup criteria so there are alternating sites,
years or seasons if erosion and impact are too great. Maybe we need to limit size. I believe we
need to accept that there will be impact in some areas and the best way to deal with this is to
plan, schedule, work out the mitigation plans and accept it. Trying to restore these heavy
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useage sites back to pre-historic pristine level is too costly; lets create a working landscape for
the event sites and save the important restoration for drainages. CRM sites and critical biocommunities. There also needs to be some accommodation for new or small groups to get
usage.
Ocatilla Wells has always made an outstanding effort to protect and educate the public
regarding the many cultural and natural resources that exist in the project area. This includes
the use of many volunteer groups. By engaging volunteers, you are building important
relationship between the lands and communities of diverse interests. I hoped to see volunteers
and volunteer accommodations more emphasized in your plans.
I hope to see that you engage more children and youth to become invested in these special
lands. This is not going to happen by driving down a dirt road from brown point A to beige
point B. Children and youth need to experience with all their senses, by doing, by being out
at sunrise, by being out in weather, by picking up rocks, by seeing what is behind that hill, by
hearing the stories and feeling the heat and the wind - then they may become engage; we can
only hope they are not lost to their phones and tablets.
Thanks for listening. The big events and clubs have loud voices. Please remember the quiet
users and allow our children to have adventures.
Regards,
Catherine Ciofalo
PO Box 246 Coloma, CA95613
edsarsmto@yahoo.com
I’m in the business of happiness, because when people are connected to the land, they are
happier. http://arconservancy.org
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: BLM CA Ocotillo Wells Ramp comments.
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:20:57 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Frank Havlik <fhavlik@comcast.net>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 6:31 PM
Subject: BLM CA Ocotillo Wells Ramp comments.
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
As an off road motorcycle enthusiast for over 40 years, who has ridden from New England to
the Mountain west to the West coast and Mexico. I believe that it is extremely important to
maintain and enhance every available riding opportunity. Off-road recreation is continuing to
grow, and every opportunity to enhance access needs to be pursued.
I am deeplyconcerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the
BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
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camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Frank Havlik
13751 Davos Drive
Truckee, CA 96161
530-587-5017
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments on PA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:21:30 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Phillips, Coleman J <Coleman.Phillips@hospira.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 7:59 AM
Subject: Comments on PA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
(PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review
for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

I have been riding at Ocotillo Wells area for many years starting back in the early
70’s. this is where 4 generations of my family come to play so please consider us
and any decision. You have heard it many times but it is true. I raised my kids to
be good citizens and respect the land and it’s resources and they have taught their
kids. This sport is way better than sitting in front of a TV playing games.

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to

C-140

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #103 - Page 2

expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.

I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most
of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent
camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum
extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.

I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with
the SVRA and BLM on this project.

Respectfully submitted,

Jody Phillips
69487 Sharp Road
North Bend, OR 97459
541-840-3640
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT. This email and any attachment is for the sole use of the
intended recipient and may contain private, confidential and/or privileged information that
may be subject to Hospira internal policies. If you are not the intended recipient, any
dissemination, distribution or copying is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
transmission in error, please notify Hospira immediately by return email or by email to
privacypostmaster@hospira.com and delete the message and all copies and attachments from
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells Comments
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:21:53 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Rick Guidice <guidicer@gte.net>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 8:29 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells Comments
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Comment Letter #104 - Page 2

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.

I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.

Dear Planners and Land Managers:

I represent the California Enduro Rider Association (CREA) and a number of families and
individuals in the greater San Francisco bay area and northern California which are interested
in public lands issues and the preservation of public access and multi-purpose recreation
opportunities on public lands. The comments submitted are to help shape future management
and to develop safeguards for the conservation and maintenance of cultural well-being
provided in recreation opportunities on our public lands.

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.

Regards
Rick Guidice
LAO Officer California Enduro Riders Associates

My Family and friends often vacation at Ocotillo Wells and enjoy freedom the current open
designation provides.

Director and chief planner at Conservation Planning Coalition
Principle and chief designer at Rick Guidice and Associates
CERA, AMA, BRC, CPC, UTMA, ACT

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.

21 Mariposa Ave
Los Gatos, CA 95030
408-354-7787

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.

guidicer@gte.net

Thanks
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Rick
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells Proposed Action Plan
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:23:14 PM
Ocotillo Wells.docx

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Barbara Rowland <bjeeper77@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 9:43 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells Proposed Action Plan
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Please see attached document submitted for comment regarding Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Barbara Rowland
Florence, Oregon
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocatillo Wells OHV area
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:28:11 PM

Comment Letter #106 - Page 2

Respectfully submitted,
Nicholas Puck

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Wolfie Puck <wolfie831@hotmail.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 5:26 PM
Subject: Ocatillo Wells OHV area
To: "info@planocotillowells.org" <info@planocotillowells.org>,
"BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov" <blm_ca_ocotillo_wells_ramp@blm.gov>

To the BLM:

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.

I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping
is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional
ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.

I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:28:42 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Pete Peterson <scribbler142@yahoo.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 12:34 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Dear Carrie Simmons and Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am a father of four boys and a motocross and off-road motorcycle rider. Please keep riding areas open
for this generation and the next.
Respectfully submitted,
Pete Peterson

Comment Letter #108 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo wells SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:29:08 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Kenny Yarnall <kyslasher@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 5:52 PM
Subject: Ocotillo wells SVRA
To: "info@planocotillowells.org" <info@planocotillowells.org>
Cc: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>
Date: 4-3-15
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear planning team
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I've been camping at the S-22 area of the park since I was 6 years old. I'm now 33. The desert
is like no other in the country and people such as myself have a huge appreciation of the
land. I've explored almost ever inch, respecting the desert but also enjoying it as it was meant
to be. To take away the exploration is removing the blood and strive that many of us live for.
It would be another huge blow to true off road enthusiasts.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
Sincerely
Kenny Yarnall
Hemet, ca.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:29:37 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Ron Oliver <rroliver2nd@gmail.com>
Date: Sat, Apr 4, 2015 at 11:28 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells
To: info@planocotillowells.org, BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
I enjoy the beauty and freedom that Ocotillo Wells and lands like it have provided my family for
years. Please be careful not to issue mitigation measures that would infringe on ability to enjoy
these lands.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Ron Oliver

Comment Letter #110 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:30:10 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Jeff Norton <sandman468@me.com>
Date: Sat, Apr 4, 2015 at 8:51 AM
Subject: Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
To: info@planocotillowells.org, BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Cc: Jeff Norton <sandman468@me.com>
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan. My family and I truly enjoy
the open riding opportunities. My concern is that creating “trail only” will create a higher
level of traffic on the trails that may create a safety issue.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
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camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Jeff Norton
626-926-8647

Comment Letter #111 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd:
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:30:45 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: <btrickman@yahoo.com>
Date: Sat, Apr 4, 2015 at 12:32 PM
Subject:
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft
Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular
Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review
for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in
Imperial County.
[INSERT BUSINESS NAME, PERSONAL
STORY, HOW FAMILY USES
OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA, ETC]
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only”
focus in an area that has historically offered
an important mix of trails and open riding
opportunities. I urge State Parks and the
BLM to include “Open” designations where
appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a
streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and
other permitted events that are well-known,
historic, and reoccurring. This can be

C-147

APPENDIX C-2: Comment Letters
Comment Letter #111 - Page 2

Comment Letter #111 - Page 3

upbringing and memories I experienced here would be a tragedy. I can't even begin to
describe the amount of memories I have from being with good friends, families, and camping
groups that have made some of the greatest parts of my life. It's where we have gone to get
away from reality, celebrate, watch marriage proposals, mourn our friends list who loved it
with us and celebrate their life. We have grown up here and we are a community of good fun
loving people... To take this away would be ripping all of of that away from us. Ocotillo is
our escape and our place of release where we can be who we are with our family (blood or not
we are all a desert family) and not have a care in the world. But we also respect the land, we
pack out what we pack in and even clean up after camps that don't. Please don't rob us of our
oasis. Blake Rickman

accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an
event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted, Blake rickman.
I've grown up riding here with my friends and family, and to rob my children of the same
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells planning
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:30:55 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Kyle Laudner <kylelaudner@gmail.com>
Date: Sat, Apr 4, 2015 at 1:33 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells planning
To: info@planocotillowells.org, BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Date:4/4/15
Attention:
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I have a lot of personal history with Ocotillo Wells and the surrounding desert area. I've been
riding motorcycles, driving jeeps and trucks, and generally enjoying and camping in the area
since I was a kid, probably over the last 20 years. Never have I felt that the usage of the area
or the oversight or operation of these areas were negative, and in fact, very successful.
Particularly the Ocotillo Wells SVRA, the rangers there, and the camping rules and facilities,
on top of the wide range of trails and open area. It has a little bit of everything, for all
different types of off-road enthusiasts and campers.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
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approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Kyle Laudner
El Cajon, CA
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:31:12 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: <russlord@comcast.net>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 5:23 AM
Subject: OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov, info@planocotillowells.org

Comment Letter #113 - Page 2

The HQ believes it is important for the OHV community to weigh on this planning effort in a large numbers to show support for continued OHV recreation at the
park.
Please take a few minutes to utilize the some or all of the comments below in a personal letter to the agencies. It will make a difference!!!
COMMENTS DUE ON OR BEFORE APRIL 6, 2015
SAMPLE COMMENT LETTER
Date:
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

Home » community » ACTION ALERT FOR OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA – Letters Due April 6, 2015!

ACTION ALERT FOR OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA – Letters Due April 6,
2015!
By: DR Staff
Friday, April 3, 2015
4
Photos by Emily Klinger.
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area

SHARED FROM:
http://thegeneralsrecreationden.blogspot.com/2015/04/action-alert-forocotillo-wells-svra.html
The Recreation HQ is issuing a special ACTION ALERT urging OHV recreationists and related businesses to send in a comment letter on the Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

SVRA Plan Link
http://ocotillowells.s3.amazonaws.com/static/OcotilloWellsSVRA_PrefAltPropAction_2015.03.03.pdf
BLM NOI Link
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/info/newsroom/2015/february/ocotillo.html
This hybrid planning effort by State Parks and the BLM will guide management and OHV use at the SVRA for the next 10-20 years.
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I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State
Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important values and resources that exist in the project area.
I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area.
I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer
and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted
events should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells Comments
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:31:34 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Chris Denison <christopher.denison@bonniercorp.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 7:57 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells Comments
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
This area provides an outstanding place for families and responsible OHV users to recreate, and I have
experienced firsthand the tremendous care, respect, and dignity with which off-road motorcycle users
have visited the area. Not only does the majority of the OHV community that uses Ocotillo Wells care
a great deal about the area and work to keep it in great shape, but our frequent visits there help to
stimulate the local economy by way of the gas, food, fuel, and hotel rooms that OHV users purchase
locally.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important
mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open”
designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval
of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be
accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project
area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of
trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent
possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed
in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and
areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on
this project.
Respectfully submitted,

Chris Denison
Editor, Dirt Rider
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15215 Alton Parkway, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92618
chris.denison@bonniercorp.com
www.dirtrider.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Comment Letter #115 - Page 2

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Plan comments attached
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:32:09 PM
Ocotillo Wells comments.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Nick Haris <nharis@ama-cycle.org>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:00 AM
Subject: Plan comments attached
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>

Please see attached comments.

Sincerely,

6981 Kona Drive, Placerville, CA 95667
T: (530) 626-4250 F: (530) 626-4707

AmericanMotorcyclist.com

April 3, 2015
Tina Robinson
General Plan Project Manager
5172 Highway 78, #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
Email: info@planocotillowells.org
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Members of the Planning Team:

Nick

Nicholas Haris
Western States Representative
American Motorcyclist Association
(530) 626 4250

The information contained in this message may be confidential. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or
an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
reliance upon, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication, or the information contained in it, is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and
deleting it from your computer. Thank you. American Motorcyclist Association, Inc.

The following comments are submitted in reference to the ongoing proposed action for the Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area. This facility, managed jointly by California State Parks, OHV Division
and the Bureau of Land Management, is very important to the members of the American Motorcyclist
Association.
Founded in 1924, the AMA is the premier advocate for the motorcycling community and lifestyle. Our
members are interested in any action that may affect their enjoyment of motorcycles. Our mission is to
promote the motorcycle lifestyle and protect the future of motorcycling. However, this submission shall
not preclude other individual AMA members, clubs or district organizations from submitting their own
additional comments or support letters.
The proposed General Plan for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA includes the opportunity to determine whether
or not certain land-use designations on some parcels within the planning boundaries should be altered in
order to both facilitate consistent management and user experiences throughout the facility. The AMA
supports this concept and welcomes the decision to pursue managing the entire SVRA and adjoining
lands in this consistent manner.
We recognize the unique challenge faced by planners when attempting to coordinate this planning effort
and support the SVRA’s ongoing efforts to educate the visitors about the many important values and
resources that exist within the project area. We fully support efforts by state parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands within the project area.
That being said, we are apprehensive about some areas within the plan that seem to pre-determine a trailsonly emphasis in areas that have generally offered a combination of trails and open riding opportunities.
We urge the adoption of open designations that include a system of trails that are identified and
encouraged while still preserving the recreational opportunities that are unique to a designated open area.
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The draft of the proposed general plan identifies three potential off-highway vehicle recreation zones but
offers descriptions that we feel are subject to a variety of interpretations. These terms -- distributed,
concentrated and trails-only -- must be clearly described and defined in the final document.
For example: the AMA is concerned with the proposed designation of a Trails-Only OHV Recreation area
within Zone 2, north of S-22. This area offers a unique geography that does not lend itself well to the
trails-only designation. The land is susceptible to erosion and therefore could degrade significantly after a
rain event. Instead of mandating a route designation, the identification of preferred and encouraged trails
and washes, both on maps and through appropriate signage, would be preferable to specific designations
in these areas. The AMA therefore recommends that the Zone 2 Area north of S-22 be designated as a
Concentrated OHV Area instead of a trails-only one.
Given the aforementioned conditions on the ground throughout much of the planning area, the AMA
recommends that the majority of Ocotillo Wells remain a Concentrated OHV Recreation area to the
maximum extent feasible. We support identifying a network of preferred trails and washes that can
provide a self-guided tour experience and link the many unique geographic features of the area but still
allows for exploration and flexibility as conditions change.
Likewise, given that the potential for geothermal energy development remains within the boundaries of
the planning area, we strongly suggest that any such operations only be allowed in a manner that limits or
eliminates surface occupancy. Mitigation efforts must include the development of alternative routes to
allow for continued vehicular access, with similar recreational experiences and opportunities. In addition
to continued access, mitigation shall include touring routes that circumvent any closed areas and allow for
directional and interpretive signs to be placed at strategic locations along the route to maintain a
contiguous travel network. In all cases, be it the loss of open lands, or access to specific areas or
recreational opportunities, projects must include a no net-loss mitigation stipulation.
Another important issue is a commitment to the creation of a streamlined special event permitting
process. The use of a joint set of rules and regulations by both state parks and the BLM, coupled with an
agreement to allow one agency to be the lead on these types of requests, is critical. Efforts to expedite the
approval of competitive events and other permitted uses, especially those that use consistent routes or
areas, will allow for a timely and cost effective process. This can be further simplified through the
inclusion of known pre-approved routes or identified areas in the planning document that have been
reviewed and cleared for potential environmental, cultural or historical restrictions. Identification of said
routes and areas from which an event organizer can choose, if they so decide, as well as a commitment to
eliminate or reduce redundant paperwork and stipulations when events take place on both BLM and parks
lands, is critical. Most importantly it will allow smaller clubs to host historically enjoyed events and
continue to do so without fear of undue requirements, excessive fees and burdensome cost-recovery
stipulations making these events economically impossible.
The AMA appreciates the opportunity to be involved in this important public planning process. Please do
not hesitate to contact me at any time regarding this or any other related issues.

