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1. INTRODUCTION  
The California Department of Parks and Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation 
(OHMVR) Division and the Bureau of Land Management, El Centro Field Office (BLM) held a 
formal public scoping period that began on February 9, 2015, and concluded on April 6, 2015. 
The scoping period was initiated to meet the requirements of the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular 
Recreation Area (SVRA) Plan that is being jointly prepared by the OHMVR Division and BLM. 

The Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan will provide a long-term management framework for Ocotillo Wells 
SVRA, and will include a General Plan, Recreation Area Management Plan, and California Desert 
Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment (General Plan/RAMP/LUPA). An Environmental 
Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) will also be prepared by the OHMVR 
Division and BLM to meet CEQA and NEPA requirements for evaluating potential impacts 
associated with implementation of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan.  

This report presents a summary of input received during the scoping period. 

1.1 REPORT ORGANIZATION 

The report is organized into the following sections: 

Section 2 - Overview of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan: Describes the components of the 
Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan, including the General Plan, RAMP, and LUPA, and provides an 
overview of the planning and environmental review process, including regulatory requirements for 
public involvement under CEQA and NEPA. 

Section 3 - Scoping Process: Provides an overview of the scoping process, details notification 
methods and the opportunities for public comment as part of the scoping period. 

Section 4 - Summary of Comments: Provides an overview of the comments received during 
the public scoping process. 

Appendices: 

A: Notification Materials 

B: Open House Meeting Materials 

C: Public Comments 
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2. OVERVIEW OF THE OCOTILLO WELLS SVRA 
PLAN 
Ocotillo Wells SVRA is a popular recreation area for off-highway vehicle (OHV) enthusiasts and 
other visitors from Southern California and beyond. It is located approximately 90 miles northeast of 
the city of San Diego, near the Salton Sea on the border of San Diego and Imperial counties. With 
over 85,000 acres, Ocotillo Wells SVRA is the largest of California’s SVRAs, and it provides a 
unique recreational experience for OHV enthusiasts of all types and skill levels. Ocotillo Wells SVRA 
also provides off-highway access to nonmotorized recreation, such as camping and geocaching. Of 
the approximately 85,000 acres within Ocotillo Wells SVRA, around 21,600 acres are currently 
managed jointly by California State Parks and the BLM through a Memorandum of Understanding. 
The objective of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan is to create a comprehensive planning tool under 
both state and federal guidelines to effectively manage Ocotillo Wells SVRA for high quality 
recreation while protecting its resources in a sustainable manner. 

A General Plan is a broad-based policy document and land management plan that establishes a 
long-range vision and goals and provides direction on future types of improvements, services, and 
programs. The General Plan is the primary management document for each unit in the California 
Department of Parks and Recreation, establishing its primary purpose and a management direction 
for the future. Once adopted, future decisions related to visitor use and recreation, interpretation 
and education, park use and operations, and natural and physical resources must be consistent 
with the policies contained in the General Plan. 

A Recreation Area Management Plan is a land management plan used by the BLM. 
Specifically, it is a land use decision-making document that provides guidance 
for management decisions in a designated area. The RAMP will be part of the Ocotillo Wells 
SVRA Plan and will be created through an open public process, utilizing the input from those who 
have an interest in these public lands, and the surrounding communities. 

The California Desert Conservation Area Plan (CDCA Plan, 1980, as amended) provides 
land use plan guidance for the entire California Desert Conservation Area, which includes Ocotillo 
Wells SVRA. The CDCA Plan specifically provides for an amendment process to keep up with new 
data, new needs, and other changes in law and policy.  The BLM decisions include whether to 
amend the CDCA Plan, through a LUPA, to change the land use designation of some BLM-owned 
land in Ocotillo Wells SVRA. This may include making changes in OHV area designations in 
accordance with 43 CFR 8342. The CDCA Plan Amendment will consider a proposal to designate 
Ocotillo Wells SVRA as a Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA). SRMA designations 
recognize public lands where recreation is the predominant land use. 

2.1 Summary of the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action 

As part of the process to develop the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan, a Draft Preferred 
Alternative/Proposed Action was prepared to provide an initial, conceptual land use and 

https://www.federalregister.gov/select-citation/2015/02/09/43-CFR-8342
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management plan. The Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action was formulated to reflect the 
purpose, vision, and goals of the OHMVR Division for Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The Draft Preferred 
Alternative/Proposed Action also included a proposal for the BLM to prepare a RAMP and LUPA. 

