Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

City of Palm Springs

3200 Tahquicz Canyon Way * Palm Springs, California 92262
TEL (760) 323-8200 * FAX (760) 323-8207 * TDD (760) 864-9527

" June 19, 2003

Ms. Danella George, Secretary

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains: National Monument Advisory Committee
PO Box 581260

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Re: Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Plan and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Ms. George:

The City Council, at its June 18, 2003 meeting adopted the City Council Resolution No. 20639,

" This Resolution and its attachment represent the City's comments and recommendations on the
Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Plan and Draft Environmental
Impact Statement.

The primary issues included in the City Council Resolution are as follows:

. Draft Coachella Valley Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan allows issuance of take
permits and the National Monument Plan needs to clearly reflect this.

. The National Monument Plan needs to reflect and clearly state that the National Monument
Act of 2000 clearly states that it does not affect privaté land, municipal plans, and the rights
to develop private property within and adjacent to the National Monument.

. The City encourages Bureau of Land Manégemenf to continue to eva.luate hiking,
equestrian, mountain bike, and restrictions regardinig dogs. Any restrictions must be based
upon documented adverse impacts and ongoing monitoring is the preferred management
strategy.

. The City encourages the Bureau of Land-Management fo add a section to the National
Monument Plan which encourages use of the Palm Springs Visitors Center as a National
- Monument Visitors Center. Future funding and grant opportinities should be supported by

the National Monument Plan. ) ) i

. The National Monument Plan needs to clearly outline, assess-', and acknowledge areas

within and adjacent to the National Monument which may be developed in the future (Palm
- Hills, Canyon Hotel, Chino Canyon (Shadow Rock)).

~ Post Office Box 2743 * Palm Springs, California 92263-2743

Page 2 of 2 . .
Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Plan and Draft Environmental
Impact Statement

June 19, 2003

In addition to the comments and recommendations, on behalf of the City Council, | want to thank
you and your staff for your efforts to complete a comprehensive plan and keep it on schedule.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Douglas R. Evans, Director of Planning &
Zoning at (760) 323-8245.

..Sincerely,

6. =
William G. Kieindierist

Mayor :

cc: City Council
David Ready, City Manager
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RESOLUTION NO. 23639

OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PALMSPRINGS, CALIFORNIA COMMENTS
N AND . RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE
SANTA' ROSA AND SAN JACINTO
MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT PLAN

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed ttie proposed Santa Roéa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument Act of 2000 {National Monument Act) and the Draft Santa
Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement (National Monument Plan); and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the proposed National Monument Plan
affects extensive areas within the City of Palm Springs including, but not limited to,
mountainous property, alluvial fans, and valley floor; and

WHEREAS, the City's General Plan -has identified biological, scenic, and other
environmental resources within and adjacentto the Santa Rosaand San Jacinto Mountains,
which resources are a vital part of the Clty's world-wide reputation and appeal as a resort
destination, and whose protection is vital to the City’s future; and

WHEREAS. the City has, by its own actions, acquired'and set aside for preservation,
conservation and recreational purposes more than 3,000 acres of land wittin the
boundaries of the National Monument; and : :

WHEREAS, the City had a hillside zoning category for more than 20 years only allowing
one unit per 20 acres, and has restricted development to protect hillside lands which form

the City of Palm Springs urban growth liriits adjacent to the San Jacinto Mountains; and

- WHEREAS, the City of Paim Springs has approximately 51 square miles of territory within
and Immediately adjacent to the -boundaries .of the National Monument, which is
approximately 55% of the City, and is the municipality most affected by the proposed
National Monument Plan; and : '

WHEREAS, the City has approved certain resort development projects which have been
in the planning process for more than ten years and is currently processing development
permits for proposed projects which take advantage of the scenic and recreational
opportunities of their sites and embody extensive envi ital mitigation and
which projects are a vital part of the City’s economic future as a world-wide tourism
destination; and - .

WHEREAS, some persons have owned land with the National Monument boundary for
mary years, and their rights to develop this property have been specifically protected in the
National Monument Act; and . ' :

WHEREAS, the Gity Council is coricerned that the National Monument Plan as proposed

may have a significant impact on the City's economic future and on private property rights,
and that prior to approval of the National Monument Plan certain changes must be made;
nd : ; . : .

a 28R
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WHEREAS. the City Council desires to work with the Bureau of Land Management to craft
aNational Monument Plan which offers significant protection of natural fesources, enables

WHER!E,_C\S, the _City Council has heid a public meeting oni June 1 8, 2003 for the-. purpose
of receiving public comment and reviewing the proposed National Monument Plan

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City of Palm Springs, California tha.t it

. Fecommends that the proposed National Monument Boundary Plan be amended toinclude

the recommendations contairied in Exhibit A.

NOWBEIT F_UR'I'HER RESOLVED bythe City Council that the City Manager and City staff
are towork wm} the Bureau of Land Management to traft a National Monument Plan which
Is consistent with the recommendations of the City Council of the City of Palm Springs.

ADOPTED this 18ttthay of __June  2pg3.

AYES: Members Oden, Reller—Sphrginnand Mayor Kleindienst
NOES: None ' ’
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Members Hodges and Mills

ATTEST: CITY OF PALM SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA
[s/_ PATRICIA A. SANDERS /s! DAVID H. R-EADY
City Cleric City Manager

"Reviewed and Approved as to Form: M Z

{HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUB COPY OF
RESOLUTION No._2 O3 % DULY ADOPTED BY THE
' CITY COUNCIL OF THE CIT3 gPALM SPRINGS IN A Masrgs

THEREOR HELD ON THE,
DATED ATPALM SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA¢
Q 2.0

AY OF

brry curmg SR S
CITY OF PALM SPRINGS, CALIFORNTA
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Page:

Exhibit A
City of Paim Springs
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Plan
and Draft Environmental Impact Report
Comments and Recommendations

Comments:

ES-3
)

The CVMSHCP will designate habitat conservation areas and establish a review
process forissuance of take permits. Urban development may be permitted within
preserve areas subject to findings. The portion of this paragraph stating “facilitating
urban development outside the reserve system” should be revised accordingly.
Revise pages 1-4.