Nicholas Haris
Western States Representative
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Comments on PA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:32:42 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Scott Linden <linden57@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 2:22 PM
Subject: Comments on PA for Ocotillo Wells SVRA
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
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same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted
Scott Linden

Comment Letter #117 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:33:01 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Jones, Philip@FTB <Philip.Jones@ftb.ca.gov>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:29 AM
Subject: OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>, "info@planocotillowells.org"
<info@planocotillowells.org>

Dear Planning Team:

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
(PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review
for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.

I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most
of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent
camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum
extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
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I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with
the SVRA and BLM on this project.

Respectfully submitted,

Philip Jones
5114 Walnut Haven Ln
Carmichael, Ca 95608
Cell 916.996.4063

Comment Letter #118 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plans
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:33:04 PM
Carrie Simmons email.docx

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Don Emde <donemde@me.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:42 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plans
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

April 6, 2015

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Dear Planning Team:

Philip Jones
Ph# (916)845-3183
Collection Systems Development Section

Compliance Systems Bureau

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email from the State of California is for the sole use of
the intended recipient and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review or use, including disclosure or distribution, is prohibited. If you are not
the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of this email.

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed
Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an
environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial
County.
Me and my family have been riding motorcycles and driving dune buggies and
side-by-side UTVs at Ocotillo Wells since the 1960s. It has been our “home”
recreation area now through different generations as we have grown and had
families of our own. I also have a business in the motorcycle industry that
serves the off-road market and is impacted from the economic rise or fall due
to activities at Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has
historically offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I
urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where
appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process
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to expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are
well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through
known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public
regarding the many important values and resources that exist in the project
area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public
lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the
project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout
most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate,
to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted
events should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the
plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.

Comment Letter #119 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:33:16 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Sean Klinger <sean.klinger@bonniercorp.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:43 AM
Subject: Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
Camping in Ocotillo Wells has been a tradition in my family for decades. As an enthusiast and
member of the motorcycle media I urge you to take into account the following concerns.

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working
with the SVRA and BLM on this project.

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.

Respectfully submitted,

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.

Don Emde
11 Byron Close
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

President
Don Emde, Inc.
92 Argonaut, Suite 160
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
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and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Sean Klinger
Associate Editor, Dirt Rider
15215 Alton Parkway Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92618
760.707.1090
sean.klinger@bonniercorp.com
www.dirtrider.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:34:15 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Doug Cwiak <dwcwiak@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 9:59 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
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Respectfully submitted,
Douglas W. Cwiak

Comment Letter #121 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:34:51 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Craig Boyd <Craig.Boyd@kmc-usa.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:58 AM
Subject: Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular
Recreation Area
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Cc: info@planocotillowells.org
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
Being a family man who's camped in many recreational areas over the last 28 years
with families that have done the same over 50 years I have seen many presidents
pass through government and the pattern of recreational lifestyles during different
governing bodies associated with each agenda. I've seen the closure of many areas
and millions of acres of recreational lands piece by piece in what seems to be a slow
and precise, determined act of total closures of recreational areas to off highway
vehicles and the vehicles necessary to transport the families and off highway
vehicles. It has been a great way to bind family and friendships and keep my children
focused on wholesome family time with good values and life long memories.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known,
historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved”
routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of
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the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping
patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible,
trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the
SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Craig Boyd
9950 Jeronimo Road,
Irvine CA 92618-2084

Comment Letter #122 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:35:48 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: sean.finley@digitalthrottle.com <sean.finley@digitalthrottle.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 1:47 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells SVRA
To: "BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>

Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,
661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Dear Planning Team:

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.

I am 46 years old and have grown up riding in the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation
Area. My parents started taking me to ride in this area from a very young age and my own
children (now in their early 20’s) have also grown up riding in the area. I grew up in San
Diego and now live in Lake Elsinore and it is a regular meeting spot for family and friends.

I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
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approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.

I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.

Comment Letter #122 - Page 3

Digital Throttle, LLC

Sean.Finley@DigitalThrottle.com | www.DigitalThrottle.com | Media Kit
Office (949) 207-3209 | Mobile (323) 630-2182 | Fax (949) 207-3209
30200 Rancho Viejo Road, Suite I | San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675

I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in
a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the
planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.

I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.

Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.

Thank you,
Sean

Home address:
30717 Via Bonica
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530

Sean Finley
President, Motorcycle Group
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Scoping Comments - Ocotillo Wells SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:36:08 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Randy Banis <RBanis@deathvalley.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 4:44 PM
Subject: Scoping Comments - Ocotillo Wells SVRA
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear BLM Staff,
Kindly accept my public scoping comments for the environmental review of the Ocotillo
Wells SVRA.
1. The environmental review should evaluate designating the BLM parcels within the SVRA
as an OHV open use area. A "trails only" focus would simply be route designation on limited
use lands. Such a focus would ignore the historic open riding opportunities on these parcels.
2. The environmental review should consider the option of a land swap involving BLM
parcels in the Ocotillo Wells SVRA with State Parks parcels from the recent East Kern
Acquisition. Consolidating Ocotillo Wells SVRA parcels under State Parks ownership and
Jawbone area parcels under BLM ownership would be a win-win for recreation in both
locations.
3. The environmental review should consider developing a streamlined permitting process for
events in the SVRA.
4. The environmental review should evaluate both the need for both primitive and developed
camping opportunities.
Thank you for your kind consideration of my comments.
Regards,
Randy Banis
Chairman, Public Lands Roundtable of Ridgecrest
44404 16th St W Ste 204
Lancaster, CA 93534
(661) 942-2429

Comment Letter #124 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Gelbman, Matt; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:36:43 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Joe Quinn <hophantom@aol.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:25 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells
To: info@planocotillowells.org
Cc: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
My family and I have been going out to the Ocotillo Well Recreation Area for years and this is an
extremely important part of our lives. The Ocotillo Wells Recreation area also allows our
extended family and friends to gather and keep in touch. Our kids play together and my great
uncle flies out to join us during our trips. We enjoy Ocotillo Wells BECAUSE of its family
atmosphere. Other riding areas do not offer the openness and family friendly riding abilities. I
can’t even begin to imagine a life without our family adventures to Ocotillo Wells. It would not
only break my heart, but the heart of my two daughters. I don’t know how I could break the news
to them if for some reason we were unable to camp and ride “family style” in the Ocotillo Wells
Recreation Area. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE keep Ocotillo Wells open as it is today for the
continued family enjoyment.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
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BLM on this project. Please feel free to contact me for any additional input.
Respectfully submitted,
Joe Quinn

Comment Letter #125 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:37:28 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Joe Quinn <hophantom@aol.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 8:42 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Cc: info@planocotillowells.org
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo
Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area
in Imperial County.
My family and I have been going out to the Ocotillo Well Recreation Area for years and this is an
extremely important part of our lives. The Ocotillo Wells Recreation area also allows our
extended family and friends to gather and keep in touch. Our kids play together and my great
uncle flies out to join us during our trips. We enjoy Ocotillo Wells BECAUSE of its family
atmosphere. Other riding areas do not offer the openness and family friendly riding abilities. I
can’t even begin to imagine a life without our family adventures to Ocotillo Wells. It would not
only break my heart, but the heart of my two daughters. I don’t know how I could break the news
to them if for some reason we were unable to camp and ride “family style” in the Ocotillo Wells
Recreation Area. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE keep Ocotillo Wells open as it is today for the
continued family enjoyment.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include
“Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring.
This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event
organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks
and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational
opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban
of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review
historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be
allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same
status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special
Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and
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BLM on this project. Please feel free to contact me for any additional input.
Respectfully submitted,
Linda Quinn

Comment Letter #126 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Ocotillo Wells
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:37:36 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Matt Poland <matt.poland@yahoo.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 9:11 PM
Subject: Ocotillo Wells
To: "info@planocotillowells.org" <info@planocotillowells.org>,
"BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov"
<BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov>
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
(PA) for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau
of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental
review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My family and friends camp a few times a year in our RV's and ride dirt bikes and
quads in the park. The open riding is done on dirt bikes with minimal impact.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State
Parks and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final
plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are wellknown, historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “preapproved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding
the many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also
support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further
enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout
most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the
maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
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Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working
with the SVRA and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,

Comment Letter #127 - Page 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: Public land
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:37:47 PM

Matt Poland
Huntington Beach & Canyon Lake, CA

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: <snore1600rep@aol.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 9:39 AM
Subject: Public land
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for Ocotillo Wells
State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Notice of Intent
(NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
The BLM needs to take a look at the damage they are doing by reducing riding opportunity's and
concentrating a large group into small areas . When this happens more resource damage is done due to
over use . Safety concerns also crop up with to many people in one area . The resin OHV is
so popular is the remoteness . There needs to be an open mind by the BLM on multiple use and not
protecting every inch of land
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an important
mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to include “Open”
designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the approval
of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and reoccurring. This can be
accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from which an event organizer can
choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many important
values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State Parks and the BLM to
acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project
area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive camping is
limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a functional ban of
trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic
trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent
possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY be allowed
in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the same status and
areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA and BLM on
this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Ken Freeman
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov; Lilly Greenhalgh
Fwd: OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
Wednesday, April 08, 2015 1:38:06 PM

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: JP Mattson <jpmattson@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 6, 2015 at 9:16 PM
Subject: OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA
To: info@planocotillowells.org, BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov
Dear Planning Team:
Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA) for
Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
I have grown to love Ocotillo Wells. I purchased my first dirt bike at the age of 30, seeking an
outlet from my stressful job at a fortune 500 telecommunications company in Orange County,
CA. A handful of times each winter, my riding friends and I escape to the beautiful desert for
a camping/riding adventure. I have found the off-road community to be very warm and
respectful. We look out for each other and I can't count how many times someone has stopped
to ask if I need help, even when I've just stopped to rest and enjoy the beautiful terrain. I find
inner peace being able to ride and camp at Ocotillo Wells.
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically offered an
important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks and the BLM to
include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to expedite the
approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known, historic, and
reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved” routes or areas from
which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the many
important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support efforts by State
Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance and consolidate
recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term primitive
camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently interpreted could result in a
functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of the project area. I urge the planning
team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping patterns and adjust the final plan to
accommodate, to the maximum extent possible, trailer and RV developed and dispersed
camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV events MAY
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be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events should be granted the
same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for “California State Parks Sponsored
Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the SVRA
and BLM on this project.
Respectfully submitted,
Jonathan Mattson
27 White Sands
Trabuco Canyon, CA
92679
949-510-3706
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

clsimmon@blm.gov on behalf of Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP, BLM_CA
Gelbman, Matt; tina.robinson@parks.ca.gov
Fwd: Octillo Wells
Wednesday, April 22, 2015 10:39:14 AM

Here is one more form letter that has come in.
-Carrie Simmons
BLM
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Chuck Oliver <ceoj@att.net>
Date: Fri, Apr 17, 2015 at 7:51 AM
Subject: Octillo Wells
To: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

April 17, 2015
Carrie Simmons
BLM, El Centro Field Office,

Comment Letter #129 - Page 2

I believe the agencies should develop a streamlined event permitting process to
expedite the approval of competitive and other permitted events that are well-known,
historic, and reoccurring. This can be accomplished through known “pre-approved”
routes or areas from which an event organizer can choose.
I support the SVRA’s already outstanding efforts to educate the public regarding the
many important values and resources that exist in the project area. I also support
efforts by State Parks and the BLM to acquire non-public lands to further enhance
and consolidate recreational opportunities in the project area.
I am concerned about the focus on “primitive” camping. Historically, the term
primitive camping is limited to tent camping. I believe the term as currently
interpreted could result in a functional ban of trailer/RV camping throughout most of
the project area. I urge the planning team to review historic trailer/RV/tent camping
patterns and adjust the final plan to accommodate, to the maximum extent possible,
trailer and RV developed and dispersed camping.
I am concerned the proposed plan indicates areas will be identified where OHV
events MAY be allowed in future planning efforts. I believe that permitted events
should be granted the same status and areas that are authorized in the plan for
“California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only”.
Thanks in advance for reviewing my comments and I look forward to working with the
SVRA and BLM on this project.

661 S. 4th Street
El Centro, CA 92243
Email: BLM_CA_Ocotillo_Wells_RAMP@blm.gov

Respectfully submitted,

Dear Planning Team:

Diana Tweedy, ESq.