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. A Resource Management Overlay Zone was 
also included in the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action. Additional information on the 
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action can be found by visiting www.PlanOcotilloWells.org.  

2.2 Public Participation Program 

The OHMVR Division has provided many public input opportunities since initiating a 
comprehensive public participation program for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan in 2010. The public 
participation program has included visitor surveys, stakeholder interviews, public workshops, fact 
sheets, and a project website with information and opportunities for online input. Figure 1 provides 
an overview of the public involvement program for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan.  

2.3 CEQA Public Participation Requirements 

Public participation plays an important role in the CEQA process.  For scoping, agencies must 
provide at least one scoping meeting for projects of statewide or areawide significance for which an 
EIR will be prepared, and must invite neighboring cities and counties, any responsible agencies, and 
any agencies with jurisdiction by law over any resources affected by the project (CEQA Guidelines, § 
15082). Scoping is also specifically required for joint NEPA/CEQA documents (Id. at § 15083). 

2.4 NEPA Public Participation Requirements 

NEPA requires federal agencies to make diligent efforts to involve stakeholders in the development 
of environmental planning documents and stipulates public involvement during various stages of 
the environmental review process. At the scoping level, public involvement is encouraged to help 
identify impacts and alternatives regarding the proposed project as well as any existing studies or 
information that can be used during the NEPA review. Using scoping to identify issues that do not 
require detailed analysis or are not relevant is just as important as identifying those issues that merit 
detailed analysis. Following scoping, agencies prepare a draft EIS and make it available for public 
review and comment for a minimum of 45 days (40 CFR § 1506.10, 1503.1(a)(4)). 

 

  
  

http://www.planocotillowells.org/
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Figure 1 – Overview of Public Participation Program 
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3. SCOPING PROCESS 
“Scoping” is the process of identifying the scope and content of the EIR/EIS. The purpose of 
scoping is to solicit comments from members of the public and federal, state, and local agencies 
on the “scope” of a proposed project to identify:  

• range of actions to study, 

• potential environmental issues,  

• project alternatives,  

• potential mitigation measures, and  

• issues that can be eliminated from detailed analysis.  

A formal scoping period was held by the OHMVR Division and BLM to meet the public 
participation requirements of CEQA and NEPA. The scoping period supplemented the robust 
public participation program and the input already collected by focusing on two specific areas of 
input:  

1. Feedback on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action 

2. Input on the scope of issues that should be addressed in the EIR/EIS  

This input will inform the development of the Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan and the Draft 
EIR/EIS. 

Scoping is required by both CEQA and NEPA. The BLM published a Notice of Intent (NOI) on 
February 9, 2015, which initiated the scoping process for the proposed Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan. 
In addition, the OHMVR Division issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on March 6, 2015, that 
informed other public agencies and the general public that an EIR/EIS was being prepared to 
identify potential environmental impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed Ocotillo 
Wells SVRA Plan. The formal scoping period concluded on Monday, April 6, 2015.  

Following the completion of the scoping period, the OHMVR Division and BLM will prepare the 
Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan (General Plan/RAMP/LUPA). In addition, a Draft EIR/EIS will 
be prepared that addresses the potential environmental impacts of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan, 
proposed alternatives, and potential mitigation measures.  A public comment period will be held to 
solicit public comments after the completion of the Preliminary Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan and the 
Draft EIR/EIS, before a Final Ocotillo Wells SVRA and Final EIR/EIS is approved. 

3.1 Notification and Information Dissemination 

Initiation of the formal scoping period for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan and EIR/EIS was 
announced to the general public and stakeholders through publication of the NOI in the Federal 



 
 

 6 

Register, publication of the NOP at the State Clearinghouse, mailed notices, newspaper 
advertisements, the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan website (www.PlanOcotilloWells.org),  email blasts, 
social media, posted notices, and distributed fliers.  

3.1.1. Notice of Intent 

NEPA requires that an NOI to prepare an EIS be published in the Federal Register. This occurred 
on February 9, 2015. A copy of the NOI can be found in Appendix A. This notice announced the 
BLM’s intent to prepare the following documents jointly with the OHMVR Division: a RAMP and 
LUPA and an associated EIR/EIS. The NOI gave a brief overview of the Draft Preferred 
Alternative/Proposed Action; solicited public comments; and announced the date, time, and 
location of public scoping meetings. 