ES-4.

Planning Criteria. The provision which clearly states that the ‘plan does not affect
private property needs to be added to this Section. See Section 2 (5) and (6) and
Section 3 (C) and (E) of the SRSJMNM Act of 2002. This was a key issue in
establishing this National Monument. See page 1-3, paragraph 3.

ES-9
14

General Plans developed by...Municipalities — A statement clarifying that the National
Monument Plan will have no force and effect on private land and that Municipal
General Plans will not be affected by the National Monument Plan needs to be added
to the Plan. Current language in the text implies that this is the case but clarification
is needed.

ES-15

Preferred Plan: Biological Resources — Manitoring Program — Add “local agencies” to
the second sentence. The City of Palm Springs owns approximately 3,000'acres in
the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains and should be involved in monitoring and
implementation programs. )

PC 017

PC ol

Pc 043

PC 059

ES - 21

Support hang gliding prohibition.

ES - 22

Support ban on recreational paint ball in National Monument.

ES-27

The City supports ongoing efforts to evaluate and debate the issue of dog restrictions
o trails within PBS environmental habitat. Any restrictions and/or closures must be
[ based upon documented adverse impacts and ongoing monitoring is a preferred
management strategy until sufficient information is available. Any restrictions or
prohibitions should be limited to those absolutely necessary to protect PBS.

ES-28

Support Alfernative B

ES- 30

The Strategic Recreation Plan should be based upon a primary premise that
recreation, including hiking, equestrian, and other outdoor experiences, are the
most important efement of the National Monument. Any restrictions upon such
recreation activities must be based upon documented monitoring of biological
conditions. Any restrictions or prohibitions should be limited to those absolutely
necessary to protect Peninsular Bighorn Sheep. These comments are also made
regarding Pages 2-21 and 2-22.

PC 148

e I
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Exhibit A
City of Palm Springs
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Plan
and Draft Environmental Impact Report
Comments and Recommendations

Page:

Comments:

ES-35

Management \ﬁsftation...Private Property Concerns. The City éupports ongoing
voluntary collaborative efforts provided the BLM, in its decision-making process,
underscores the fact that the management plan does not affect private lands.

ES-36

Management of Visitation...Facility. Add a section which designates and encourages
cooperative efforts and joint use facilities such as the Palm Springs Visitors Center.
The City would prefer an even stronger statement, possibly a Specific Plan option
similar to the Highway 74 Statement. The Highway 111, Palm Springs Visitors Center,
may be the best opportunity to showcase the National Monument in the Coachella_
Valley. Future funding and grant opportunities should be supported by a strong policy
statement. -

ES -39

Acquisition Strategy Criteria. The City of Palm Springs General Plan designates
several areas within the Plan boundaries which are planned for urban development,
Additionally, several of these areas have approved, private development or
development permits which are currently being reviewed. These development aréas
are either private land or within the ACBCI reservation. Development potential in
these areas was made known during the National Monument legistative process and
contributed to the strong statement that the National Monument does not affect private
land. The Plan needs to recognize this condition and the Plan should not be allowed
to be used as‘a vehicle or tool to interfere in any way with private land and private

'development opportunities which are consistent with local or county plans and

programs.

ES-53

Scenic Resources. The Plan should acknowledge that there will be private
development within and adjgcent to the National Monument. This Section should
include a statement that any such effect upori National Monument Scenic Resources
are not covered, addressed, or regulated in any manner by the Plan. .

ES-62

BLM Land Tenure: Acquisition Criteria. Add to the end of #2 the following: “...arid that
acquisitions be consistent with the local agency's General Plan.”

1.D.1. Planning Criteria from the National Monument Legislation. See comments for
page ES - 4. Add this information into this Section. )
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Page 3 of 4

Exhibit A
City of Palm Springs
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Plan
and Draft Environmental Impact Report
Comments and Recommendations

Page: ' Comments:

1-11

The National Monument Act requires adequate access to non-federally owned land
and further requires providing property owners reasonable usé and enjoyment.
Additionally, access for govemmental services such as fire control, code
enforcement, and monitoring need to be ensured. The National Monument Plan
should include policies and programs to reopen Dunn Road to meet the intent of
the National Monument Plan and for governmental services. Acquisition of rights
of way to ensure that Dunn Road is reopened (closed in 2000) should be added to
the Plan. As currently drafted, the Plan does not provide sufficient protection for
the public to experience and enjoy recreaticnal resources contained in the National
Monument and adequate provisions for governmental and private property owner
access to lands within the National Monument.

Management of Visitation, Facilities, Safety, and Uses — Private Property Concems
— Preferred Plan. The National Monument Plan needs to acknowledge and address
private property development rights. The City Genéral Plan allows private
development within the boundaries of the National Monument. Areas where
development is planned within the National Monument include the Northern Santa
Rosa Mountains and the lower elevations of the San Jacinto Mountains including
Chino Canyon. A new strategy should be added to this Section which clearly states
the intent of Section 2 (5) and (6) and Section 3 (C) and (E) of the SRSJMNM Act of
2002. This new section needs to clearly state the rights of municipalities and private
land owner to develop private lands within and adjacent to the National Monument.

Add a new section “Management of Visitation, Facilities, Safety, and Uses ~ Visitor
Use with Regard to Highway 111" — Highway 111 between [-10 and Tram Way
provides access to the desert floor and one of the most dramatic views of the National
Monument. Opportunities for signage, visitor facilities, and other programs incliding
cooperative grants with local, city, and transportation agencies should be considered.
There is an opportunity to utilize and expand upon the new Palm Springs Visitors
Center located at Highway 111 at Tram Way.

2.B.10. Acquisition Strategy — Preferred Alternative (2). The National Monument
legislation included specific references to development opportunities and potential.
This Section needs to soften its tone (threat level) to meet the intent of the legistation.

Page 4 of 4

Exhibit A
City of Palm Springs
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
. . National Monument Plan
and Draft Environmental Impact Report
Comments and Recommendations

Page:

Comments:

4-73

Population Trends and Tourism Growth and Impacts to Resources. This Section
should be expanded to specifically reference proposed and approved projects located
within and adjacent to the National Monument boundary. As currently written, the
document does not disclose future development opportunities located on private
property. This Section should also conclude that the National Monument Plan has no

-] effect on private property and future development potential.