Please accept my comments on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action (PA)
for Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Notice of Intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review for the
Ocotillo Wells Recreation Area in Imperial County.
My friends and family love to take trips to Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation
Area to ride dirt bikes and explore this perfect place to ride with the children. It is a
perfect place to to get out of doors and our children get a taste of real reality and not
just playing computer games on their consoles at home. They make friends with the
other children and have a wonderful time playing and riding their dirt bikes..
I am concerned with the plan’s “trails-only” focus in an area that has historically
offered an important mix of trails and open riding opportunities. I urge State Parks
and the BLM to include “Open” designations where appropriate in the final plan.
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Timestamp What do you think of the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action?
3/7/2015
I am against taking any more land away form the off road community. Do people mishandle the
8:17:35
Desert...Yes, but that is a small minority. I want this area open for my Grand children. I have
been going to OW's since 1986 and have seen many good improvements and hope it will
continue on a positive note.
3/10/2015 Prefer "Legacy" Alternatives in ALL regions of the SVRA
8:28:58
3/10/2015 I can see there has been a lot of work put into the drafts, however, there is simply no reason
16:10:42
OW and the other SVRAs can not continue to operate exactly as they have been. They are
SVRAs, not Anza Borrego and should be managed as SVRAs.
3/11/2015 Oddly enough, I don't disagree with it, so I'll give it a thumbs up.
12:30:26
3/11/2015 1) I like the idea of designating areas for different usages and trust that the management plan
15:21:34
will give a balance between "free and open use" and conservation.
2) I like the areas that have been restricted to allow natural habitat and landscape. It creates
destinations without reducing OHV activities.
3) Most activity is concentrated along the southern edge of the park and many people use
trails south of the highway. I never know if this is allowed or trespassing. Even though these
areas are outside of the park I think they should be addressed in the plan.
4) What about access to the East side? Businesses there enjoy OHV patronage, but is it legal to
go there?

3/12/2015
0:27:24
3/12/2015
13:53:12

Paul Murray
Harbor City, CA
Keep Ocotillo Wells the way it is, don't change a thing. The park was designed as an offroad
park and should be kept wide open with limited regulations and no development what so ever.
If people don't like that they should go somewhere else, because it's what Ocotillo Wells was
designed to for.

3/12/2015
13:54:53

3/17/2015
12:58:15
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California State Parks is funded $12 million annually for hikers and campers.
B.L.M. is funded $1.1 billion annually to oversee Federal Public land users.

What environmental issues should be addressed in the EIR/EIS?
I do believe off roaders need an area for themselves w/o too many issues hindering
there enjoyment. There is much more Desert out there that is protected and
OWSVRA needs to be here for future generations.
None
None.

None, Ocotillo wells is surrounded by thousands of acres that are closed due to
environmental reasons. Ocotillo needs to be the one small exception and not need to
adhere to environmental regulations.
This area is for use by off road vehicles. I do not think that environmental concerns
that are available such as trash pickup and public bathrooms are necessary in this park.
Water is provided for animals in a nice fenced area already. My concern is that your
true intent is to start closing or restricting areas claiming you are protecting the
environment. This is already happening just look at all the stay on trail signs. This is not
unrealistic as this has been the case so many times. If given an inch a mile is taken This
is why you are not trusted and it is unfortunate for everyone.
This area is for use by off road vehicles. I do not think that any more environmental
concerns than are already available such as trash pickup and public bathrooms are
necessary in this park. Water is provided for animals in a nice fenced area already. My
concern is that your true intent is to start closing or restricting areas claiming you are
protecting the environment. This is already happening just look at all the stay on trail
signs. This is not unrealistic as this has been the case so many times. If given an inch a
mile is taken This is why you are not trusted and it is unfortunate for everyone.
The Mission of the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation (OHMVR) Division is to
provide leadership statewide in the area of off-highway vehicle (OHV) recreation; to
acquire, develop, and operate state-owned vehicular recreation areas.

Name

Email
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Federal E.P.A. is funded $7.89 billion annually.
California E.P.A. is funded $366 million annually.
OHVMR is funded annually by a 1972 California gas tax and Green Sticker registration fee for
Off Road Vehicle operators to have land to ride on. A single, simple purpose.
OHMVR engaging in any ALTERNATIVE action other than ACQUIRING and managing land for off
road use is misappropriating those funds.
Focus on your Job.

3/18/2015
10:46:03
3/18/2015
22:45:21

3/19/2015
1:20:18

1) Disallow private land ownership within public lands and parks borders.
2) Allow open camping and open riding off trail in all areas within public lands and parks
borders including all BLM managed lands.
As a whole, I am feeling rather positive about the plan. The only issue that concerns me at this
time is the creation of more restricted riding areas and the working that they can be expanded
at any time. My concern is that with little pressure, the restricted areas could be enlarged to a
great extent.
I would like to see a plan in place to define how and when the restrictions can be changed. In
reality, I feel that there is no need for the restrictions. According to the presenters in Temecula,
the two areas that are in the plan to become restricted are already used by the visitors in the
same manor as described in the plan. So, if they are already being used in that manor, why
change the status?
It is a good attempt at alleviating some of the issues that have come to the forefront as the
park's popularity has increased. I liked that Brian said that St. Parks have to be adaptive.
We think the time of open/distributed riding should come to an end, though. Every bit of
Southern California land has some sort of human impact. Protection for future generations
must be in place. So this draft has not quite gone far enough, but has gone in good directions.
All of the park should have only designated routes. There could be concentrated areas for hillclimbs, motocross and atv tracks---some specialized and contained areas. The majority of the
area would be on designated routes. This would solve some of the safety, the camping chaos,
and dust issues.

The Ocotillo Wells SVRA site was chosen because of it's unique indifference
(regarding offroading) to environmental impact. It is simply not sensitive to riding.
Home of 75 years of military artillery, tank and aircraft bombing exercises. Natural
flash flooding and wind sweeping renew its ugly beauty each off season.
Ocotillo,Chollas and other local flora will not grow there because of its salty, ocean
bottom make up.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA was created to put knobby tires to dirt. Not to educate or
entertain. Not to facilitate camping or bulldoze roads. Not to promote ecology or
eradicate invasive plants.
Our State has other agencies for that.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA should STICK TO THE MISSION it was funded for and focus on
ACQUIRING MORE LAND!
That I believe, my fellow desert lovers...will mitigate our impact on the California
desert.
Tom Harrington Ocotillo Wells
None. There are over 11 million acres of public land untouched by vehicular traffic.
The 85,000 acres in question have a miniscule impact on the overall areas. All existing
noise and emissions laws are fine as is. If a lizard is endangered by the traffic then it
can go live in the other 11 million acres.
My thoughts on this issue involve the addition of RV parking with water and power. In
my opinion, this environment is better suited to dry camping. Adding power and water
is only going to encourage non desert camping. People that have little or no
knowledge of the requirements and privileges of the desert. Also, if on-site dumping is
not provided, the allure of power and water goes away.
Also, the requirements to bring those facilities to a semi remote area are very costly
and invasive.
Human health and safety issues:
I have avoided Ocotillo because of the noise, dust and "crazy" driving rumors I have
heard about. I've also been told that the park has been "trashed" due to
open/distributed riding so it is not the type of desert experience that a desert lover
would enjoy.
So, having designated routes with other small areas set aside for specific-types of
riding would help this. Aligning them with camping sites would reduce the travel to
these sites. No driving in and around the camp areas would make it easier for people
to find a quiet and clean campsite. Emissions and dust don't go with camping.
We like to tour and enjoy the desert. Camping is the time to have a quiet enjoyment
of the desert environment. So the speedsters, climbers and racers need to be allowed
to go in certain designated areas that challenge them. These areas that generate dust,
noise and emissions can be mitigated more easily if contained.
The wildlife are of great concern to me. Since the flat-tailed horned lizard merits
"listing", having designated trails throughout the whole park may help their recovery.

C-174

APPENDIX C-3: Comments Submitted on planocotillowells.org
Of course, they are not the only organisms that suffer, so this could help them all.
Seeing wildlife is an exciting part of going to state parks, particularly ones that have
ohv routes.
Minimizing the number of routes could help with water quality as well. Truck haven
should have a few main roads that would stay in 4 main washes with a designated
route in each. These could avoid some of the sensitive habitat. Also, Big Horn sheep
eat the Cat's Claw pods and those areas need to be avoided.
So, air quality, water quality and wildlife protection are our major concerns. Making
the park more like AB would make it more likely to survive for future generations to
enjoy. Some sacrifice areas near some camping, event areas and tracks could be
contained allowing for the specific types of riding that is not the type really intended
for State Parks--that being access and touring.
I personally think those(climbing, jumping, speeding,etc.) types are not what
state/federal taxpayers should have to support. Those are specialized activities that
should be supported by private entrepreneurs.--but that's a whole other topic.

3/20/2015
16:42:39

Designated routes that are for low-speeds/touring would help with safety. Good maps
that show these routes and the difficulty rating of all of them with also help.
From a recreational perspective it looks very comprehensive and supports OHV use as well as
The benefits of geothermal energy to the renewable portfolio standard, greenhouse
protecting the valuable natural resources in the area. Ormat Technologies, Inc. is a renewable
reduction goals and baseload power for California. Geothermal energy also provides a
energy company with existing geothermal operations in Imperial County. Ormat also holds BLM substantial economic benefit to Imperial County in taxes and employment.
and private geothermal leases in the eastern portion of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA. We look
forward to working with State Parks and the BLM to develop geothermal energy projects that
support California's renewable portfolio standard and greenhouse gas reduction goals but also
work synergistically with the recreational users of the area.

Charlene
Wardlow

cwardlow@ormat.com

Richard
Schierbeck

bmpytrl@gmail.com

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scoping document.
Sincerely,
3/20/2015
16:47:57
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Charlene Wardlow
I don't think that there are enough details on what is and isn't allowed in the new zones.
Camping- I feel that camping should be allowed anywhere in the park, but like Anza Borregomaybe no ground fires should be allowed in the more sensitive zone 3 areas.
Recreation zones- I am not sure what it means in Zone 1- It looks to imply that open riding is
possible- make your own path if you want? Is that what you are saying? A lot of this desert
should be left to open riding except for possibly sporadic keep out zones for educational
purposes or something similar. Keep out zones could be made into sheltered areas for rest
stops.
Special Events- It looks like Truck Haven is still considered a special event area- Good. I have
attended the Tierra del Sol event many times over the years and would like to see it continue
to be held in that area. It does have special challenges due to the number folks that come for
the show but are not participants. The show itself is very family oriented and my kid loves to go
and see the event and people at the various challenges.
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3/27/2015
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3/31/2015
8:48:18
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Visitor Services- we like the one in Ocotillo wells and if you have something similar out near
Salton City that would be nice. It is a great place for kids to see and learn about the history of
the area and the special challenges the deserts are facing due to both careless use as well
global environmental challenges. A dump station would be helpful and possibly generate some
additional income for State Parks.
I am very interested in how this plan develops but am concerned that possibly long term users
of the area are going to suffer due to the wants of people that never go there or plan to once
the new rules take effect. I have always picked up my share of other peoples leftovers and I
feel I have been a responsible user of the park. I hope the new rules take into account the
current users of the park and tries to amplify their experience and understands what it means
to their families over several generations.
As a frequent visitor to the Ocotillo Wells area, jeeping and camping since 1967. Currently our
family makes 4 to 5 trips a year to the area.
I would like changes made to the RAMP/AP mapped area zones. Specifically I want the Zone 1
area expanded to include the Truckhaven area north of S22. This area offers changeling
interesting terrain unlike the areas south of S22.
Additionally I feel as the popularity of OHV activity continues to grow and if the actives are
restricted to smaller areas all impacts are amplified and safety becomes a much bigger
concern.
Thank you
Ken Rice
What is the bottom line? Is it to determine whether or not we as users and guests of this area
will not be permitted in the future? What is the project? Is there plans in the future to close off
areas or close this area all together?
I am concerned that the Truckerhaven area is proposed as "trails only" area. This servers to
hem in and further restict apublic land that should be open to all travel.
I understand the enviromental issues we face, and appreciate all the work everyone does. I ask
that you please, leave everything as it is. This will ruin, a very big industry, and mostly, ruin a
place for our future families.
I think it's important to have a plan put together to help outline how to protect our natural
resources, however, even thinking of closing down or shutting off sections of this public land
is heart wrenching. I have personally been camping in Ocotillo wells and truckhaven for the
past 26 years. This is a place for families to come and camp, ride, 4x4, and get away from the
clutter of our cities. We need to keep this land open for everyone, people who want to camp,
hike, walk, ride, drive, whatever it is, this land belongs to everyone.
I support the general goals of providing sustainable OHV recreation opportunities for all,
however, previous efforts in other parts of the desert (like Dove Springs near Mojave) have
restricted access to all in lieu of a "rotating" option mentioned in your plan.
Achieving balance will require input and sweat equity from the State as well as the users.
Users help fund these restoration efforts; restricting our accessibility without clear goals
embraced by both parties will not net a sustainable partnership, which is what we want, a
partnership.
Please keep the land as a free ride area with minimal closed off areas. I grew up riding out
there and would like to be able to do the same thing with my children,

ken rice

kar2run@yahoo.com

brad

wildebradj@yahoo.com

The Truckerhaven area issue is too much regulation spoiling a recreation area that
Americans have been enjoying with family for many years and should be able freely for
the generations to come. Environmental issues is code wording for more government
involvement. Not needed here.

Eric W. Lint

ewl@dslextreme.com

Daniel
Calvillo

Wahoo483@yahoo.com

I personally don't believe there are any environmental issues that need to be
addressed in the scoping process. I have never seen the destruction of habitat by a
single person on this land. Each year there are desert cleanups where thousands of
offroaders dedicate their time and their money to personally pick up trash in an area
we all love. We don't want to destroy anything, we cherish this land as do the people
who don't ride or don't off road, we just love and cherish it in a different way.
Linking the impact of new access restrictions with projected loss of financial
contributions by OHV users to local desert economies through tax receipts, green
sticker fees, etc.