3.1.2. Notice of Preparation 

To comply with the requirements of CEQA, an NOP was filed with the State Clearinghouse on 
March 6, 2015. A copy of the NOP can be found in Appendix A. The NOP announced that the 
OHMVR Division had started the process of preparing a joint EIR/EIS for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA 
Plan in cooperation with the BLM and provided a brief description of the project. The NOP states 
that public comments would be received until April 6, 2015, and provides the methods that 
interested parties could use to submit comments. Additionally, the NOP provided public meeting 
dates, times, and locations.  

3.1.3. Mailed Notices 

Over 1,000 copies of the NOP were mailed to stakeholders, including elected officials, 
government agencies, nongovernmental organizations, special interest groups, and individuals 
and groups who had previously requested notification. The NOP was also mailed to property 
owners that own land within, and adjacent to, Ocotillo Wells SVRA.  

3.1.4. Press Releases 

Press releases were issued by the OHMVR Division on March 9, 2015 and the BLM on February 
9, 2015. Press releases were distributed to local and regional media representatives to announce 
the dates, times, locations, and purpose of the scoping meetings. Copies of the press releases are 
included in Appendix A. In addition, an Imperial Valley Press article about the General Plan is 
included in Appendix A. 

3.1.5. Newspaper Advertisements 

On March 6, 2015, advertisements announcing the scoping meetings were placed in three local 
and regional newspapers of general circulation: the San Diego Union Tribune, the Imperial Valley 
Press, and the Press Enterprise. Copies of the newspaper advertisements are included in Appendix A. 

3.1.6. Website  

A website for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan (www.PlanOcotilloWells.org) was created to provide 
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information about the plan and the EIR/EIS process, announce public meetings, and provide an 
opportunity to submit a comment online. The website contains documents available for download, 
including the NOP and materials used at the scoping meetings. The BLM also provides information 
about the project and public participation on their website 
(http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html).  

3.1.7. Email blasts 

A series of email blasts were sent out during the scoping period to provide individuals and 
organizations with information regarding the project. The blast also served to remind them of 
upcoming meetings and opportunities to submit comments during the comment period. 
Approximately 1,560 email addresses are included on the email list. 

3.1.8. Social Media 

Ocotillo Wells SVRA leveraged its social media presence to announce the public scoping period. 
Four posts were made to share the press release and inform people and visitors of upcoming 
scoping meetings, and opportunities to comment. Posts were made on February 27, March 10, 
March 16, and March 20. The Facebook posts were shared by many people and 8 people 
commented on the Facebook page in response to the postings. The Facebook posts and the 
responses are included in Appendix A. 

3.1.9. Posted Notices and Flyers 

Notices announcing the scoping meeting were posted at various locations frequented by visitors to 
Ocotillo Wells SVRA, including the Discovery Center and at restrooms. Flyers were also handed 
out at interpretive events at Ocotillo Wells SVRA and distributed to people camping and riding. 
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3.2 Public Comment Methods 

As part of the public scoping period for the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan, various avenues were 
provided for the general public, organizations, and public agencies to submit comments on the 
Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action and scope of the environmental analysis. Comments 
could be submitted in writing on comment cards at the public scoping meetings or were submitted 
via U.S. mail, email, or through the project website (www.PlanOcotilloWells.org).  

3.2.1. Public Scoping Meetings 

To allow the public the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Preferred 
Alternative/Proposed Action and the scope of the joint EIR/EIS, two open-house scoping meetings 
were held: one in Temecula, California, and another in the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Discovery Center. 
Representatives from the OHMVR Division and the BLM were available to explain the Ocotillo 
Wells SVRA Plan and the CEQA/NEPA process and to answer questions. Written comments could 
be submitted in person at the meetings on a comment card. Table 1 provides details on the date, 
time, location, and attendance at the public scoping meetings 

The public scoping meetings were presented in an “open house” format that was designed to 
create a comfortable and informative atmosphere. Members of the public were able to speak 
individually with members of the project team. The goals of these meetings were to introduce 
attendees to the EIR/EIS process, provide information on the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed 
Action, answer questions from attendees, and solicit input. OHMVR Division and BLM staff were 
available at stations around the room to provide information about the following topics: 

1. Process Overview and Timeline 

2. Overview of the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action 

3. Draft EIR/EIS Scoping 

4. Next Steps 
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A copy of the display boards from each station of the public scoping meetings is included in 
Appendix B. 