At_tachments:

1. Palm Hills Specific Plan
2. Shadow Rock Specific Plan
3. Canyon Specific Plan

fe 201

PC i79

3.Q. Socio-Economic Considerations — This Section -sheuld address private lands
within the National Monument and the likelihood that they may be developed. The
City of Palm Springs General Plan calls for development within several areas of the
National Monument and areas immediately adjacent. The attached project

-descriptions and location maps are provided to assist BLM/USFS in preparing the
'| additions to the Plan. .

PC 227

PC 238
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Citizens Against Recreational Eviction-USA
’ 7441 S Rich Way, Salt Lake City, UT 84121 R E C'j_v’:- l v :
Telephone 801.733.6042 BURERG OF LM:_';'} I

June 16,2003 . ‘ 03 J 23

Ms. Danella George, Manager PALK SPRINGS-SAUTH COAST
Santa Rosa & San Jacinto Mountains National Monument RESOURCE AREA

P.O. Box 581260

690 West Grant Avenue

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Dear Ms. George;

Please accept the following comments with regard to the Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto -
Mountains National Monument Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. Our first concemn is with regard to the tremendous duplication of effort that this PC 02)
document represents. How many layers of protection does this region need? We strongly
question the need for this additional management planning effort when there are so many
planning efforts that already overlay the same lands. The document consistently refers to how
it will defer to other agency planning efforts that will be incorporated into the final document.
This levet of micro-management is expensive and umrealistic. Never the less, the legislation
establishing this National Monument was passed and the public will have to live with the
consequences of that action. With these comments in mind, it is the consensus of the group of
user groups that make up CARE-USA that Alternative D is the preferred alternative for
implementation. :

The existence of an advisory conncil whose members are appointed and so are not held IPC 00
accountable to the population directly affected by their actions is unacceptable. The process, CI
as outlined in this document, unnecessarily adds a tayer of bureancracy to an already
-complex mosaic of jurisdictions and planning activities that are taking place.

Land Management responsibilities must devolve to the wnits of government that are closest to

and most responsive to the affected populace. Throughout this process there hasbeen a ‘ Pc 03,+,

glaring fack of recreational user group and private property inholding representation as

stakehalders. lhsDEIanmsesmmmvaﬁmandcmservzﬁnnatﬂxecxpemof ] PC i '

vecreational representation in the. planning process. It totally ignores negative. impacts to. 08

‘private property owners whose property lies within the Monument boundaries. The layers P

resirictions placed upen these lands are maling it inereasingly difScult for the public or C 200
- ‘property-owners to-enjoy them now or in thie fiture. .

- Visitation in-state and vational-parks tn California has been level or declining for the past ten
years in spite-of burgeoning population growth. The legislative language establishing the -
Monument clearly indicates it has been established for the enjoyment of current and future
generations. The legislative | ge that established the M nt recognizes the )
abundance of recreational opportunities that are an important regional economic resource and
promises that designation of the Monument by this Act is not intended to impact existing or
future growth in the Coachella Valley. However the Preferred Plan Alternative A,B,and C
restrict recreational activities, such as, hang-gliding in a location that has been used for thirty
years with 1o significant impact. It proposes to prohibit paintball even though this activity
has not been measured and is probably insignificant and is not expected to change.

Appendices M
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Citizens Against Recreational Eviction-USA
Page20f3
Throughout the discussions of potential impacts on recreation that will be created by the
Strategic Recreation Plan, the document States that alternative A, B, or C will have no impact ‘ FC l \ 3 ‘

- on recreational usage. However, the DEIS states thar upon development and identification of

specific actions, effects on recreational resources would be analyzed (emphasis added). This

does not eliminate or even propose fo mitigate the potential for future restrictions, closures,

or limitations to general public access. The establishment of a multi-jurisdictional working

group to address changing circumstances would Pplace another layer of bureaucracy that ]FC 2 57
would block the ability of the public to hold agency staff and elected officials accountable for

their actions regarding recreational management practices. There is discussion in the DEIS of

the pending trails management plan for the Santa Rosa ‘and San Yacinto Mountains. Until

such time as this document (yet another layer of bureaucracy) is completed trail users are

being requested to voluntarily refrain from using a significant number of miles of trail from

January 1 through September 30. This effectively eliminates trail usage for nine months of PC lL,Lz
the calendar year. If this restriction becomes mandatory under the pending plan it will have a

tremendous negative impact on recreation in the area. :

The preferred alternative stated in the DEIS requires the establishment of a five hundred foot

trail corridor for the Pacific Crest Trail. This determs; tion has the potential to negatively

impact equestrian trail users, especially those with pack stock, by limiting their ability o |PC. 15
camp, feed, rest and water their stock to the area within the designated trail corridor.

There is discussion in the DEIS concerning Cultural Resources. Tribal Council members
bave expressed concerns about the potential for negative impacts on ancestral and ceremonial
sites located within the monvment. There is also discussion of a land swap that is currently in
process that will exchange Bureau of Land Management held parcels of land that contain
portions of the Skyline, Garstin, Shannon, Berns, and Wild Horse Trails for parcels of Tribal PC 22 '
lands that have no yet been identified. Several Tribal members have expressed their concerns|
that their ancestral and ceremonial sites not be shared with the general public. While we
support the desire of Tribal members to keep these sites sacred, the potential need to reroute
trails currently in use away from Tribal lands would severely impact equestrian and other
recreational use and will need to be mitigated. We strongly encourage the establishment of
proscriptive easements for all existing trails.