John
Paruleski

Jparuleski@yahoo.com

Jim Kilgore

jim.kilgore@cox.net

Mason
Arnold
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3/31/2015
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As an avid outdoors person I would like the area to stay more open to all uses. I have spent 40
years in this area raising my family with values and being in the outdoors. I would not like to
see areas where off trail use and camping were not allowed. I have always myself and have
taught my children and friends not to abuse the area and not hurt native plants and eco
systems but to have fun and enjoy the area. We always cleanup and take care of the area but I
would like it to remain open to full use no trail only areas.
I am an educator in San Diego county and have been using and enjoying the Truckhavin area
RESPONSIBLE for over 20 years. I don't feel there is any need to change this area to a trail only
area. Please don't ruin a good thing. Yours truly, Dave McCoy
My family enjoys the ability to explore all the areas of Ocotillo Wells with our 4wd. We are
By adding more restrooms it will help maintain a clean environment.
always careful not to disturb environment and never leave trash behind. It is a vital opportunity
for families to be able to explore all the areas of Ocotillo Wells and not confine vehicles to trails
only causing traffic congestion and unsafe environment by forcing all vehicles into the trails.
We enjoy being away from the crowds and having a safe experience for our family. Most of the
offroaders are very respectful of the environment and enjoy a safe opportunity to travel freely
within the park.
leave the PUBLIC LANDS for the PUBLIC to use !!
NONE !!! there is plenty of desert to go around. go hug a tree elsewhere.

sam c
easterday

sameasterday@msn.com

David McCoy

dmccoy@powayusd.com

jim
dominique

hostvendinginc@gmail.com

Tim

Stop placing new rules and restrictions and creating un reasonable FEES for the use of OUR
LAND.
Enough is Enough, Stop any further actions and let us all enjoy the out doors as we each see
fit.

3/31/2015
10:47:46

3/31/2015
11:39:41

3/31/2015
14:09:44
3/31/2015
14:27:27
3/31/2015
14:28:06
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thank you.
I do not believe making the area "Trails Only" is necessary.
When driving off road you usually follow a logical path but some times you might need to
adjust the path. The terrain is always changing. We have gone up this one trail every year for
the past 7 years but the last time out it was not passable. The same works in reverse there
might be a way that we could not make before and now it is a great obstacle. This is especially
true in the mud hills of Truckhaven. I appreciate you listening to my thoughts.
I do not agree with the trails only status for the Truck Haven area. We have been four wheeling
there for over 30 years and do not believe this area warrants that type of restrictions. I also
monitor a archeological site for the state for the last 5 years and have seen virtually no change
other than what rain and flooding can do to a area. There has been no impact to the artifacts in
a very open area.
Please leave ALL of the land open for free roam. I've been coming to this area with my family
and my off road family for years. Too many areas have already been closed. We need this area.
Thank you!
I dont approve. I grew up visiting this area and never was told when and were i could camp or
offroad. Im not against a gate fee for cash needs if it is necessary. But i pay taxes and so do all
the rest of us being told were we can camp and enjoy the very small area of desert we use.
American freedoms.
I dont approve. I grew up visiting this area and never was told when and were i could camp or
offroad. Im not against a gate fee for cash needs if it is necessary. But i pay taxes and so do all
the rest of us being told were we can camp and enjoy the very small area of desert we use.
American freedoms.

Rick Dennis

radennis2000@yahoo.com

ALETA

lafontainea@tamuracorp.com

Joey

joeymaldo@gmail.com

Do what needs to be done without taking our land. The very little we use. It should
never be developed for houses etc.

Chris Papez

clpapez@gmail.com

Do what needs to be done without taking our land. The very little we use. It should
never be developed for houses etc.

Chris Papez

clpapez@gmail.com
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I feel the plan will be commercializing the park, Overspending monies on "Projects" that would
be better spent on education we are limiting the areas of trails when funds could be better
spent on educating the public

3/31/2015
15:25:36

I think it is a mistake to designate the Truckhaven area north of S22 as trails only. This has
traditionally been an open area and has been enjoyed as such by the off-road community for
decades. The vehicles that are used here have evolved to contribute less pollution and better
fuel mileage than in the past, and it is unfair to limit them to trails only. We have grown up
with the idea of using the desert responsibly for recreation with the idea of preserving it for
our grand-children. We now have grand-children and we want them to be able to see and
appreciate the desert as we have . There are fewer and fewer areas open to off-roading, why
close off more of it? It simply forces more people into a concentrated area making travel less
safe. We come out here for the solitude, not the grid lock that an ever decreasing amount of
trails provides for.
I think it's a political football, wrought with bogus claims and outright lies by Nazienvironmentalists and other "no-off roading" types.
Open riding alternative! That's what off-roading is about.

3/31/2015
15:39:15
3/31/2015
16:13:00
3/31/2015
17:21:17
3/31/2015
17:47:19

3/31/2015
20:14:44
3/31/2015
20:16:09
4/1/2015
1:03:26
4/1/2015
9:04:26
4/1/2015
9:51:13
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I would like to ask, how many of the people that are wanting to take away these areas for off
roading, come out to these areas and use them as all of us off roader's do. My family and I
have been using these areas sence 1978, and we do respect the rules and regulations that are
posted.
I have been four wheeling this area for the last 42 years. I do not want Ocotillo Wells and
Truckhaven to become a trail only area. I believe that it is currently an open area and therefore
should stay as it is. My wife and I oversee an archaeological site at Truckhaven . For the last five
years or so, we have only seen some small Mother Nature changes. Nothing man made. I am
the co founder of Operation Desert Fun and the co founder of the San Diego Outbacks 4X4
Club (35 years). I am also a Life Member of the California Four Wheel Drive Association
Converting the original Tierra Del Sol site and surrounding areas into trails only recreation is an
absolutely horrible idea. We've been off-roading there for years and years and the land is no
worse for the wear. What is the underlying objective? What is broken that you are trying to
fix?
I strongly recommend that zone 2, North of 22 include an open area accessible for off road
vehicle use. I am opposed to this area being limited to "trails only."
Please DO NOT make Truckhaven a "trails only" area. I want to enjoy the whole area. Thank
you.
I think the area known as Truckhaven needs to be left alone.
I love the Truckhaven area and have 4 wheeled there for over 20 years. I am opposed to "trail
only" use of the area. We have driven all over the dirt hills there and to be restricted to washes
and previously driven on "trails" would defeat the fun of finding your own way out there. It is a
relatively small portion of the California desert, and with a loss of a significant portion of the
Johnson Valley area to the Marines recently, it seems as if there are fewer and fewer areas to
get out and decompress from the pressures of everyday living. Please allow unrestricted use of
the Truckhaven area. It would appear that we have not altered the ecosystem or terrain
significantly over the 20 years that I have been using it. One good rain and you would never

I believe isolated areas of the park should have limited use / foot traffic and not be
totally closed off... but some areas such as the pumpkin patch could have better
management and operation hours with locked gates only allowing and educating the
public as to what they are in contact with...
I think that we can preserve the desert by endorsing programs such as "Tread Lightly".
I travel mostly in four-wheel-drive when I am off road. This limits the amount of wheel
spin and dust. Programs such as this can easily be implemented without having to
close vast areas of the desert that have traditionally been open to recreation.

David
Apostolovski

None...there is nothing wrong with Ocotillo Wells as it sits. Leave it alone! Tell the
Center for Biological Diversity shitheads and their ilk to go pound sand.

Charlie
Nichols
Teresa
Thompson
Harold Davis

fivecentcharlie@yahoo.com

Marc La
Fontaine

marc70chevelle@gmail.com

Art Welch

artwelch@gmail.com

Sheryl A
Perkins
John M. Pio

copeddlers03@aol.com

don bulin

don.bulin@navy.mil

Steve
McNicholas

mmcnich@aol.com

Historical areas, water holes, water springs, plants and animals.

None.

The effect of the proposal on people that use Truckhaven. I'm all for protecting
endangered speies, but humans will soon become the endangered species if you start
restricting riding.

Superdaveski@gmail.com

Ken Wuytens wuykats@att.net

teresar4lt@yahoo.com
davissocal@aol.com

jmpio5964@gmail.com
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know that vehicles had been there...
respectfully,
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steve mcnicholas
Truckhaven is primarily the only non rocky technical Jeep area in the state and is available to all
of S California residents. A change to the use would move use to say Johnson Valley and the
Marine Corps already took part of that. Truckhaven's terrain gives a "safe" and family stle
technical experience for moderately skilled Jeeps, side by sides etc. The rest of Oc0tilla SVRA
doesn't offer any technical opportunities for licensed vehicles. Why does the state have to take
away use of such a small part of the state
The original purpose of this park was to provide an open riding experience for off-roaders,
therefore I believe the entire park should meet Zone 1 requirements. Furthermore there
should be no more development in the park outside of a north side station for emergency
personnel and vehicles
There should definitely not be permanent concessions or improved camp sites with hook ups
and pads. I do believe there should be a process to allow concessions such as private
emergency vehicles such as tow trucks and ambulances into the park. Also vendors such as
Love to Camp that have a drop off and pick up service should be allowed. What I would not
want to see is mobile vendors pedaling their wares from campsite to campsite.
With over 600 hundred acres of protected lands, also held by state parks I see no reason for
Zone 3 mitigation lands. I see this as a failure of state parks to use Anza Borrego lands as the
offset to our open riding lands. Again no one but the actual users of the park seem to get that
in 1976 mitigation lands at the ratio of over 7 to 1 were taken away from off-roaders.Then in
2006 over half of what the state calls the Freeman properties were closed as mitigation lands
from an area that had documented off -roading for over 50 years.
If the state parks mission is to give the rest of Ocotillo Wells SVRA to Anza Borrego one piece at
a time, pretending to themselves that the visitors won't notice then at least do an honest trails
inventory in the Zone 2 areas
I would prefer that Truckhaven be kept as it is with open riding and not a trails only area. This is
with the understanding the everyone should tread lightly. However, I like the ability to ride
openly without the worry of being on a trail or not. Therefore, keep as much area open as
possible. We keep loosing valuable OHV areas everyday.
These comments are on the BLM lands east of Pole Line Road. With the pending addition of
Geothermal in this area, all efforts should be made to do a comprehensive trails inventory east
of Pole Line Road and to add these existing trails to the designated route inventory. There
should also be a few concentrated use areas within the lands east of Pole Line Road.
I have taken my family for over 15 years for the TDS event and its a special weekend since it
brings myfamily together and have a great weekend. As a fellow offroader im very careful
where and how I use the trails. Its a shame that certain groups want to change that , its an
arear fpr everyone not just for a certain group that wants to use it for a minimal way.
Please do not close Ocotillo Wells to off roaders. Off road enthusiats need a place to go too.
There is plenty of desert off limits to vehicles and in my eyes the balance exists as it is now.
Thank ou for your time
Please leave all open areas open! If you restrict use to designated trails only, they will be over
crowded & cause accidents. They have closed areas in the imperial sand dunes and other
locations to study the effects of off road use on plants & animals and have found no conclusive

Since Truckhaven is already in use no additional burdens should be present. Education
on housekeeping, pallet use(illegal) etc should be continued. I believe the users are
generally respectful of the land and the inhabitants. I remove any unnatural items
from the park and others do as well. Rainfall this winter eliminated most of the off
road trails returning the desert back.

Paul Calvert

Pablocalvert@aol.com

How to manage critical issues without impacting the parks primary mission to sustain
open riding areas.

Scott Hillier

1barefoot@cox.net

I feel there should be education so that people understand what the environmental
issues are but at the same time we have an enormous desert that is closed. Therefore,
every square inch of desert does not need to be closed off. It is a park and like any
other park let the people run free

Jerome
Blunck

bassly32379@mypacks.net

Scott Hillier

1barefoot@cox.net

martin
reynaga

mreynaga90@yahoo.com

Gail

Gail.krussow@att.net

Andreas
Mueller

thedesertbuffalo@yahoo.com

None. It has been done in other areas with no conclusive adverse effect on the
environment
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evidence that OHV's cause any harm and have reopened some of these areas. There are
thousands of families that use this area on a regular basis with a big positive effect on local &
state economy. Charge a fee if you must but please leave all of the area open for our
enjoyment

Kim F Floyd

kimffloyd@fastmail.fm

tom struble

tom.struble@freeflightbirds.org

Sean Feather

fireman.feather@att.net

Ryan Dee

ryandee@gmail.com

Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition
that should be maintained for future generations.

Dwight
Webster

dwight6029@gmail.com

Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.
Please preserve our freedom and ability to use off road vehicles in Ocotillo Wells.

None

Bren Denney

grlyrdr@yahoo.com

Dave Scmidt

dave@nihongo.fm

I think the park should remain the same as it currently is or even become all open
riding/camping area.

I don't believe any issues need addressed, I believe the area is already protected
enough.

Kirk
Robertson

kirkr@cox.net

I do not believe that any environmental issues need to be addressed again for this
area.
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for off-road use to protect the plants in other areas.

paul
ellingsen
Phil Young

addictedtojunk@hotmail.com

Sam
Underwood

samu@cox.net

John DeVeau

deveau4@yahoo.com

Bryan
Ferkins
Monica Lang

bferkins@gmail.com

mike mccoy

michael.mccoy@cox.net

i think there needs to be some "calming down" out there. Truckhaven is a good spot for doing
things. what i don't like is double-tracking. trails only would be a good start in some areas.
places like Holmes Camp are out of control. we now go across the street at County Line to go
into privately leased land from the BLM. less/none misbehavior. Holmes Camp? after the State
unplugs the bathrooms they are plugged after 5 minutes by children that have never seen a
flushing toilet.
Please keep the area north of S22 as Zone 1 as it has the best terrain for 4x4 (jeep Style)
vehicles.
Thanks
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.

I am opposed to any restriction to riding/camping beyond what is already in place.
I strongly feel that ocotillo wells should remain fully open to OHV use.
Ocotillo Wells should be open for open-road vehicle use and no changes are needed. Please
don't fix what is not broken.
I have not read the draft. However this is an area that is enjoyed by many families for outdoor
activities and should remain open for motorcycles, 4 wheeling and other activities. It provides
enjoyment and opportunity for parents to teach their children how to act responsibly in an
outdoor environment.
I would like to to see the north side of S22 zone1, add more land to the park.I would like to see
ohv access to Anzo Borrego State Park.
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations
please leave ocotillo wells open for offroad use we have very little places to ride anymore
thank you,,

As a regular visitor to the Ocotillo Wells area, I am very concerned about two issues:
protection of the cultural sites particularly the "Truckhaven" area and the clouds of
dust from ORV activities causing a health hazard. I want to see an alternative plan the
puts all OHV activities on approved routes only. This would help protect cultural sites
and reduce the health damage caused by the dust.
there should be a charge for anyone going there; everyone should pay a usage
fee/sticker.

Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition
that should be maintained for future generations.
9940 Via Mavis

youngp@asme.org

mizmonica911@yahoo.com
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There are so few places where you can take the family (especially kids) to ride and camp. We
need more of those, not less.
Please do not turn O.W. into a trails only area.