Table 1- Public Scoping Meetings Information and Attendance 

Date & Time Location Attendance 

March 18, 2015 
3:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 

Temecula Conference Center 
41000 Main Street 
Temecula, CA 92590 

43 

March 21, 2015 
12:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Ocotillo Wells SVRA Discovery 
Center 
5172 Highway 78 
Borrego Springs, CA  92004 

100 

3.2.2. Other Comment Methods 

Comments on the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan and the scope of the EIR/EIS were also accepted on 
the project website, through U.S. mail, and via email. These methods were used to supplement the 
public scoping meeting and provide greater opportunities for public input during the scoping 
period.  
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3.3. Tribal Outreach 

General communications with tribal representatives regarding the General Plan process have been 
ongoing since 2010.  All Native American input received as part of the planning process will be 
considered in the EIR/EIS analysis and be reflected in the Draft EIR/EIS.  In addition, California 
State Parks has undertaken steps to initiate formal tribal consultation and sent letters to tribal 
contacts to notify them of the initiation of scoping. Moreover, the BLM has initiated formal 
government-to-government consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA) and has sent 23 letters via certified mail to tribal representatives to invite them to consult 
on the project and inform them of the initiation of scoping. The letters were sent to the tribes1 
identified in the table below.  Additional formal tribal consultation will be ongoing throughout the 
preparation of the EIR/EIS. 

 

Tribe Letters Sent By: 

Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians California State Parks; BLM 

Cabazon Band of Mission Indians California State Parks; BLM 

Cahuilla Band of Mission Indians of the 
Cahuilla Reservation 

BLM 

Campo Band of Diegueno Mission Indians of 
the Campo Indian Reservation 

California State Parks; BLM 

Chemehuevi Indian Tribe of the Chemehuevi 
Reservation 

BLM 

Cocopah Tribe of Arizona California State Parks; BLM 

Colorado River Indian Tribes of the Colorado 
River Indian Reservation 

BLM 

Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians California State Parks; BLM 

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma Reservation California State Parks; BLM 

Jamul Indian Village BLM 

Kwaaymii Laguna Band of Indians BLM 
La Posta Band of Diegueno Mission Indians of 
the La Posta Indian Reservation  California State Parks; BLM 

                                                           
1 In some cases letters were sent to more than one individual at the same tribe. 
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Los Coyotes Band of Cahuilla and Cupeño 
Indians 

BLM 

Manzanita Band of Diegueno Mission Indians 
of the Manzanita Reservation  

California State Parks; BLM 

Mesa Grande Band of Diegueno Mission 
Indians of the Mesa Grande Reservation 

BLM 

San Pasqual Band of Diegueño Mission Indians 
of California 

BLM 

Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians BLM 

Iipay Nation of Santa Ysabel BLM 

Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation BLM 

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians California State Parks; BLM 

Twenty-nine Palms Band of Mission Indians  BLM 

Viejas Group of Capitan Grande Band of 
Mission Indians of the Viejas Reservation 

BLM 

Inaja Band of Diegueno Mission Indians of the 
Inaja and Cosmit Reservation 

BLM 

Inter-Tribal Cultural Resource Protection Council California State Parks 

Morongo Band of Mission Indians California State Parks 

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee California State Parks 
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4. SUMMARY OF COMMENTS 
Public comments, issues, ideas, and concerns that were submitted during the scoping period will be 
considered by the OHMVR Division and BLM during the preparation of the Preliminary Ocotillo 
Wells SVRA Plan and Draft EIR/EIS.  A total of 302 submissions were received during the scoping 
process, including comment cards, comment letters (including emails), and website submissions. The 
table below summarizes the number of submissions by comment type. 
 

Comment Cards Comment Letters Website Submissions Total 
41 133 128 302 

 
Appendix C includes a complete record of all the comments received as part of the scoping process 
and can be reviewed to understand the full breadth and depth of the comments provided. Appendix 
C is organized as follows: 
 

• Appendix C.1 contains the comment cards received during the scoping process. 
• Appendix C.2 contains letters received via email and U.S. mail during the scoping period. 
• Appendix C.3 contains comments submitted via www.PlanOcotilloWells.org website. 

 
Moreover, it should be noted that since the initiation of the planning process in 2009 by California 
State Parks, a great deal of input has been provided by the public, including, but not limited to 
OHV enthusiasts, public agency staff, OHV organizations, tribal representatives, and conservation 
organizations.  All input received as part of the planning process will be considered during plan 
preparation and in the EIR/EIS analysis.  Documents summarizing previous public input can be 
viewed at www.PlanOcotilloWells.org. 