The DEIS discusses, at length, the issue of invasive and/or non-native species. We submit

that any additional efforts to manipulate the species found within the monument boundaries

must reflect authoritative science subject to review by members if the National Academy of

Science. The current non-native species argument is based on a social construct that has no

merit. The introduction of different species into an ecosystem is a process of evolution and

biodiversity. The very act of choosing one species over another is an extension of human

manipulation of the énvironment without regard for allowing natural processes to continué

untrammeled by man. The DEIS discusses the potential restoration of so-called pative species

that are chosen based on cultural preferences. This negates usé of the coarse filter mode] that PC [8Y:4)
is the basis of the restoration arguments made in the Southern California Motntains and

Foothills Asscssment. Alternative D which contitues current BLM and Forest Service control

programs and works in coordination with other agencies and at least one Tribal Council

provides positive impacts on biclogical species, vegetation management and habitat

management without the need for a programmatic environmental assessment or an ESA Pc 081

" Section 7 consultation. The proposed requirement for a Section 7 consultation under the

preferred alternative A, B, and C would create additional demands on field staff and budget
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Citizens Against Recreational Eviction-USA
Page 3 of 3
that are not warranted given the level of planning and coordination of efforts that are already
taking place.

The DEIS discusses the need to monitor visitor use which, if implemented by selecting :
preferred alternative A, B, and C will set the precedent to determine visitor use in a given

_ area is high and so requires increased protection, enforcement and monitoring (emphasis PC 055
added). This is unacceptable. If the founding legislative I ge of the M is, "to .

secure now and for future generations the opportunity to expenence and enjoy the
magnificent vistas...and recreate therein..." then monitoring that results in the denjal of
access to visitors based on high usage will have negative impacts. With regard to water
resources the preferred alternative A, B, and C that would use visitor use information to alter
visitor use to avoid sensitive water resources. This will have a significant negative impact on
visitors if their access to water resources is restricted.

PC 219

While a unified recognizable logo and architéctural style for buildings and signage might be
desirable, the level of coordination and cooperation already demonstrated by the BLM and } PC 035
Forest Service negates the need for an additional management structure. Most of the
proposed outreach programs outlined under the preferred alternatives are simply more
detailed descriptions of programs that are already being implemented under Alternative D. |

- Therefore the preferred alternative A, B, and C is an unnecessary and expensive duplication PC 157
of effort. .

The closure of 16 miles of Dunn Road has negative impacts on motorized recreational users

and on owners of private property who now face significant difficulty accessing their l Pc ,Sq
properties. If the issue of closure of the road is due to changes in property ownership, then

BLM should work with affected property owners to relocate the road on public land. Since

Dunn Road was established prior to October 1976 and has been maintained, isn't it l Pc (90
considered a right of way under the RS 2477 statute? Due to the importance of access for .

fire control and municipal government services it should be granted open status by right of l
Pproscriptive use. Pc (q’

In summation, we assert that our preferred alternative with regard to the Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto National Monument Draft Environmental Impact Statement is Alternative D for the
above listed reasons. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments at this time. Please
direct any further information and future planning documents to the address listed in the
letterhead, as they become available. N

Sineergly, %
, Zaly - W
%@atbou@ Chair

. Cc M. Bono, R. Pombo,
C. Camnon, J. Matheson

LOGHATL ED
TNRERGTTY kanasemenr

>N 03 JuM 23 P4 208
CALIFORNIA AND PACIFIC OFFICE

_ . . . ALk SERINGS-SEUTH COAST
Pmﬂ“f‘;’;‘”’”f m.”’"‘zmrf;mfh P “a,ifw rir.siuffr!:’\CE AREA

VIA FAX AND CERTIFIED MAIL: RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

June 20, 2003

Danella George

Monument Manager . )

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
PO Box 581260 o :
690 West Garnett Ave.

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Fax (760) 251-4899

Re: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statément for the Land and Resource
Management Plan for the Sarita Rosa and San J. acinto Mountains National Monument

Dear Ms. George:

The Center for Biological Diversity ("CBD") submits the following as our comments on
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") for the Land and Resource Management
Plan ("LRMP") for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument. We also
incorporated herein by reference the comments of the Sierra Club,

The CBD is a non-profit environmenta! organization dedicated to the protection of native

. species and their habitats in the Western Hemisphere through science, policy, and environmental

law. The CBD has over 7500 members throughout California and the western.Unjted States,
including many in Southern California.

We believe that the Bureau of Land Management ("BLM") and.the Forest Service ] o o}
("USFS") have drafted a plan that inappropriately defers monitoring and management actions 8
and does not include enough protection for the Peninsular Ranges bighom shegp. For these

reasons, among others, the DEIS is inadequate and would result in a violation of the National lPC %4
Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA") if adopted. - The reasons for these violations are set forth ) g
fully below. . . .

Tucson * P}Lf)enix * Silver City * Idyllwild + San Diego B'erlzeley

Monica Bond, Biologist
PO Box493, Idyllwild CA 92549
TEL.: (909) 659-6053 x304 ® FAX: (909) 659-2484
Email: mbond@biologicaldiversity.org ¢ wwwhiobgaliverstyorg
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1. The DEJS is Inadequate under NEPA

NEPA requires federal agencies to prepare a detailed EIS for “all major actions
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment.” 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C). “NEPA
‘ensures that the agency . . . will have available and will carefully consider, detailed information
conceming significant environmental impacts; it also guarantees that the relevant information
will be made available to the larger {public] audience.” Idaho Sporting Congress v. Thomas,

137 F.3d 1146, 1149 (9™ Cir. 1998) (quoting Robértson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490
U.S. 332, 349 (1989)). The information in an EIS “must be of high quality.” 40 CF.R. § ;
1500.1(b). “Accurate scientific analysis, expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are
essential to implementing NEPA.” Id. As set forth below, the DEIS is inadequate under NEPA,
and the BLM and USFS must prepare a new DEIS (or at a minimum a supplemental DEIS) prior
to adopting the LRMP for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.

1L Section 2.B.1. Management of Biological Resoui‘ces

In several sections of the Preferred Plan, the BLM and USFS defer important
management actions. Unfortunately, the Plan suggests that agencies managing the Monument )
will "enhance current efforts" and "seek partnership opportunities” and "work with partner FC 052
agencies to update existing inventories...and coordinate monitoring." DEIS at 2-5,2-6, and 2-7.