A free, or inexpensive RV dump at strategic spots (e.g. 78 & Cahuilla trail).

Avi Halpern

avi_halpern@yahoo.com

Negative impact of taking ohv away from the area.

Christopher
Barcena
John Janke

cbcbarcena@gmail.com

Dear Sir or Madam,

jjanke79@gmail.com

I am writing to provide comments on the draft perferred alternative/proposed action for the
Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
My main point of opposition is the designation of areas to the east and north as "trail only"
recreation. In addition to severely limiting the area in which to ride, they become an extremely
serious safety hazard. Riders come from both directions and many of these areas have limited
forward vision, such as the canyons area near Artesian Wells and Gas Domes. As a rider that
barely survived a head on collision with another rider, I can tell you that "trails only" will result
in immediate injuries and fatalities.
Additionally, these trails will become so heavily used that this designation will actually cause
more erosion and impact than if riders were allowed on all routes of travel. This will become
especially apparent in the Truckhaven area, site of the popular TDS event.
I also strongly disagree with the fencing and signage that has sprung up throughout the entire
park in recent years. Trails that I enjoyed throughout my youth are suddenly not accessible and
this breaks my heart every time I see it.
I thank you for your consideration and please do not hesitate to contact me at 323-312-9960 to
discuss these matters further.
Sincerely,
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John R. Janke, P.E.
4172 Moraga Ave
San Diego, CA 92117
This land has been PUBLIC LAND for PUBLIC USE for offroading for over 50 years. Please let us
continue making the best offroading family memories possible for the next 50 years. DO NOT
close down or limit our access. PLEASE!!!
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.
I think we should be less interested in the very sparse vegetation and the common lizards that
live in OW than in the off-road recreation. This is not a national forest with trees that are 100s
of years old. it seems ridiculous that someone's pet project is to save a 6 month old
tumbleweed from getting run over by a dirt bike or quad. Wouldn't that energy be put to
better use in "saving" something more important...in water conservation, or Habitat For
Humanity, etc. OW is filled with dirt and sand. Dirt and sand don't need human management
(as much as you think it does anyway). OW was here long before humans and will be here long
after we are gone. Relax and let people ride their quads and dirt bikes without pediments and
restrictions.
Please keep Ocotillo wells open for off highway vehicles! It is a family tradition and it would be

Look at how much land has already been closed down to offroaders in the last so many Kim Mellon
years to save trees, plants, animals, etc. We need to keep this land open for
offroaders, so families can keep forever traditions going. PLEASE!!!
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition
Rebecca
that should be maintained for future generations.
David

onedirtgirl@msn.com

Keep allowing off highway vehicles.

bret.walther@gmail.com

Bret Walther

rebeccarae13@hotmail.com
bedbugg2000@yahoo.com
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a terrible loss for the area and California as a whole.
I will provide more input after I finish reading the draft Prefered Alternative/ Proposed Action.
As a man whose family has enjoyed the beauty of Ocotiilo as off road enthusiasts, I would ask
that you please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off road vehicle use. I was just there last week
exploring the area in my jeep with my father and family. It's a family tradition for years and
should be maintained for future generations to use and enjoy. There are so few places
anymore to be enjoyed off road.
Thank you,
John
who can understand all the gobbledeegoop that is written on the alternative/proposed action!
I've been going to OW for 47 years. What those of us who ride and explore is for the land to
remain open, whether trails, roads, or cross-country. We understand when a water hole, or
ancient site is fenced, but to close off whole sections and section off parts of OW takes away
what this park was founded on, and that's freedom to ride.
A very large percentage of the OHV area is being designated as a trails only area. If an area is
to be designated as trails only then it should be narrowly focused and targeted for a specific
effect of very high importance. Not large swaths of land that limit future enjoyment of off
highway users.
Concentrating users lead to safety issues such as mixing kids on minibikes with high speed
buggies. Safety issues bring about more restrictions, such as speed limits and quotas.
As the diversity of vehicles used and the population increases, MORE not LESS open riding area
is needed.
Also, just because the BLM area is currently trails only should not limit its open use in the
future.
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No more palapas and pit toilets! This park was founded on self reliance and freedom. If
people need the creature comforts of toilets and shade, they can camp at Blowsand,
Holmes, Blu Inn, Cahuilla, etc... We don't need brick and mortar toilets in the middle of
nowhere (gas dome & pole line) or handicap parking with a cement pad (gas dome).
Use that resource money to purchase land for us. Use the green and red sticker tax for
families that come to OW and ride, and educate the families on not only the desert
critters, but how to leave their camp cleaner than how they found it.
A very large percentage of the area in the OHV area is outlined green as a Resource
Overlay Zone. This should be reduced to ONLY those areas that are already identified
as critical and unique to the OHV area and thus a very SMALL percentage. The overlay
zone as currently provided gives authorities carte blanche power to close or restrict an
area when a new, convenient, or popular concern arises. It should be arranged so that
any new restricted areas are only temporary (i.e. <6 months or the very minimum
amount of time) and if an area needs to be restricted long term or permanently the
process must be arranged so that it is very difficult to do so and completely justified
and weighed against the impact of the users and with the users input. Any closure or
restriction should have a sunset clause so that the restriction automatically expires on
a stated date or must be renewed. The closing or restriction of an area should not be
allowed if similar or mitigated areas exist that are already protected such as those in
the state park next door or other protected/restricted lands in the region (state,
federal, military, etc.) Or in simpler terms, unless the area of concern contains the
ONLY one in the world and is of VERY high natural, cultural, or historical significance
then it shall not be kept from the use of the off road community. Overall, restrictions
must be placed in the document to limit the authorities power and leave most of the
power to protect those who enjoy and pay for the areas use.

We have been going to this area for 35-40 years and have watched as restriction after
restriction occur. We have also attended both of the workshops, Temecula and Ocotillo.
Neither of us agree with further restrictive use of the area/s you are proposing. We
understand the impact to the land and propose that you limit/restrict only very small areas,
like we now see throughout the riding areas. We have seen the new routes widely used and
they have deteriorated quickly. Further restrictions would only lead to more traffic on those
routes. The northwest quadrant is really fun especially after a rain when riding on the very
small washes. My husband and I are both 65. I ride a quad and he drives a Razor. We may be
in the minority but we pick up trash in the desert and put it in the Razor. With the large trash
bins we see less and less trash. So those are a good thing. Hopefully, those who have
responded are in agreement with us. Thank you for all you do. Mike and Susi Rossel
Ocotillo Wells is a great place for family and friends to met up for off-road vehicle use. It should Ocotillo Wells is a great place for family and friends to met up for off-road vehicle use.
be left open for everyone to enjoy for future generations.
It should be left open for everyone to enjoy for future generations.

John
Radcliffe

jdr22_w7@live.com

Mike
Labadie

f8thntheos@yahoo.com

Brian

S Rossel

Travis

michaelrossel@msn.com
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Thanks for your public outreach to inform the public of the General Plan. I attended one of the
General Plan trailers 2 or 3 years ago in Truckhaven, made some general comments and then
completed the online survey.
As a resident of Salton City (1451 N. Marina Drive). I am 100% against the proposed plan to
designate Truckhaven as trails only. Living on the border of Truckhaven, I have first hand
experience to see the effects of offroading activities on the park. I enjoy offroading as well as
hiking and know that changing Truckhaven would negatively affect my experience of
Truckhaven. We have Anza Borrego if we would prefer a trails only (highway vehicle only)
experience.

Campers leaving trash are a big concern of mine.
Campers dumping grey and black water
Burning of pallets or non wood/toxic substances.
Lighting of China Lanterns/Balls

Marc Tule

marctule@gmail.com

Overall a disrespect of nature by a few.

I'm an Eagle Scout and grew up respecting nature. I have a conservation mindset with a real
world/use mentality. By creating a trails ony portion. Those specific trails will receive much
heavier use as the traffic will be concentrated in those specific trails. I believe, this concetrated
use will take a toll in those areas by creating deeper rutted trails, thicker beds of silt in those
trails. So what does this gain us?
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I understand that a few offroaders have a disregard for plants. These people are the people
that will ignore the trails only signs.
my main concern is the gas domes area, designated trails only. What will designate a "trail."
There are obvious trails out there that have been established over the years but not on the
maps. I believe it should be okay to ride on these obvious trails. There needs to be some
leeway to allow for safety and avoiding of collisions. However, a UTV that is just blasting
around and carving their own trail I can understand should not be encouraged if we need to
protect certain things.
Complex. So much information that the average person finds intimidating and doesn't know
what to say. I too find myself at a loss considering the entire plans seems in place despite what
off-roaders opinions are.

Mainly animal life and any excessive destruction of land that can cause excessive
damage to the landscape

Keith Benline kbenline@aol.com

Concerning development at the park:
The majority of people go to Ocotillo Wells for the primitive camping and to enjoy
nature as it is. Without interpretive centers, without infrastructure. If we wanted that
we could go to a camp ground.

Desiree
Bates

Ocotillo Wells was created as an open riding area. With plenty of other parks in our
area that are trails only people have many other parks to choose from. Keeping
Ocotillo Wells open provides the FREEDOM that off-roaders seek. We get enough
trails only at every other park we go to and on a day-to-day basis. The uniqueness of
OW is that it takes you away from suburban life completely.
No kiosks, no concessions, no way stations, no amenities.
NO TRAILS ONLY AREAS
I realize that environmentalists are putting pressure on the park and this is the parks
way of mitigating environmentalist complaints, however. Environmentalists will
complain no matter what you do because it will never be enough and second you are
leaving it up to the public to decide which means you have made an effort and this is
what the PUBLIC has decided it wants. Your job here is done.
Concerning vegetation and soil degradation - condensing off roaders to trails only will
elevate the amount of degradation in those particular areas as well as accidents and
injuries.

C-183

Desiree@DesireeBates.com
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Cultural resources zones:
Really? you are taking that much of our park for a cultural resource zone? I am sure
that protected zone is a bit exaggerated and hopefully doesn't include a 60-year-old
beer can. Perhaps keep it zoned for verified cultural resources.
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I have been enjoying Ocotillo Wells Off Roading for approximately 30 Years with my family. I
have enjoyed it here so much I bought my retirement home hear in Salton City. This off
highway lifestyle has been a very significant influence in the amazing people my children have
become. In turn now their children are now enjoying the same. After riding we all sit around a
campfire and discuss all and I mean " ALL " topics. Teenagers really open up within this park,
especially around campfires. That being said, I too understand the need to protect the area as
well. Unfortunately making it a trails only will reduce its area for use so significantly that it will
reduce its benefits to greatly. Thus hurting the family that utilizes this area and lifestyle to help
raise their children in a positive way fighting the world that is so against them right now.
I feel strongly that a middle ground can be accomplished. There always will be the bad groups
that need to be watched, caught and punished.
Please don't close everything, as you do now identify areas of strong concern and protect
them. Install fees that can set up programs to protect, nourish and fix areas that need it. Just
implement these fees so that it all goes to helping this area and not go to a general fund where
only a small percentage will make it back here.
There are many people out here that could be used in a volunteer way as well to monitor all
areas
Thank You
as far as development to the park most people would rather have primitive camping so they
can enjoy the outdoor life so they can be away from other groups.instead of making it like a
campground where you are next to other people.ocotillo wells was open years ago to be a
open desert riding area to give freedom to all riders.I think if it becomes a trail area only it will
become a disaster.People need a place to go to get away with there family"s and friends
ocotillo wells is a Great place for that. I grew up going to ow 50 years ago and all my my kids
did the same and we still all go out this day.I think you are doing a great job with the as it is i
would like to see less concrete and more open riding.
I am disappointed in the purposed changes regarding the land use, specifically designating
portions to trail use only. I travel a long distance (Northern Nevada), twice a year, to visit
Ocotillo Wells SVRA because of the ability to explore the desert with little restriction. I spend in
excess of $1000 for each trip and I would no longer see the value of traveling to OW SVRA if
more restrictions are placed on the park.
I'm very concerned about the permanent concessions, improved camp grounds, and other
proposals that will require structures or graded/gravel roads. For many people the allure of the
desert is the vastness of a skyline unbroken by human construction. There are already plenty of
options for a person that wants an improved camp ground within 15 miles. Less here is more.
The parking structure and bathrooms at pumkin patch and gas domes are a bummer.

Final note. You are doing a fantastic job with OW NOW, the way it is. As an off-roader
that has been going there for 37-years I would like to see OW stay the way it was when
my family took me there as a child. You have no idea what OW means to people.
Even those that feel too intimidated to comment have a history here and with the ever
changing fast pace lives we live it's nice to break away from society and take a mental
and physical break in the most beautiful park in So Cal, Ocotillo Wells.
water, plant life, animals and erosion factors. Keeping all of this in a positive way can
Mark
be done with out a complete closure. There are many people out here that would
Stapledon
volunteer to help the Rangers as well.

sisinspctn@gmail.com

environmental impacts none that i see ,they talk about air quality i would say it is
better now then it has ever been out as far as motor vehicles ,and the noise is much
better sense mufflers are required.global climate change,i would like to see a true
facts on that one .mother nature causes more damage to the desert with its flash
floods high winds.but that how it cleans and rebuilds itself. I have been going to
ocotillo wells for 50 years and not much has changed but all of the concrete buildings
out in are park.

Randy
Schisler

None

Micheal
Stapledon

superbeemike@yahoo.com

Chad Prey

chad@chadprey.com
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Please keep OW to open riding. There should be no more closures. Stop building in
the park, it should be left as it is.
Thank you.
Leave concessionairres out of the equation! Off roaders have used this area for decades. We
Have cleanup weekend.....let those that make a mess clean it up! And enforce it!!
are perfectly aware of the enviromental impacts of our sport. The majority are respectful of the Make it "prize" oriented, if necessary, to encourage attendance..........encourage
area, but, as in anything that is impacted by humans...there are some disrespectful hardheads. children participation, have things available to teach the young about the area and its
Let us continue to police our own with the backup of Park Rangers.
inhabitants, etc. Just stop with the restrictions and unnecessary regulations!!!!
One of my major concerns is the Truckhaven area. I do not want that area to become a
The Human Environment should be given at least as much concern as the natural
designated route area. It has always been an open area and should remain so.
environment.
I travel to Octillo Wells from the Bay Area and enjoy the unique experience that I get there. The A family outing should mean more to our society than it currently does. Children learn
open travel allows me to challenge my abilities, if I so choose.
from their parents and other adults how to respect the land and other people. A child
I frequent Prarie City, Carnegie, and Hollister Hills and enjoy these SVRAs, but I especially like
does not learn that from a computer.
Octillo Wells.
Ole Stortroen
I am grateful for all of the SVRAs in California and the way that they are managed. I am
respectful of the environment, but still want to enjoy it by motorized recreation, (I am 65 years
old).
Thank you,
Ole Stortroen
Member of Hollister Hills Advisory Committee

Steven
pearson

sppinsdfish@yahoo.com

CM East

kc_east@sbcglobal.net

Ole
Stortroen

ole.s@comcast.net

art delgado

artdelgado6@aol.com

Less is more. This type of primitive camping and exploration is essential for the people who
frequent Ocotillo Wells. We don't need more limits put onto us, that is the exact reason why
we travel here in the first place! Keep it the way it is, please, for those people who have been
camping here for decades, and those who wish to do the same.