4.1 Summary of Comments 
This section identifies: 1) key issues that will be addressed as part of the land use plan (Ocotillo 
Wells SVRA Plan) and/or considered during the CEQA/NEPA process; and 2) issues unrelated to 
the planning process and/or environmental analysis.  Specifically, while many comments may arise 
during scoping, not all of the comments warrant analysis. Analysis of a comment or issue generally 
is not warranted if it does not contribute information that may help resolve disagreement about the 
best way to manage or use a resource or resolve an undesirable resource condition. Therefore, 
Section 4.1.1 provides an overview of the key issues raised that relate to Ocotillo Wells SVRA Plan 
and/or the EIR/EIS and Section 4.1.2 identifies comments unrelated to the environmental analysis. 
 

4.1.1 Key Issues Identified During the Scoping Process 
The intent of this section is to highlight the breadth of substantive issues that were identified through 
the scoping process.  Accordingly, this section does not summarize the most frequent comments and 
instead identifies a cross-section of key issues relevant to the planning process and/or the 
CEQA/NEPA process.   
 
Additionally, it is important to note that this section does not identify all issues that will be analyzed 
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in the EIR/EIS; rather, it identifies key issues raised. Accordingly, please note that the EIR/EIS will 
address the full scope of environmental issues, so it will not be limited to the topics raised in the 
scoping process, nor will it be limited to the key issues identified in this section of the report.  
Moreover, the complete record of comments compiled in Appendix C will be considered for their 
applicability to define the range of actions, potential to avoid or reduce environmental impacts, or 
as mitigation measures.  
 
Aesthetics 
Impacts to views and the recreation experience from facility development should be analyzed. 
 
Air Quality 
Impacts to visibility and health from dust and wind-blown soil should be analyzed. 
Air Pollution Control District thresholds, significance criteria, and guidelines for air quality analysis 
should be used. 
Monitoring, abatement, and mitigation activities should be identified.  
 
Alternatives to Consider 
No change. 
No OHV recreation. 
No or limited facility development. 
No OHV recreation where OHV recreation is not manageable, sustainable, or does not meet 
federal or state regulations. 
Trails-only OHV recreation, throughout Ocotillo Wells SVRA. 
Trails-only OHV recreation, only where resources are located. 
Trails-only OHV recreation, on all BLM land. 
No new trails-only areas. 
Open riding in all of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. 
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Biotic Resources 
Impacts to vegetation, including endemic plants, sensitive plant species, and those plants that 
provide habitat for sensitive wildlife species should be analyzed. 
Impacts to wildlife, including Peninsular bighorn sheep, flat-tailed horned lizard, desert tortoise, 
fringe-toed lizard, coyotes, badgers, kit foxes, and raptors and migratory birds and their prey 
species should be analyzed. 
Impacts to specific unique ecosystems, such as washes, mesquite woodlands, sand dunes should 
be analyzed. 
Monitoring, abatement, and mitigation activities should be identified; including completing 
biological surveys before identifying trails and camping areas; and identifying control plot 
locations for all vegetation communities and soil types. 
Monitoring needs to be effective and needs to meet all applicable Federal and state laws. 
 
Climate Change 
Analyze the project’s contribution to climate change to comply with AB 32 and the most recent 
CEQA Guidelines for analyzing greenhouse gasses and climate change. 
 
Cultural and Paleontological Resources 
Impacts to cultural, archaeological, and paleontological resources should be analyzed. 
 
Geology, Soils, and Minerals Resources 
Impacts to unique geological features, such as concretions and mudhill/sandstone sheet 
topography should be analyzed. 
Analyze potential erosion resulting from OHV recreation, accounting for natural processes. 
 
Hydrology and Water Quality 
Impacts to soils and hydrology should be analyzed to assess how OHV recreation affects soils, 
water infiltration, potentially affects flow patterns in ephemeral washes, and modify surface sheet 
flows. 
Identify impacts to surface water quality, springs and other water sources should be analyzed. 
Impacts of facility development or other construction may require preparation of a Minor Storm 
Water Management Plan as a mitigation measure. 
 
  



 
 

 15 

 
Land Management 
 
Support for the designation of Ocotillo Wells as a Special Recreation Management Area. 
Impacts related to renewable energy development and from the Salton City Landfill should be 
analyzed. 
 
Law Enforcement and Public Safety 
Impacts resulting in user conflict and on safety should be analyzed. 
Impacts of potential increased fencing on public safety should be analyzed 
Assess the personnel and facility needs for adequate and effective law enforcement. 
 
Noise 
Impacts of noise generation from OHVs should be analyzed. 
 
Process 
Provide transparency in decision making and consider all comments submitted. 
 