- This language insinuates that the BLM and USFS will not conduct their own monitoring and
management actions and instead will simply participate in existing efforts. This is an issue of
concemn given that the DEIS offers no information about the adequacy of existing inventories and
current efforts to monitor and manage invasive and sensitive species. In addition, new species fc 05 3
may be added to the Special Status list and should be monitored as well. If existing inventories i
and efforts are inadequate, there is no provision in the Preferred Plan that requires the BLM or
USFS to fill in data gaps or expand upon current monitoring and management efforts as
necessary. . . )

In order to comply with the requirements of NEPA, BLM and USFS muist "describe the
environment of the areas to be affected or created by the alternatives under consideration.” 40 .
C.FR.§1502.15. Estixblishing baseline conditions of the affected environment is an essential PC 023
requirement of the NEPA process. The Ninth Circuit has stated that "without :
establishing. ..baseline conditions.. there is simply no way to determine what effect [an action]
will have on the environment, and consequently, no way to comply with NEPA." Half Moon

Bay Fisherman's Marketing Ass'n v._Carlucci, 857 F.2d 505, 510 (9th Cir. 1988)

To avoid violating NEPA, the BLM and USFS must mandate in the Final LRMP the
development of an updated, comprehensive inventory and accuracy-checked GIS map of: 1)
distribution of all invasive species; 2) distribution of all sensitive species and suitable habitat; 3) °
groundwater and surface water locations; and 4) vegetation and fire history. In addition, annual ’
monitoring must be conducted for biological resources throughout the Monument by trained PC 07‘7
employees of the Monument,

|fe 082

Page 2

USFS on the Monument will comply with the Recovery Plan.for Bighom Sheep in the

. Property or the state ecological reserve. Due to potential harassment of bighom sheep at the

- The BLM and USFS must provide more than Jjust general statements that some impacts
will occur. Neighbors of Cuddy Mountain v. USFS, 137 F.3d 1372, 1380 (9“' Cir. 1998) 'PC 021
(“General statements about “possible’ effects and “some risk’ do not constitute a ‘hard look” .
absent a justification regarding why more definitive information could not be provided.”).
"Reasonable forecasting and speculation is . . . implicit in NEPA, and we must reject any attempt
by agencies to shirk their responsibilities under NEPA by labeling any and all discussion of

 future environmental effects as crystal ball inquiry,’ " Save Our Ecosystems v. Clark, 747 F.2d

1240, 1246 n: 9 (9th Cir. 1984). Thus, the BLM "cannot avoid NEPA responsibilities by
cloaking itself in ignorance." Fritiofson v. Alexander, 772 F.24 1225, 1244 (5th Cir. 1985).

The Final LRMP should also include language that all actions conducted by the BLM and

Pc 0ws
Peninsular- Ranges, California (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 2000, Portland, OR) as well as

with the Sikes Act and the Endangered Species Act ("ESA").

L. Section 2.B.3. Management of Recreational Resources -

The current Trails Management Plan being developed in conjunction with the Coachella
Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan includes trails into essential bighom sheep I‘PC 149
habitat (i.e., Art Smith Trail, Dunn Road, Guadalupe Trail, and Boo Hoff Trail). DEIS at 3-33.
Use of these trails constitutes unauthorized trespass onto state and private lands. The Dunn Road ,PC 185
should be closed per tly and re-veg d.as use of this road as a trail would advocate
trespass onto private land. .

Camping also should be prohibited in critical and essential bighorn sheep habitat. IanC 105
addition, hang gliding over bighorn sheep habitat should be prohibited. If hang gliders utilize
the Vista Point launch site, they have no choice but to land either on the Bighom Institute e lzq

Bighom Institute facilities, hang gliding should be prohibited in the Mohumerit.

In the Final LRMP, all dogs (both pets and working dogs) should be prohibited within
essential bighorn. sheep habitat in the Monument, especially within designated critical habitat. fC 125.
Also included in this prohibition should be the general vicinity around the BLM Visitor Center
adjacent to Highway 74, because it too is located in essential bighom sheep habitat. DEIS at 2-
19. Dogs should be managed in accordance with the bighorn sheep strategy described in BLM's
CDCA Plan Amendment for the Coachella Valley and in accordance with the existing closure PC l?’g
order and bighom sheep recovery plan. Feral animals and uncontrolied pets should be]
immediately trapped and removed from Monument lands. )

IV.  Section 2.B.9. Management of Water Resqurces

Page 3
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USFS should develop and implement a Monument-wide program to eradicate tamarisk, fountain

Rather than relying on "enhancement of current efforts” (DEIS at 2-33), the BLM and IP('_ 0741
grass, oleander, and other noxious weeds and invasive species in the Monument.

IV. . Section 2.B.10. Acquisition Strategy

. "All acquisition pertaining to the Monument must be consistent with the Sikes Act. The IPC a7
two land exchanges currently being processed are both inconsistent with the Sikes Act and also
constitute federal actions inconsistent with the Endangered Species Act ("ESA"). The LMRP is

- inconsistent with the Sikes Act Plan because it fails to propose closure of all trespass roads IPC OICI
within the bighom sheep habitat in the Monuiment, especially Dunn Road. This issue must be

" immediately addressed by the Monument to avoid violating these statutes,

V. . Section2.C.1 Adaptive Management and Monitoring - Implementing the Plan

The adaptive management provisions in the Preferred Plan are abysmal and reflect a lack
of understanding of this concept. The drafters of this DEIS seem to think that "adaptive
management" involves incorporating measures from plans under development (e.g., Coachella
Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan's Trails Management Plan and the LRMP
Revision for the San Bemardino National Forest) into- this LRMP, and to “facilitate the
development of a Technical Review Team to include all partners such as Palm Springs Aerial
Tramway, California State Parks, Tribal Administrators, State and Federal land representatives,
to implement strategies resulting from the National Monument Management Plan.” DEIS at 2-
35. Likewise, the coordination and prioritization of the monitoring -of resources does not, by
itself, constitute adaptive management. DEIS at 2-36, :

To the extent that the BLM and USFS believe that they can defer their analysis of impacts
to subsequent NEPA processes associated with fiuture site-specific management and monitoring, PC 02}}
that argument has been flatly rejected by federal courts. As the Ninth Circuit recently held in -

Kern v. Bureau of Land Management:

. Page4

An agency may not avoid an obligation to analyze in an EIS environmental consequences .
that foreseeably arise from an {LRMP] merely by saying that the consequences are unclear
or will be analyzed later when an EA is prepared for a site-specific program proposed
pursuant to the [LRMP]. "[T}he purpose of an [EIS] is to evaluate the possibilities in light
of current and contemplated plans and to produce an informed estimate of the .
environmental consequences. . . . Drafting an {BIS] necessarily involves some degree of .
forecasting." City of Davis v. Coleman, 521 F.2d 661, 676 (Sth Cir. 1975) (emphasis
added). If an agency were able to defer analysis discussion of environmental
consequences in an [LRMP], based on a promise to perform a comparable analysis in
connection with later site-specific projects, no environmental consequences would ever
need to be addressed in an EIS at the [LRMP] level if comparable consequences might
arise, but on a smaller scale, from a later site-specific action proposed pursuant to the

[LRMP].