No more infrastructures, keep it primitive and adventurous! Going to the current
ranger station for maps and info is great, it let's me teach my family how to read maps,
use a compass and GPS, to find special areas of interest. Also, although ice, candy, and
sweet treats are neat, I don't want to see any concessions stands placed out in the
area (unless during special events), nor would seeing the "ice cream truck" cruising
around blaring some old tunes. There are great establishments around OW now that
provide for us when needed.
Please keep OW primitive and natural. Open desert riding and camping is such a
release from the busy day to day routine. The chance to be reconnected with wide
open spaces is so great and rewarding. Not to mention the feeling you get of
comradory amongst other people who share this vision of freedom!

Jason Stroud
and Family

76-hayhauler@cox.net

Sarah

xjperez1988@aol.com

I feel this process has taken way too much time and ended up being way too
complicated. Our average user just wants a safe place to camp and ride their off-road
toys. I also feel we could have done a better job in regards to public out-reach. More
should have been done at interpretive outings to reach out to the park users.
The Resource Management Overlay Zone map appears to encompass over half of the
park. Was this map in either step #2 or step #4 of this process? If not then it was a
huge mistake to introduce it at this time. By adding this map we are opening up this
whole area for closure if we get a “preservation minded” Superintendent, Resource
Manager or Environmental Scientist that may interpret sensitive areas differently than
our current managers.
Ocotillo Wells is a State Vehicular “Recreation” Area and as such should be exempt

Charles
Steven
Chaney

cschaney@cox.net

Please don't !! I grew up out here I've had so many family memories and I plan on one day
taking my family out there. Every year I go to an event held by tierra Del sol and it's my dads
and I father daughter bonding time jeeping together please don't limit that for us and the
future
I feel this process has taken way too much time and ended up being way too complicated. Our
average user just wants a safe place to camp and ride their off-road toys. I also feel we could
have done a better job in regards to public out-reach. More should have been done at
interpretive outings to reach out to the park users.
The Resource Management Overlay Zone map appears to encompass over half of the park.
Was this map in either step #2 or step #4 of this process? If not then it was a huge mistake to
introduce it at this time. By adding this map we are opening up this whole area for closure if
we get a “preservation minded” Superintendent, Resource Manager or Environmental Scientist
that may interpret sensitive areas differently than our current managers.
Ocotillo Wells is a State Vehicular “Recreation” Area and as such should be exempt from most
of the Resource codes that are more “preservation minded”. We are resource users and are
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more “conservation minded”. As a Recreation area there will always be some resource loss, it
is inevitable, but through conservation measures we can keep it to a minimum.
I can live with the Zone 3 area east of Pole Line Road but would like to see the Zone 3 area
west of Shell Reef changed back to a Zone 1.
There are currently more trails, east of Pole Line Road, on the BLM WECO map than there are
on the Ocotillo Wells SVRA map or the General Plan maps. These trails, as few as they are,
should be added into the General Plan map of this area.
Are RV hookups (electricity and water) really necessary? Most of us come out here to get away
from it all. What we do need is a RV waste-water dump station. I am always seeing trails left
by people letting their grey-water drip out as they leave the camp areas. If not a dump how
about a concession for a mobile pump truck? Is vehicle recovery considered a concession? If
so, over one half of the park is off-limits to this type of service.
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Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.
Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations.
i think all this hype is unnecessary. Leave the desert alone. Recreation has been around for
decades. We are not doing any more damage than the natural process of erosion is doing. I live
out there and see Mother Nature taking far more action in changing the desert than groups of
people. I further believe the majority of desert goers take pride in their desert and take care of
it. Please stop wasting tax payers money researching nothing.
i think we need to leave things alone. My family and I have been using Ocotillo Wells Svra for
40 years. We are responsible off roaders and care about obeying all laws and helping to keep
clean. This is my second home and would hate to see anything happen to it.
1. Truckhaven area (north of S-22) This needs to be distributed recreation. In the DPA you fail
to tell us if it will be existing trails marked currently on the maps or will you allow all current
visible trails? This is to vague and I prefer this area to be distributed recreation.
2. Zone 3 areas need to have more trails added primarily north/south routes of travel.
Especially the area north of Blowsand hill.
3. Resource Overlay Zone is to vague. Sounds like future and current park personnel will have
too much power to close down areas due to "rehabilitation". Unless this is addressed I
recommend removing it.
4. No to developed camping. First you will get the people thinking this is a dust/noise free
environment and complain about it and get the area shut down. Also this will draw too much
resources as your rangers will have to be dispatched out to diffuse potential conflicts. We as
the off-road community like to dry camp and get away from it all. Second I don't believe in the
State being competition to the private campgrounds in the area, IE: Desert Ironwoods, Blue
Inn, Leaping Lizard, etc. It's an unfair advantage using taxpayer money.
5. No to concessions. There are plenty of stores, repair shops etc, in the area. The only thing
would be nice to see someone put in a gas station on the 78, but this is not the states
responsibility.
6. I like the idea of Semi-developed campgrounds for people who tent. Also its nice to have

from most of the Resource codes that are more “preservation minded”. We are
resource users and are more “conservation minded”. As a Recreation area there will
always be some resource loss, it is inevitable, but through conservation measures we
can keep it to a minimum.
I can live with the Zone 3 area east of Pole Line Road but would like to see the Zone 3
area west of Shell Reef changed back to a Zone 1.
There are currently more trails, east of Pole Line Road, on the BLM WECO map than
there are on the Ocotillo Wells SVRA map or the General Plan maps. These trails, as
few as they are, should be added into the General Plan map of this area.
Are RV hookups (electricity and water) really necessary? Most of us come out here to
get away from it all. What we do need is a RV wastewater dump station. I am always
seeing trails left by people letting their greywater drip out as they leave the camp
areas. If not a dump how about a concession for a mobile pump truck? Is vehicle
recovery considered a concession? If so, over one half of the park is off-limits to this
type of service.
5193 Andrew Jackson St

William
Elkins
Molly Elkins

wtelkins@gmail.com

ddigeronimo915@gmail.com

None! Let it be. Nature has a way of taking care of itself. Stop wasting tax payer
money!

Dave
Digeronimo
Theresa
Johnson

i don't really see a problem with environmental issues. Except for the jerks who leave
their trash behind. Pack it in, pack it out.

Michelle
Bates

quadbroad@gmail.com

Steve Hewitt

shewitt1987@verizon.net

mollotchka@gmail.com

tbjohnson19@gmail.com
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the pit toilets for "pit stops".
7. I like the staging areas for special events. Not addressed in the DPA are issues we have with
the special permit process IE: Environmental reviews, the amount of trails we can use, cost
recovery etc. I don't know if you intended to address those issues here or not.
I generally agree with most to all of the document. I wish to keep the use of the land as it has
been so far with ORV use as it is. provide protection to the environment as it is currently being
administered. The document appears to be fair
My comment on the “Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action”
I strongly oppose limiting the Palo Verde Planning Zone to Trails only.
The feedback from the stakeholders also strongly opposes limiting the Palo Verde Planning
Zone to Trails Only:
“Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only
OHV recreation.”
This process has been manipulated and now we see the result.
During the public input stages the three Draft Alternative’s presented (Legacy, Rugged,
Developed) there was an underlying decision that was already made and taken away from the
stakeholders.
That decision is that each Planning Zone that is currently distributed (open riding) OHV use can
be, by each of the three Draft Alternative’s provided, limited to trails only riding through the
use and implementation of this General Plan.
This has been done by including into each of the three Draft Alternative’s presented for the
public to “vote” on that every Planning Zone can be limited to trails only OHV.
Trails only riding option was put into every single Draft Alternative to be voted on if any riding
is allowed at all in that Draft Alternative for every Planning Zone.
Additionally the “Step two” complicated task of requiring those giving feedback to actively
cross out Trails Only if the feedback provider did not want that Planning Zone to be limited to
Trails Only was a burden that would, and did, skew the results from the public feedback
process. This appears to be by design.
Additionally although the feedback report clearly states that the stakeholders oppose Trails
Only for the Palo Verde Planning Zone we see the DRAFT plan recommending Trails only
regardless of this in the feedback report
“Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only
OHV recreation.”

The “Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action” states:
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more education on the proper use and respect for the land is needed in balance with
the current use of the land by all stakeholders.

Thomas
Lowry

lowrytd@cox.net

Bill De Costa

williamjdecosta@yahoo.com
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“The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action builds upon the Draft Planning Alternatives
presented to the public in December 2013 and January 2014. The Draft Preferred Alternative/
Proposed Action was developed based on an evaluation of the Draft Planning Alternatives by
Ocotillo Wells SVRA and OHMVR Division staff, and consideration of the public input received
on the Draft Planning Alternatives “
Yet there seems to be no consideration of the public input received by these employees of the
public in their public duty.
“Commenters overwhelmingly supported distributed OHV recreation and opposed trails only
OHV recreation.”
The public input received was detailed in the
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan Update and EIR | Summary of Public Input on Draft Planning
Alternatives Pages 16 and 17
The individual responses are at:
http://ocotillowells.s3.amazonaws.com/static/Appendix%20C%20%20Outreach%20Summary%20-%20Part%203.pdf
It is easy to see that many did not understand that this input system required them to
individually line by line circle or cross out policy items and what those policy items were due to
double speak like “distributed riding” instead of open riding and “rugged” meaning closed to
riding.
This situation begs the question was obfuscation of intention by the creators of the feedback
system at the heart of failing to use plain wording for the choices.
I further oppose the Trails Only designation as being part of the “Draft Preferred
Alternative/Proposed Action” in any way including in Planning Zones where it is currently
mandated by law. The law may change in the future and the general plan should not limit the
use of the land if the law then allows further use.
Furthermore it is clear to the off road community and the public that the creators and
administrators of this process overwhelming are not off road enthusiasts. It is also now clear
that the administrators of this process are not properly responding to the public’s input on
their public land.
I suggest that anyone that does not fully support the off road community or the access of
public lands by off road vehicles remove themselves from this process.
The off road community was ejected from the largest state park in the world ABDSP and forced
into what is only a small percentage of that area that they had use of in the 1960’s. Since then
the members of the public using off road vehicles to visit and enjoy their public lands has
grown by more than 100 times to include over 200,000 people at once in the Ocotillo Wells
park many times in recent history.
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Continual crowding of that bulging population into a corner of the largest state park in the
world and further crowding that public into limited use of very specific trails endangers lives
and degrades the public’s use of what their tax dollars and specific fees support and they have
a natural claim to enjoy.
My entire family and I, and the entire families of many of my friends and neighbors do not
simply use these park lands to enjoy off road vehicles but we enjoy and explore the park lands
by using off road vehicles. Off road vehicles open up park lands to the public for them to enjoy
the land that is their right to visit and use. Limiting the use of off road vehicles on any park
land limits the public’s access to what is theirs.
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Bill De Costa
Open off road recreation and camping has been a family tradition at Ocotillo Wells for decades.
There aren't very many other places to enjoy this activity; most of the state has been closed.
Ocotillo Wells is a relatively small area within the much larger Anza Borrego State Park. I feel
that so much land is protected to the point of being inaccessible to the off road enthusiast that
there needs to be a place for open OHV use. Ocotillo Wells has been such a place, almost the
last one of its kind, and should remain so now and in the future.
I don't like the plan.
We should leave this area open to all OHV riding with no restrictions. There area plenty of
areas still untouched. There is no reason to restrict riders to trails only riding in this area. It will
also destroy the local economy that relies on the OHV population.
My family has been riding and enjoying this area for over 30 years.
keep it open for open riding without designated trails. Our family has been going out there for
over 30 years.
I think this is designed to whittle away recreation use at all public lands. When I was young
much of the kids were working either in bowling alleys resetting pins or delivering papers or
milking cows, or other chores. Today parents need to work harder at finding other ways to
keep their kids time occupied and busy. Off road recreation is critical in providing parents with
a method to connect with their children. Off road recreation should be encouraged and
expanded to help keep kids focused and off streets.
The sense of freedom and the enjoyment I get from riding off road in large open areas is an
extremely important and motivational aspect of my life. It is increasingly difficult to enjoy this
experience as riding areas get reduced in size or go away all together. My family and friends
have been Ocotillo Wells regulars for a long time. I typically ride OW at least 40 weekends a
year (yes, summer too!). I really hope it can stay as open as possible in the future.
The Mission of the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation (OHMVR) Division is to provide
leadership statewide in the area of off-highway vehicle (OHV) recreation; to acquire, develop,
and operate state-owned vehicular recreation areas.
The Ocotillo Wells SVRA site was chosen because of its unique indifference (regarding
offroading) to environmental impact. It is simply not sensitive to riding.
Home of 75 years of military artillery, tank and aircraft bombing exercises. Natural flash
flooding and wind sweeping renew its ugly beauty each off season. Ocotillo, Chollas and other
local flora will not grow there because of its salty, ocean bottom make up.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA was created to put knobby tires to dirt. Not to educate or entertain. Not
to facilitate camping or bulldoze roads. Not to promote ecology or eradicate invasive plants.
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There are no issues. We strongly believe in pack out what you brought in and we
always respect the desert.