Property Ownership 
Support for the acquisition of BLM and private land within the Ocotillo Wells SVRA Study Area 
Boundary and for  acquiring land outside the Study Area. 
Need to clarify how private property will be addressed. 
 
Public Services and Utilities 
Impacts of wastewater and solid waste, particularly in relation to developed camping sites, should 
be analyzed. 
 
Recreation and Visitor Experience Issues 
Opposition to trails-only OHV recreation, especially in Truckhaven and in areas that are currently 
distributed OHV recreation. Existing trails-only OHV recreation should be changed to distributed 
OHV recreation. 
Support for balancing OHV recreation experience and resource protection. 
OHV recreation should be limited or prohibited in areas with sensitive natural and/or cultural 
resources. 
Impacts to visitor experience in Anza Borrego Desert State Park resulting from unauthorized OHV 
recreation. 
Identify impacts on OHV recreation experience caused by any trails-only riding. 
Concerns about closures and fencing of areas to limit OHV recreation for purposes of resource 
protection. 
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Support for multi-use recreation, as well as concerns that other recreation could be detrimental to 
the OHV recreation experience.  
Camping should be allowed throughout Ocotillo Wells SVRA; concerns that the Plan would result 
in decreased opportunities for RV/trailer camping. 
Concern that implementation of the Plan would create an overly developed visitor experience and 
change the character of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. 
Ocotillo Wells SVRA is becoming too crowded. 
Against commercialization and concessions; some support for temporary concessions. 
Special event permitting should be streamlined by identifying allowable locations. All events should 
have the same status as “California State Parks Sponsored Special Events Only.” 
Opposition to additional development of camping facilities, training tracks, and other visitor 
facilities; where some opposed any additional development. Some support for training challenge 
tracks, and a new ranger station. 
Support for existing education and interpretation efforts. 
 
Transportation and Traffic 
Legal ingress and egress to State Highways should occur only at permitted points. 
The ability of Highway 78 to accommodate large vehicles and trailers should be analyzed. 
 
Other 
Consistency of the Plan and EIR/EIS with the Southern California Association of Governments’ 
(SCAG) 2012 Regional Transpiration Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy goals. 
Use the County of San Diego’s Guidelines for Determining Significance when analyzing potential 
environmental impacts. 
Impacts to areas surrounding Ocotillo Wells SVRA should be analyzed; including, but not limited 
to, Anza Borrego Desert State Park, Ocotillo Wells, and Salton City. 
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4.1.2 Issues Unrelated to the Environmental Analysis 
Comments received that fall outside the scope of the EIR/EIS included the following comment 
categories: 
 

• Requests for additional scoping meetings and extension of the scoping period.  
• Requests for additional information, including, but not limited to questions regarding BLM 

involvement in the process, questions regarding the cost to implement the Ocotillo Wells 
SVRA Plan, etc. 

• Statements of personal experience., including, but not limited to family experiences at 
Ocotillo Wells SVRA, length of time one has been visiting Ocotillo Wells SVRA, history of 
excursions to Ocotillo Wells SVRA, etc. 

• Statements of personal opinion regarding the condition of physical, natural, and cultural 
resources and health and safety facilities needs at Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The Ocotillo Wells 
SVRA Plan and EIR/EIS will objectively address these issues to the extent that the lead 
agency determines that they raise significant adverse physical impacts, based on the advice 
of experts. 

• Statements of values including, but not limited to statements regarding the value of 
environmental preservation and differing perspectives regarding the value of protecting park 
resources and the status of those resources, statements that there is no need to address 
environmental issues at Ocotillo Wells SVRA, statements that Ocotillo Wells SVRA’s resources 
do not require management, etc. 
 

 


	1.1 REPORT ORGANIZATION
	2.1 Summary of the Draft Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action
	2.2 Public Participation Program
	2.3 CEQA Public Participation Requirements
	2.4 NEPA Public Participation Requirements
	Figure 1 – Overview of Public Participation Program
	3.1 Notification and Information Dissemination
	3.1.1. Notice of Intent
	3.1.2. Notice of Preparation
	3.1.3. Mailed Notices
	3.1.4. Press Releases
	3.1.5. Newspaper Advertisements
	3.1.6. Website

	3.2 Public Comment Methods
	3.2.1. Public Scoping Meetings
	3.2.2. Other Comment Methods

	3.3. Tribal Outreach
	4.1 Summary of Comments
	4.1.1 Key Issues Identified During the Scoping Process
	4.1.2 Issues Unrelated to the Environmental Analysis