284 F.3d 1062, 1072 (9th Cir. 2002); see also County of Suffolk v. Secretary of Interior,

562 F.2d 1368, 1377 (2d Cir. 1977) ("[Tlhe EIS must consider all significant environmental
consequences that can reasonably be expected to flow from the decision to which the EIS relates.
An EIS canpot safely ignore clear environmental consequences of the decision at hand on the
ground that another statement will be forthcoming later.")

VL.  The DEIS Fails to Take Into Account Cumulaﬁ've Impacts’
.

" 'Cumulative impact’ is the impact on the environment which results from the
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foresecable
future actions. .. ." 40 CF.R § 1508.7; Neighbors of Cuddy Mountain v. United States Forest
Semvice, 137 F.3d 1372, 1379 (9th Cir. 1998). NEPA requires that where "several actions have a
cumulative . . . environmental effect, this consequence must be considered in an EJS." City of
Tenakee Springs v. Clough, 915 F.2d 1308, 1312 (9th Cir. 1990). To "consider" cumulative
effects, some quantified or detailed information is required. Without such information, neither
the courts nor the public, in reviewing the BLM's decisions, can be assured that the BLM or
USFS took the hard look that is required by NEPA. Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v, U.S. Forest
Service, 177 F.3d 800, 810 (9th Cir. 1999); Neighbors of Cuddy Mountain, 137 F.3d at 1379; see
also40 CFR. § 1502.24 (requiring agencies to ensure the scientific integrity of information and
analyses used in EISs).
. The DEIS contains no cumulative impacts or growth inducing impacts analysis. As
discussed in Section II above, the DEIS lacks the necessary baseline data on the affected PC 02 5
environment to even begin this analysis. Such an inadequacy does not excuse the responsible
agency from assessing and reporting the cumulative impacts of the plan as required by NEPA. :

VIL  The DEIS Fails to Consider the Full Range of Alternatives -
" ;

NEPA requires that an EIS contain a detailed statement of alternatives to the proposed
action. The discussion of alternatives, including the proposed action, is the "heart" of the EIS. 40

Page 5
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C.F.R. § 1502.14; Druid Hills Civic Ass’n Inc. v. Fed. Highway Admin,, 772 F.2d 700, 712
¢! 1% Cir. 1985). See also NRDC v. Callaway, 524 F.2d 79, 92 (2d Cir. 1975) (citing Monroe

County Conservation Society v. Volpe, 472 F.2d 693 (2d Cir. 1972)) (recognizing that the
alternatives analysis is "the linchpin of the entire [EIS]"). Specifically, NEPA requires that the
preparing agency "[rligorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and
for alternatives which were eliminated from detailed study, briefly discuss the reasons for their
- having been eliminated.” 40 C.F.R. §1502.14. Failure to include the full range of alternatives
renders the EIS inadequate as a matter of law. Dubois v. U.S Dept. of Agriculture, 102 F.3d
1273, 1289 (1™ Cir. 1996) ("existence of a non-de minimis “viable but unexamined alternative’
renders [an EIS] inad uate") (emphasis in original) (quoting Resources Ltd.. Inc. v. Robertson,
35 F.3d 1300, 1307 (9" Cir. 1993)). See also Alaska Wilderness Recreation and Tourism Ass’n
v. Morrison, 67 F.3d 723, 729 (9% Cir. 1995). )
" 7" The DEIS does not analyze 4 reasonable range of alternatives for all Tesources.
Specifically, the BLM and USFS have arbitrarily excluded a true conservation alternative for
biological and cultural resources from consideration under its NEPA analysis. With regard to
dirt roads, for instance, the DEIS contains no conservation alternative with closures to protect
resources flom damage. The BLM and USFS must include a conservation alternative in order to
comply with NEPA's requirement that the DEIS discuss the full range of alternatives.

VII. Conclusion

For the above stated reasons, the CBD believes that the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Land and Resource Management Plan for the Santa Rosa and San Jacino
Mountains National Monument is inadequate and would violate NEPA if adopted. We find,
among other things, that the BLM and USFS have drafted a plan that inappropriately defers
monitoring and management actions, fails to take into account curpulative impacts, fails to

- consider the full range of alternatives, and does not include enough protection for the Peninsular
Ranges bighorn sheep or other sensitive species in the plan area. -

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please feel free to contact me at

any time at (909) 659-6053 x304 to discuss them further,

Sincerely,

Monica Bond
Staff Biologist
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Barpara J. Ferguson ‘5588552125

BACKCOUNTRY HORSEMEN OF CALIFORNIA

Barbara J. Ferguson

Vice President Public Lands
32352 Auberry Road
Auberry, CA 93602

Tel. & Fax: 559.855.2125
e-mail biferguson@psnw.com

SENT VIAFAX: 760.251.4899
June 19, 2003

Danella George ' .
Santa Rosa and Saa Jacinto Mountains National Monument Manager
P. O. Box 581260 .
690 West Gamet Avenue

North Palm Springs, CA 92258-1260

REGARDING: Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monutment Plan
and Draft EIS Comments

By way of background, the Backcountry Horsemen of California (BCHC) is a state-wide
organization of over 4,000 members whose purpose is to improve and promote the use,
care and development of California backcountry trails, campsites, streams and meadows
-and to keep the backcountry trails and forage areas open to horsemen on all public lands.
‘We also have extensive educational prograrus and literature for our membership a:'ld the
public on good trail manners and wise use of public lands. Our organization contributes

. significant labor to trail maintenance and other volunteer efforts on both federal and state

Appendices M
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publi¢ lands on an annual basis.