Michael
Salzano

salzanomike@yahoo.com

Mike
Vercruse

mvercruse@gmail.com

Kevin
Pinciotti
Ben Hoskins

Sustainability is important as is reality. In all of the off road areas that I am familiar
with I regularly see how wind and rain do much, much more to the land than those
who recreate on it. Opening more areas could reduce OHV impact by lowering rider
density. Riding areas near cities would see heavy use while remote areas would see a
low level sustainable footprint.
Focus on sensitive environments. Dust study in the Sonoran desert? Ridiculous!

hbenjammin@yahoo.com

Brian
Shamblin

sdhavnfun@cox.net

tom

harringtonexpopettymail@cox.net
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Our State has other agencies for that.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA should STICK TO THE MISSION it was funded for and focus on ACQUIRING
MORE LAND!
That I believe, my fellow desert lovers...will mitigate our impact on the California desert.
Tom Harrington Resident Ocotillo Wells
California State Parks is funded $12 million annually for hikers and campers.
B.L.M. is funded $1.1 billion annually to oversee Federal Public land users.
Federal E.P.A. is funded $7.89 billion annually.
California E.P.A. is funded $366 million annually.
OHVMR is funded annually by a 1972 California gas tax and Green Sticker registration fee for
Off Road Vehicle operators to have land to ride on. A single, simple purpose.
OHMVR engaging in any ALTERNATIVE action other than ACQUIRING and managing land for off
road use is misappropriating those funds.
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Focus on your Job.
Keep Truckhaven as Zone 1 - not restricted to trails. This land was purchased with California
Green Sticker Funds and has always been an open area. It provides a unique OHV recreation
area that would be ruined by limiting OHVs to a designated trail system.
Keep it open riding, zone 1.
After going to the meeting in Temecula I have to say I have a warmer feeling about the plan.
However that being said I still have concerns. I fear the areas that are going to trail use only are
going to be used as a stepping stones to full closer. I know everyone was saying no at the
meeting, but from what I see the opposition is going to try to do just that. They are going to
either say that we don't ride in that area already so lets just close it or that people can't stay on
the trails and it should be closed. My other big concern with the plan is the vendor access. I
know there has to be some kind of access for vendors that will be servicing trailers or helping
someone fix their atv, but I don't want to see people setting up stands or trailers everywhere
trying to sale me a shirt. I feel those types of vendors need to be keep in one or two areas
because of the size of the park. They also need to be limited as to the amount of vendors that
are in the park at any given time. I don't want any type of permanent structure built for them.
If they want to do business out there they need to be self contained. I do feel there needs to be
another ranger post built off of the S22 to service the northern camps. They are to far away
from the main post. With that being said there should also be rescue equipment and staff
based out of the same building. I do like the plan that was shown to me and the people at the
meeting were very helpful, but in this day and age with the way things go I have a hard time
trusting the sate on their management and protection of our riding areas. I hope this feeling
can be set aside by the state living up to what they say about the protection of the park we
love.

I think that we have to ensure the key places are still protected, but they need to be
open for people to learn about them just as it is now. I know you can't have someone
posted there at all times, but if there was a scheduled time when the ranger would be
there to teach the public about the areas I feel it would give everyone a better love of
the park. I know this is going to be seen as a pipe dream to some but we have to try. I
don't want to lose this park because someone that was uneducated didn't understand
the damage they can cause.

Tom
Thompson

tom@ttins.com

Mark ogaz

ogaz.mark@gmail.com

Christopher
Amerson

cmamerson@yahoo.com

I think it is important to keep the area above S2 known as the Truckhaven area as open Dorys
riding. It has been open riding for many many years. I believe that State Parks will not Prentice
be able to enforce a "Trails Only" policy in that area and will eventually lead to

info@dspdesignworks.com
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complete closure.
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I have been a user of Anza-Borrego Park since 1969. In the park, I have done off-roading,
hiking, and camping through out the park including the SVRA. For the Truckhaven area, I
believe it should be open riding area. The Mesa's have to be used to get to the washes. After
one rain storm, most roads disappear because of the type of dirt it covers over any tracks. Also,
I have been an Archeologist Site volunteer in the Truckhaven area. All the sites can be
protected and fenced off from use.
To whom it may concern. My name is Tim Kemp and my family and I have been recreating at
Ocotillo Wells SVRA for the past ten years and while I'm sure a lot of work and planning went
into this Draft Plan, I am opposed to any plan that would restrict the unlimited use of Ocotillo
Wells SVRA as an open area for camping, riding and off-roading.
Do not like the idea of working with BLM or Dept. of Interior, their agenda has changed in
recent years and I believe they are too influenced by big energy investors. Do not like the idea
of possible trash transfer or disposal sites, other technology should and can be developed.
Except for a few areas that should be protected from off road vehicle activity, the whole area
should remain open to the public and off roading. Don't allow what has happened in Ocotillo,
happen in Ocotillo Wells.
please keep the area as is. I don't any restrictions on the existing open area. Please keep the
trails open. I have been using this area with my family for over 25 years the way it is.
All in all the draft looks ok. But with one big exception! Why more trails only area to the north
west?
There has always been the trails only area on the east side. I hadn't ridden in that area before
this year. The day we were riding there we got to the middle and wished there was a shorter
route to get back to camp. We were hungry and tired. We made it back on the trails fine. But
what if there was an emergency out there? More trails should be added in the original area
and no new areas in the park should be trails only.
Our off road access to areas have been greatly reduced in the time I started riding there in the
70's. I used to love riding to fish creek and Borrego Springs. No more with a green or red
sticker.
The draft talks a lot about natural resources and activities that have nothing to do with off road
interests. The park's origin is based on off road activities. If you promote other nature activities
(that can be done in the surrounding areas, like Anza Borrego) you are encouraging people to
come out that don't participate in the vehicle off road activities and possible conflicts may
arise.
Planning should focus on Off Road Vehicle interests, just like the name states- Ocotillo Wells
State VEHICULAR RECREATION Area!
Keep the area unrestricted.
Please answer this first. Why was there so many armed Rangers - even with flac -vest on. I felt
bullied instead of protected from whatever threat we didn't know about. Guns don't bother
me I'm a combat vet rated 100 per cent Thanks
To whom it may concern:
I am a long time San Diego resident, husband and farther. Our family has enjoyed the Ocotillo
Wells area for years and hope to be able to continue to do so in the future. We especially

Thank you
See my previous comments.

Chuck
Banker

chuckbanker@hotmail.com

The only environmental issues I would like to see addressed are making sure that
vehicles are equipped with fluid spill kits.

Tim Kemp

jktimmay@verizon.net

Visual resources and need, for example a renewable energy facility could be replaced
by adding more rooftop solar, must also remember that the Ocotillo OHV area has
been open for many years and General Patton also heavily trained in this area. Some
highly interesting areas, like pumkin patch should obviously not allow OHV activity.

Parke Ewing

Ewingduo@aol.com

Quinn
Thomas
Michele

quinn@boulderbars.com

Curt Harmon

charmon1567@verizon.net

Fred
Simental

simentalinc@hotmail.com

Jeff Healey

jeff@sbcglobal.net

It should document natural features and natures effects on the area. Not blame
vehicles for all changes. Accept the fact that this type of recreation will leave a mark.
But how much worse that a strip mall or one thousand single family residential
subdivision? Considering the state is in a water resource emergency this type of land
use is great!

Keep the area unrestricted

lvsthdsrt@gmail.com
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enjoy the ruggedness of the desert.
We are opposed to installing permanent concessions (buildings) hookup camping pads and
implementing stay on the trails areas in the park. Doing so would degrade and damage the
naturel beauty.
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Sincerely,
Jeff Healey
I think your Draft is well thought out and is trying to balance nature and Off road Enthusiast.
But please keep in mind this is an Off road park first before anything else. Yes Nature is
important but let me state the State of California has plenty of other natural resources that are
more important than a few small plants. We have to ride somewhere, and this land was given
to us Off road enthusiast first and foremost.
Any closing of land for that exact purpose is not ok with me.
Preservation of our Freedoms are more important than regulation for the few that ruin it for
the rest of us. Use the money for enforcement not closing down land for preservation.
"Please leave Ocotillo Wells open for all off-road vehicle use. It's a fun family tradition that
should be maintained for future generations."
I previously reviewed and commented on the original proposal for each of the specific areas.
This Draft Preferred Alternative Plan seems to be pretty much in line with the comments I had
originally submitted. My main concerns had to do with not completely closing some areas to
OHV use and also not leaving enough of the park open to distributed riding. This plan seems to
address those concerns and to be in the best interest of the long term use of the park.
The draft plan fits to what the park has put in place over the last 5 years. However, I would
prefer to see the zone 3 fully open to two wheel vehicles. In short, I would suggest you open
non trail areas in zone 3 for two wheel motorcycle only. Allow the two wheel motorcycles to
go on the trails as well as all other areas. In zone 3, allow any vehicle on the trails but allow
two wheel motorcycles full use of the entire zone 3. The four wheel vehicles are the more
destructive to the terrain and vegetation and create the higher level of dust. Therefore, I
suggest this change to zone 3 in your plan. This would be any extra dust control measure as
well.
Riding should not be limited to existing trails. This is done in ABDSP and I understand it there.
But this is an off-road park and should be left open except for very rare areas like the Pumpkin
Patch. As far as RV hookups, this is not something that benefits all. I have never had an RV in
the 38 years I have been riding and driving the area. Use the funding elsewhere.
I've only lived in San Diego for 2 years, but Ocotillo Wells was one of the first places I visited
after the dust settled from my move. I am an offroad motorcycle enthusiast, and one of the
most striking things about riding in Ocotillo Wells was how well the area is being managed for
multiple use. I appreciated the signage, trail/road markers, and interpretive sites and Ranger
presence. I am hopeful that the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area is managed
similar to how it is today so that it may continue to be accessible: open to multiple use,
motorized vehicles, with select closed areas for flora/fauna restoration or preservation,
interpretive signage and educational stops, etc. I look forward to spending more time with
friends and family at Ocotillo Wells if it remains open to offroad vehicle use.
Land conservation is important. It is also there to be used responsibly by the people with out
discrimination. From experience trails are maintained by responsible clubs when open to the

Let us ride where ever we want!!!!

Roger
Markham

caliguy9696@yahoo.com

Steve

scharby5770@yahoo.com

Steve
Costello

scostello@fncinc.com

Dust

David G.
Wicka

wicka5@pacbell.net

The biggest issue I see is litter.

William Tifft

bxtifft@gmail.com

I've only lived in San Diego for 2 years, but Ocotillo Wells was one of the first places I
visited after the dust settled from my move. I am an offroad motorcycle enthusiast,
and one of the most striking things about riding in Ocotillo Wells was how well the
area is being managed for multiple use. I appreciated the signage, trail/road markers,
and interpretive sites and Ranger presence. I am hopeful that the Ocotillo Wells State
Vehicular Recreation Area is managed similar to how it is today so that it may continue
to be accessible: open to multiple use, motorized vehicles, with select closed areas for
flora/fauna restoration or preservation, interpretive signage and educational stops,
etc. I look forward to spending more time with friends and family at Ocotillo Wells if it
remains open to offroad vehicle use.

Seth M.
Jarsky

sjarsky@msn.com

Alexander
Rodriguez

a.rodriguez21@yahoo.com
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public.It also gives public and area for Families to grow up together creating a bond that in
current times is much needed.
Thank You!
Basically ok--BUT, since the very 1st Draft, there has been a virtual "Information Blackout" on
the presence of potentially significant renewable energy resources already identified as likely
to exist, in economically accessible, and producible
amounts/levels in several areas within thelarge area encompassed by the Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.("SVRA").
For example, the earlier Drafts noted only that BLM had prepared a "Draft" EIR or EIS relating
to Geothermal Resources.
In fact, a FINAL EIS on Geothermal leasing on BLM lands within the SVRA was published in the
Federal register--and Federal geothermal Leases issued, effective as of October 1st, 2008.
Morover, The Draft , as far as I know, never even mentions that the BLM, and other Federal
lands within the SVRA,
are not even close to a majority landholding. This is still true if State of Calif-owned lands are
included.
The Draft does not take notice of the fact that Privately-held lands constitute, in fact, the clear
majority land ownership position within the SVRA.
And with respect to Geothermal Resources specifically, the U.S. Congress., in enacting the
Geothermal Steam Act Amendments of 2005, directed the BLM to "co--ordinate with State
Land Use Plans.
We understand , having seen BLM's Geothermal Leasing
EIS Process develop over 6 or so years a decade ago; that a great deal of misinformation has ,
over that time frame to the present. been circulated, and repeated often, with respect to the
true position of "Truckhaven".
Based on the maps contained in earlier and now the latest Draft----what the "Off-Road "
community designates as "Truckhaven", lies to the North/Nortwest, by several miles, of what
BLM, and every Geothermal company and individual geologists. Landmen, Engineers call
"Truckhaven".
A simple peek at BLM's Draft, or Final Geothermal Leasing EIS will make this clear.
In addition, the generally--recognized Phillips Geothermal first likely producible "Truckhaven
geothermal well, is located in the NE corner of Section 7, about 2 miles to the west of Hwy
86.along the clearly marked "Dump Road" running west from Hwy 86 to the Imperial County
Landfill.
Finally, BLM Lands Off-Road activities are governed by BLM Regulations of long standing, As
with BLM's post 1970 Geothermal Steam Act regulations,and BLM's Geothermal Leases
themselves, BLM regs require that ORV activities
cordinate , and in no event interfere with all other BLM-permitted activities, including Mining
and Geothermal.
We are confident the Calif State Lands Commission would regulate in a similar fashion
We look forward to seeing this Draft SVRA Plan progress to a Final plan and to its
futureimplementation.
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THOSE ADDRESSED IN OUR COMMENTS, AND THE COMMENTS OF ALL OTHER
RESPONDERS
Thank you,
Jack McNamara

jack
mcnamara

myopia36455@mypacks.net
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Basically ok--BUT, since the very 1st Draft, there has been a virtual "Information Blackout" on
the presence of potentially significant renewable energy resources already identified as likely
to exist, in economically accessible, and producible
amounts/levels in several areas within thelarge area encompassed by the Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.("SVRA").
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For example, the earlier Drafts noted only that BLM had prepared a "Draft" EIR or EIS relating
to Geothermal Resources.
In fact, a FINAL EIS on Geothermal leasing on BLM lands within the SVRA was published in the
Federal register--and Federal geothermal Leases issued, effective as of October 1st, 2008.
Morover, The Draft , as far as I know, never even mentions that the BLM, and other Federal
lands within the SVRA,
are not even close to a majority landholding. This is still true if State of Calif-owned lands are
included.
The Draft does not take notice of the fact that Privately-held lands constitute, in fact, the clear
majority land ownership position within the SVRA.
And with respect to Geothermal Resources specifically, the U.S. Congress., in enacting the
Geothermal Steam Act Amendments of 2005, directed the BLM to "co--ordinate with State
Land Use Plans.
We understand , having seen BLM's Geothermal Leasing
EIS Process develop over 6 or so years a decade ago; that a great deal of misinformation has ,
over that time frame to the present. been circulated, and repeated often, with respect to the
true position of "Truckhaven".
Based on the maps contained in earlier and now the latest Draft----what the "Off-Road "
community designates as "Truckhaven", lies to the North/Nortwest, by several miles, of what
BLM, and every Geothermal company and individual geologists. Landmen, Engineers call
"Truckhaven".
A simple peek at BLM's Draft, or Final Geothermal Leasing EIS will make this clear.
In addition, the generally--recognized Phillips Geothermal first likely producible "Truckhaven
geothermal well, is located in the NE corner of Section 7, about 2 miles to the west of Hwy
86.along the clearly marked "Dump Road" running west from Hwy 86 to the Imperial County
Landfill.
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Finally, BLM Lands Off-Road activities are governed by BLM Regulations of long standing, As
with BLM's post 1970 Geothermal Steam Act regulations,and BLM's Geothermal Leases
themselves, BLM regs require that ORV activities
cordinate , and in no event interfere with all other BLM-permitted activities, including Mining
and Geothermal.
We are confident the Calif State Lands Commission would regulate in a similar fashion
We look forward to seeing this Draft SVRA Plan progress to a Final plan and to its
futureimplementation.
Basically ok--BUT, since the very 1st Draft, there has been a virtual "Information Blackout" on
the presence of potentially significant renewable energy resources already identified as likely
to exist, in economically accessible, and producible
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amounts/levels in several areas within thelarge area encompassed by the Ocotillo Wells
SVRA.("SVRA").

