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Form1-4

Form1-5

Form1-6

Form1-7

Responses to Form Letter 1 

Form 1-1 The Lincoln County and White Pine County Conservation, Recreation, and 
Development Acts have either designated wilderness or released wilderness study 
areas in these two counties. Designated wilderness and the remaining wilderness 
study areas in the Nye County portion of the decision area are closed to OHV use. 
OHV use in other parts of the decision area will be "limited" to designated roads and 
trails in order to protect a range of resource values. 

Form 1-2 When the Ely RMP planning process was initiated, there was no requirement in the 
Land Use Planning Handbook to identify lands with wilderness characteristics. 
Under the new Planning Handbook (2005), the BLM no longer designates 
wilderness study areas as part of the land use planning process. While the new 
Handbook allows the Ely Field Office to consider information on wilderness 
characteristics as part of travel management and visual resources management, no 
lands with wilderness characteristics were identified during the Ely RMP planning 
process. 

Form 1-3 As part of the ACEC regulations, the Ely Field Office may not use an ACEC 
designation as a substitute for wilderness suitability recommendation. 

Form 1-4 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 1-2. 

Form 1-5 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 1-2. 

Form 1-6 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 1-2. 

Form 1-7 Please refer to Response to Comment Form1-2. 



Form Letter 2  Responses to Form Letter 2 

Form 2-1 Thank you for your comment. The subject of this comment is beyond the scope of 
the Ely RMP and does not require further agency response. 

Form 2-2 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 2-1. 

Form 2-3 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 2-1. 

Form 2-4 Please refer to Section 5.1.4 in the Draft RMP and EIS and Proposed RMP and 
Final EIS for a discussion of informal presentations that were made to organizations 
during the preparation of the Ely RMP. 

Form 2-5 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 2-1. 

Form 2-6 Please refer to Section 2.4.14.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion 
of how the BLM develops transportation plans and how the process gives the public 
the opportunity to participate. 

Form 2-7 The Proposed RMP and Final EIS outline the BLM's proposed activities for 
managing all of the resources and uses for which it has responsibility within the Ely 
RMP decision area. These responsibilities extend far beyond protection or 
restoration of plant and animal communities, although those goals are a major part 
of the proposed program. Management of transportation routes and off-highway 
vehicle use on the public lands is just one of the factors considered in meeting the 
goals and objectives identified in the Ely RMP. 

Form 2-8 Thank you for your comment. The subject of this comment is beyond the scope of 
the Ely RMP. As stated in Section 1.5.1, General Criteria No.1 of the Proposed 
RMP and Final EIS, the Ely Field Office will comply with all applicable Federal laws, 
including the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
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Form 2-2 

Form 2-3 

Form 2-4 

Form 2-5 

Form 2-6 

Form 2 -7 

Form 2-8 



Form Letter 2 Continued  Responses to Form Letter 2 

Form 2-9 Comment noted. All comments on the Draft RMP and EIS have been truthfully 
responded to in this section of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS. 

Form 2-8 

Form 2-9 



Form Letter 3 Responses to Form Letter 3 

Form 3-1 Please refer to Section 2.4.15.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion 
of Special Recreation Management Areas, which include areas where the 
recreational use of off-highway vehicles would be emphasized. No OHV parks have 
been included in the Proposed RMP 

Form 3-2 The Proposed RMP and Final EIS identify management actions for off-road racing 
(see Section 2-4.15.2), but it would not be eliminated. 

Form 3-3 In response to your comment, the text in Section 2.4.15.1 of the Proposed RMP and 
Final EIS has been revised to clarify the discussion of how future recreational trails 
would be addressed. 

Form 3-1 

Form 3-2 

Form 3-3 



Form Letter 4 Responses to Form Letter 4 

Form 4-1 In response to your comment, corrections have been made in the Proposed RMP 
and Final EIS to recognize elk as a native species to the area throughout all 
alternatives. 

Form 4-2 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 4-1 for a discussion of elk as a native 
species to the area. Text in Chapters 2 and 4 of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS 
has been revised to indicate that management of habitat for elk under the Proposed 
RMP would conform to the county elk plans. 

Form 4-3 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 4-1 for a discussion of elk as a native 
species to the area. 

Form 4-1 

Form 4-2 

Form 4-3 



Form Letter 4 Continued 

Form 4-3 

Form 4-4 

Form 4-5 

Form 4-6 

Form 4-7 

Responses to Form Letter 4 

Form 4-4 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 4-1 for a discussion of elk as a native 
species to the area. 

Form 4-5 The current population growth rate of elk in the Ely RMP planning area will logically 
decrease over time as the population reaches the carrying capacity of available 
habitat. Text in Chapters 2 and 4 of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS has been 
revised to indicate that management of habitat for elk under the Proposed RMP 
would conform to the county elk plans. 

Form 4-6 Please refer to Response to Comment Form 4-1 for a discussion of elk as a native 
species to the area. Your comment regarding a proposed alternative is noted. 

Form 4-7 In response to your comment, the text in Section 2.4.6.4 of the Proposed RMP and 
Final EIS has been revised to clarify the discussion of big game habitat 
management for increased game species distribution and densities. 
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