The Monument was established in to allow all of s to “experience and enjoy” and to
“recreate therein”. The overlap of “essential habitat” for the Bighom Sheep eliminates
access of over 53% of the 271,400 acres of the Monument to through “voluntary” trail
closures from January 1 through June 30 with additional closures of five trials from July
1 through September 30 due to “hot season closures”. All of the valut?s listed in se(;tion 2
(b) of the Act should be considered equally. The closing of the majority of the National
Monuinent to recreational use for the protection of the Bighorn Sheep does not follow the
intent of the Act. The Recovery Plan for the Bighorn Sheep in the Peninsular Ranges
notes that there is insufficient data to correlate human activity as an impediment to the
recovery of the Bighorn Sheep_- The closure of over 50% of the National Monument for
nine months of the year without solid data that humans and not mountain lions are
impeding the recovery of the Bighorn Sheep is precipitous and unjustified.

Table ES-1 (page ES-22) states: “Establish a 500-foot wide management corridor
encompassing the Pacific Crest Trail.” (Page ES-25 appears tobe a duplicate of page
ES-22.) The text description on pages 2-17 & 18 states: “Management activities
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R Y barpara J. rerguson 5598552125 p-2

affecting Federal lands within the corridor, mcluding actions relmfng to forest health,

. water quality, wildlife habitat, trail ¢ and Irail construction or '
reconstruction, would be analyzed for effects on the PCT...” What is the purpbse of the
500 foot wide corridor? All trail maintenance, construction and reconstruction projects
are done with the protection of the resource as part of the project. What is lacking in the Pc 15 2
:;r;xél'rp;x?’)ect procedures that necessitate the corridor-and the revision of the MOU with

e

Table ES-1 (page ES-24) and Page 2-21 Initiates a Strategic Recreation Plan within one
year of the cf)mpletion of the National Monument Plan. The Plan would be coordinated
with the National Advisory Committee. The Act specifically states that the advisory Pc. Of
committee shall cease to exist when the Plan is officially adopted or later at the discretion 0
of the Secretaries. Fas the Carter of the Committee been revised? ’

The plmﬂng_t@m for the Monument has delegated responsibility of the trails plan to
_othel:s. W'hy Ls it now necessary to have another level of “coordination”? The
implication is that the trails plan might not be “consistent with” the Monument Plan or
other plans. - o

Chapter 4, 4.C, page 73, states “Because the focus of this Management Plan is the
protection and preservation of National Monument resources and limited recreation use,
ther_'e, will be no impacts to long-term productivity of resources from the proposed
actions.” (My emphasis added.) The purpose of the Act was to preserve the resources
and “fo secure now and for future generations the opporturity to experience and enjoy
...and 10 recreate therein...” Section 2 (b). The Monument was established for use by
the public. To establish 2 plan that focuses on protection and preservation at the expense
of recreation is not the intent of Congress. ' S

We urge you to consider access and recreational activities as a resource worth
consideration on an equal basis with the other values that you intend to protect.

Sincerely,

/QMW %g‘?{”/ Guder—
Barbara J. Ferguson <-

-4 Vice President, Public Lands

cc: Congressional Representative Mary Bono
Senator Dianne Feinstein
John Keyes, President, BCHC

€0 57,
Sy

§ \ ‘:;' UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
kS S REGION IX
e et : 75 Hawthome Street’
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901
June 20, 2003
‘Danella George

Natjonal Monument Manager ~ :
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
Bureau of Land Management ‘
690 West Garnet Avenue

P.O. Box 581260 ° .

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for leaft. Santa Rosa and
San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan
(CEQ # 030103) '

Rating: Environmental Concermns - Insufficient Informau'oh (EC-2)

Dear Ms. George:

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above-referenced
document pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the
Clean Air Act. Our detailed comments are enclosed. . ’

EPA supports the goals and objectives of the proposed Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument Management Plan. We commend the scope of the proposed plan.
Of special note are proposals for comprehensive surveys and actions plans for a range of issues
(e.g., special status species, recreation, waiersheds, cultural resources, invasive species);
prohibition of recreational shooting and paintball; and management actions to improve
conditions for the endangered Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep.

Given the scope and ecological importance of the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountaing
National Monument Management Plan, it is important to ensure the preferred management plan,
potential impacts, and mitigation measures for these impacts are fully considered and-disclosed.
We recommend additional disclosure and clarification in the Final EIS (FEIS) of the preferred
alternative, tribal consultation, mitigation for impacts to recreation, implementation schedule and
funding, land exchanges, acquisition strategy, existing conditions, Section 7 Endangered Species .
Act consultation, and water resources.

Printed on Recycled Paper
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Because of the importance of the above additional information, we have rated the
preferred alternative and DEIS as Envifo'nmenta.l Concems-Insufficient Information (EC-2).
EPA’s rating and a summary of our comments will be published in the Federal Register. Please
see the enclosed Rating Factors-for a description of EPA’s rating system.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this DEIS. When the FEIS is released for public
review, please send two copies to the address above (mail code: CMD-2). ¥ you have any
questions, please contact me or Laura Fujii, the lead teviewer for this project. Laura can be
reached at (415) 972-3852 or fujii.laura@epa.gov.