Jack McNamara

For example, the earlier Drafts noted only that BLM had prepared a "Draft" EIR or EIS relating
to Geothermal Resources.
In fact, a FINAL EIS on Geothermal leasing on BLM lands within the SVRA was published in the
Federal register--and Federal geothermal Leases issued, effective as of October 1st, 2008.
Morover, The Draft , as far as I know, never even mentions that the BLM, and other Federal
lands within the SVRA,
are not even close to a majority landholding. This is still true if State of Calif-owned lands are
included.
The Draft does not take notice of the fact that Privately-held lands constitute, in fact, the clear
majority land ownership position within the SVRA.
And with respect to Geothermal Resources specifically, the U.S. Congress., in enacting the
Geothermal Steam Act Amendments of 2005, directed the BLM to "co--ordinate with State
Land Use Plans.
We understand , having seen BLM's Geothermal Leasing
EIS Process develop over 6 or so years a decade ago; that a great deal of misinformation has ,
over that time frame to the present. been circulated, and repeated often, with respect to the
true position of "Truckhaven".
Based on the maps contained in earlier and now the latest Draft----what the "Off-Road "
community designates as "Truckhaven", lies to the North/Nortwest, by several miles, of what
BLM, and every Geothermal company and individual geologists. Landmen, Engineers call
"Truckhaven".
A simple peek at BLM's Draft, or Final Geothermal Leasing EIS will make this clear.
In addition, the generally--recognized Phillips Geothermal first likely producible "Truckhaven
geothermal well, is located in the NE corner of Section 7, about 2 miles to the west of Hwy
86.along the clearly marked "Dump Road" running west from Hwy 86 to the Imperial County
Landfill.
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Finally, BLM Lands Off-Road activities are governed by BLM Regulations of long standing, As
with BLM's post 1970 Geothermal Steam Act regulations,and BLM's Geothermal Leases
themselves, BLM regs require that ORV activities
cordinate , and in no event interfere with all other BLM-permitted activities, including Mining
and Geothermal.
We are confident the Calif State Lands Commission would regulate in a similar fashion
We look forward to seeing this Draft SVRA Plan progress to a Final plan and to its
futureimplementation.
In general, I think the DPA has had a lot of thought put into it. However, there are some areas
that concern me. Specifically, what appears to be the intention to make the whole area north
of S-22 a Trails Only area. That is inconsistent with the way this area has been used for the past
60 years or more. It has consistently been used in a manner more consistent with Distributed
OHV riding. Why should that be changed at this time.
The only change to the draft is I want to see is that the area north of SR22 to be classified as

The environmental issues that need to be addressed as relates to the OHV area must
recognize that this portion of the park has been designated as exactly that, an OHV
area. As such, not all environmental issues can be mitigated and resolved in the same
manner as they might be in wilderness or restricted travel areas of the park as a
whole.
The only change to the draft is I want to see is that the area north of SR22 to be

Rod Gilmore

familygilmore@aol.com

Michael

Mbisnar@redsscrambled.com
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Zone 1
Leave TruckhavenUnrestricted

classified as Zone 1

Bisnar
Sue Sloan

sloangimmni60@msn.com

Kirk Beasley

kjbeasley@hotmail.com

"Environmental Impact" is something that should only apply to areas outside of State
OHV Parks as, the original reason for designating these areas and closing others was
the resources within were 'sacrificed' for the benefit of other areas that were closed to
OHV. If Environmental issues are going to be addressed and areas closed/restricted
within State OHV areas, then the state needs to allow OHV's in all state lands open to
other vehicles.

Eric
Neubauer

eric.neuabuer@sduhsd.net

1. No further commercial development of the OHV park.
2. Maintain "open riding."
3. Use resources for habitat restoration and erosion control, if needed.

Dr. Gary
Altenburg

galtenburg@cox.net

I've read it, and the one thing that stands out that I would like to see changed is to have the
area north of SR22 remain as Zone-1 as it has been for as long as I can remember.
I've been coming out and enjoying that area for the past 15 years. That area is ideally suited
for 4x4 vehicles - much more so than the area south of SR22.
The area north of SR22 is perfect for 4x4 that are not looking for "go-fast" terrain, but instead
are looking for more technical challenges associated with twists, turns, notches, and hill climbs
- "go-slow" technical terrain. By being Zone-1, it allows someone to select alternate ways
around an obstacle without being stuck with either something that is too easy or too hard. I
don't know of any other place like this in California.
Limiting 4x4 to designated trails is like "follow the leader" and is boring, too easy, or perhaps
too hard. The worst thing to have is a designated trail that might be too hard for someone and
lot let them find a bypass that is safer for them.
I'm very familiar with Hungry Valley up near Gorman, and frankly find that boring. It is great
for motorcycles, but for 4x4 is almost like just driving forest service roads.
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So, please leave the area north of SR22 as Zone-1.
As a life-long user of Truckhaven area......I disagree with the "Limited Camping" designation for
that area. Camping is already limited by geography......"limiting" it further is only going to
prohibit camping for families and groups that have been responsibly recreating there for
decades. The same idea was implemented south of Interstate 8 and camping was 'limited' to
areas that made it extremely unpleasant to camp there. Also, "Trails Only" recreation for the
area is limited by geography and imposing further restrictions only adds costs and limits
usability.
I attended the "Open House" in Temecula in mid March. After seeing and hearing the proposal,
I have several concerns:
1. I am concerned about closing parts of the OHV park to "trails only." The park is already small
enough and not only surrounded, but dwarfed, by the Anza-Borrego State Park. If the State is
allowed to continue to limit access in the OHV park, what will stop them from exercising this
precedent in the future to limit access in the entire OHV park?
2. I am concerned about the elimination of BLM jurisdiction from the OHV park. I have found
Federal lands management programs to be much less restrictive than California's. If the BLM is
eliminated from the governing process, what will stop the State from exercising their ability to
limit access as previously addressed?
3. The OHV park should remain undeveloped. That is the charm of camping there. Private
venders can operate outside of the OHV park. Imagine the beauty of the Yosemite Valley
without all the lodges and concessions. This is the off-roader's Yosemite!
Forty years ago, when I was ten years old riding a Honda 50 mini-bike and camping with my
family in the OHV park, an older gentleman said to me "Son, enjoy it now, because sometime in
your lifetime you will have to get in line and follow a ranger around to see the park." The irony
in that statement was that not long after, Anza-Borrego State Park was closed to green
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stickered OHV travel. Now I get to tell my children that we can't go "in there" on our wellmaintained, green stickered OHV's, even though we are responsible and law abiding citizens of
this State. The entire reason OHV's exist is to provide unrestricted access to enjoy places few
people will ever go. Leave the OHV park as it is!
I like the plan that leaves things as they are. Don't turn the park into a Disneyland with a bunch
of amenities. It is the desert, we appreciate it for what if is and would like to be able to share it
with our kids and theirs.
I dislike it immensely! You asked for public opinion and we gave it to you. The overwhelming
majority gave you their opinion which was it leave the park alone. It is perfect the way it is. And
this draft plan changes everything. We want zone 1 riding everywhere and specifically for the
area north of Devil's Slide. We do not want developed campgrounds with RV hookups. We do
not want mobile or permanent concession stands. We do not want special event staging areas.
We do not want welcome and way stations. Remove resource overlay. And we do not want to
pay to ride and camp. That is what our green stickers pay for! Keep it all open, primitive, and
free. Stop trying to turn it into something else when the people who use it voted to keep the
legacy plan. Listen to the people!
You asked for our opinions and we told you loud and clear with almost unanimous agreement
that we wanted the legacy plan. Change nothing in the park, we love it how it is now. This draft
plan ignores what the public demanded. This is not the legacy plan we agreed to. We want
open zone 1 riding everywhere and specifically North of Devil's Slide. No developed
campgrounds with RV hookup, primitive only. No concession stands whether mobile or
permanent within the park boundaries. No welcome areas and way stations. No special event
staging areas. Remove resource overlay zones. Keep OW exactly the same. We want the
freedom to camp and ride as we always have. Do not turn the park into Disneyland. Our green
stickers pay to ride and camp here. The riders want this park to remain free and primitive. Why
aren't you listening?
We voted for the legacy plan and that's not what this plan is. We want Ocotillo Wells open for
free green sticker riding and all open riding. We want primitive camping only. Please no
concession stands or anything commercial. My family likes to ride and camp and hike here to
get away from it all. Do not ruin our park! Why are you building these things that no one
wants? Our family has enjoyed this park for decades and want it to stay the way it is now.
Pretty much all we are seeing is more and more being taken away from OHV use in the State of
CA. We have made concessions numerous times in the past. It is time we start to say no to
anything being taken away from us. If we say no to everything now then we will have
something to work with later when the whole thing goes to court. There will probably be suits
filed by environmental or off-road groups. I hope not but that seems to be the trend. The
following comments are my own and do not reflect the SDORC, CORVA, TDS or any other group
I am a member of.
3b OHV Revreation
Z1 OK
Z2 Need to redefine what is a trail and what is not. Need more involvement from outside to
define what is a trail. How big can a concentrated OHV Area be? Who defines what is a
concentrated area?
Z3 Why were these areas created? There is not much use in these areas and the impact is
light. The area in behind Blowsand has no east/west trails. The section along the 86 is already
trials only, why doesn't it fall into Zone 2?
3c Camping

I think with the park set up as Is and the increased fencing east of pole line all
environmental issues are being addressed.

Lee
Doxtader

Ldoxtader@gmail.com

None. This is a park to ride and camp. Address environmental issues in Anza Borrego.
This place was set aside to ride.

Cherine
Rossman

the_rossmans@sbcglobal.net

None. This park is for riding and camping, period.

Chris
Rossman

chrisrossman1@gmail.com

None

Cathy
Geddes

norman
ritter

normritter@att.net
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No new developed camping areas. The majority of the users are prepared for the desert. We
have been without many of the luxuries found in todays modern parks. We love it a little more
rough. There are currently showers and flush toilets available in specific areas. If those services
are needed the people can go to those, after all that is what we have been doing. By adding
more services then the need to maintain them will also have to go up and the cost of building
can be quite high. Do not feel it is a good use of OHV money. No hook-ups for RV's. If you have
an RV then you already have everything you need, you are self contained. By having hook-ups
and such, a different group of people may come in, people will stay longer ( most people just
stay the weekend). People will come out days and weeks ahead to get the primo spots. The
cost of putting in permanent spots would be very expensive so there would have to be a
charge for those. Do not feel that any more semi-developed sites need to be created. They
tend to concentrate people into specific areas. We already have tables, chairs and ez-ups and
some have portable fire pits.
3d Visitor Services
Ok with plan
3e Concessions
No permanent concessions. Concessions such as trash are ok.
No mobile concessions except for life or safety services. We do not need food, ice, pumping,
gas, tee-shirts and so on. These services can be obtained nearby.
3f Special Event Staging
No problem with established areas
3g Resource Management
Remove section from plan. We have not seen it before and need to get intent explained. In
first paragraph under RESOURCE OVERLAY ZONE wording such as "Although not all areas
included in the Resource Overlay Zone are necessarily sensitive and in need of protection,
some areas will be subject to additional resource protection measures" gives the right to close
off all areas in green. This may not be the intent but it is perceived this way. It all depends on
how you interrupt it. In the future someone or some group can interrupt it as a ok to close off
these areas since it was in the general plan for the Park.
In the dust control section- Why hasn't anything been done about the military using the
County Airport. The plains create a lot of dust. The dust wanders into the Park. There is usually
a light breeze and the dust is pushed into the Park or surrounding area and into Imperial
County. The military has a lot of bases where this practice can be done. The airport is not in the
Park but belongs to the County of San Diego. Can a letter be sent to the County asking them to
tell the military to stop using the airport?
I think it would be to the benefit of OHV users and State Park employees if there was more
interaction between Resources and the users. If the users had a better understanding maybe
the buy in would go a lot smoother.
Everything is good, im worried about 3g.
I think instead of more fences. how about more signs saying stay out of the area or stay on
roads.
O and dust control? come on! the wind blows like crazy all the time out there.
I was out over the weekend and was thinking there should be more safety measures. water or
shade areas or better signs were to go or first aid.

Wow this is tricky. its the end of winter and yes there is some more green but there
was a lot of sand blown all over the place, there are more barren spots than ever! Sure
some spots could use more signs but lets take it easy on the fences.
Wouldn't if you protected the area so good it would grow beyond its normal habitat?

mike
shannon

mikescores@hotmail.com