. Sincerely,
~ pric i
MW =
: Lisa B. Hanf, Manager

Federal Activities Office
Cross Media Division

Enclosure: EPA Summary Rating Sheet

cc: Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Augustine Band of Mission Indians
- Cabazon Band of Mission Indians .
. Cahuilla Band of Indians
Los Coyotes Band of Indians
Morongo Band of Mission Indians
Ramona Band of Mission Indians
Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians -
Soboba Band of Mission Indians :
Torres-Martinez Band of Desert Cahuilla Indian:
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians
US Fish and Wildlife Service, Carlsbad Field Office
South Coast Air Quality Management District
Colorado River Basin Region, Regional Water Quality Control Board

SUMMARY OF EPA RATING DEFINITIONS

This rating system was deveioped as a means to summarize EPA's level of concern with a praposed action. |
The ratings are a combination of alphabetical categories for evaluation of the environmental impacts of the
proposal and numerical categories for evaluation of the adequacy of thie EIS.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE ACTION

- . “LO"™ (Lack of Objections)
The EPA review has not identified any potential environmental impacts requiring substarlltive‘ changes to the
proposal. The review may have disclosed opportunities for application of mitigation measures that could be
accomplished with no-more than minor changes to the proposal. _” :

) . . . "EC*" (Environmental Concerns) " .
The EPA review has identified environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to fully protect the
eavironment. Corrective ires may require changes to tie preferred alternative or application of
mitigation meastires that can reduce the environinental impact. EPA would like to work with the lead agency
to reduce these impacts. :

. “EO" (Environmental Objectiors) . . . .
The EPA review has ideatified significant environmeéatal impacts that must be avoided in order to provide
adequate protection for the eavironment. Corrective measures may require substantial changes to the
preferred altemnative or consideration of some other project altemative (including the no action alternative
or a pew alternative). EPA fntends to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts.

“EU* (Environmerntally Un.\'d_zfisfad;ny)

- The EPA review has identified adverse environmental impacts that are of sufficient magnitude that they are

unsatisfactory from the standpoint of public health or welfare or environmental quality. EPA intends to wock
with the lead agency to reduce these impacts. If the potentially unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at
the final EIS stage, this proposal will be recommended for refemral to the CEQ.

ADEQUACY OF THE IMPACT STATEMENT

- . "+ Category 1" (Adequate) . . L

EPA belicves the draft EIS adequately sets forth the enviconmeatal impact(s) of the preferred alternative and
those of the alternatives reasonably available to the project or action. No further analysis or data collection is
necessary, but the reviewer may suggest the addition of clarifying language or information. -

“Category 2" (Insufficient Information) . .
The draft ELS does not contain sufficieat information for EPA to fully assess environmental impacts that should
be avoided in order to fully protect the' environmeat, or the EPA reviewer has identified now reasonably
available altematives that are within the spectrum of dlternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which could reduce
the environmental impacts of the action. The identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussion -
should be included in the final EIS. : : :
- ’ . “Category 3* (Inadequate) . :

EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately a p ially stgnificant environmental impacts of the
action, or the EP A reviewer has identified new, reasonably available alteratives thatare outside ofthe spectrum
of alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which should be analysed in order to reduce the potentially significant
eaviconmental impacts. EPA believes that the identifed additional information, data, analyses, oc discussions
are of such a magnitude that they should have full public review at a draft stage. EPA docs not believe that the
draft EIS is adequate for the purposes of the NEPA and/or Section 309 review, and thus should be formally
revised and made available for public cc in a suppl I or revised deaft EIS. On the basis of the
potential significaat impacts involved, this proposal could be a candidate for refecral to the CEQ.

" *From EPA Manual 1640, "Policyam:l Procedures for the Review of Fedcra.l Actions Impacting the Environment.”
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EPA DETATLED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
DRAFT SANTA ROSA AND SAN JACINTO MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN, JUNE 20, 2003 .

Preferred Alternative

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) describes three management
intensities (Altematives A, B, C), combined management strategies for specific issue areas (e.g., -
special status species, cultural resources), and the No Action alternative (Alternative D). It is not
clear what level of management intensity will be applied for each combined management strategy
or what components, strategi€s, and management intensities constitute the preférred Santa Rosa
and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan (Monument Management
Plan).

Recommendation:

. The preferred altemative should be an individually distinct alternative. The Final
EIS (FEIS) should describe the componenits and management intensities for all
" management actions proposed in the preferred Monument Management Plan. For
" example, describe the proposed management actions {e.g., management of pets) ) m OZb
and the proposed intensity of management (Altemnative A, B, or C) for each of
- these actions. We recommend Table ES-I, Executive Summary of Alternatives,
" include a separate column for the preferred alternative which lists the proposed
management actions and the management intensities for these actions.

Consultation with Indian Tribes ]

1. The preferred plan for Native American Coordination and Consultation for management
of cultural resources would assist the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians in its effors to
develop and promote its role as a conduit for sharing information and resources between the
Cahuilla Bands and with the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
(Monument) (pg. 2-15). The DEIS does not state. whether other Cahuilla Bands have agree to this
10le for the Agua Caliente. : .

Recommendations:

Each affected Tribe should be consulted on a “govemnment-to-government” basis
to determine whether they agree to have the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla
Indians as the main Tribal conduit regarding cultural resource management Pc 08'1'
matters in the Monument. The FEIS should state the positions of other Tribes -
- regarding this role for the Agua Caliente. :

EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ,EN'VIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
DRAFT SANTA ROSA AND SAN JACINTO MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN, JUNE 20, 2003

The affected Tribes and Monument management should develop a mutually PC O 85
agreed upon process to gather, manage and use tribal cultural information. This

process or the means to develop such a process (e.g., formation of a

Tribal/Monument staff working group) should be described in the FEIS.

Thie FEIS should also state how the confidentiality of cultural resource

information will be assured if confidentiality is requested by the Tribes. ‘PC 080

2. The DEIS states that government-to-government consultation with the Tribes was
initiated by letter with follow-up meetings with members of the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla *
Indians and Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and
Forest Service also attended several Tribal Association of Sovereign Indian Nations meetings to
solicit comments regarding management of the Monumient (pg. 5-5). - - B

Recommendations:

The FEIS should describe or provide in an appendix the BLM and Forest Service PC 087
regulations or guidelines on consultation with Tribes.

- To ensure adequate government-to-government consultation with Tribes, we o '
recommend BLM and the Forest Service pursue meetings with each affected PC 088
Tribe. ) :

Mitigation for Potential Jmpacts to Recreation

Proposed management of hang gliding, paintball, recreational shooting, and free-réaming
pets would restrict these activities on national monument land. The DEIS does not appear to
describe the effects of increased management restrictions on these recreational activities or
mitigation for these effects. '

Recommendations:

The FEIS should describe how management restrictions may curtail the above

recreational activities and possible mitigation options for the loss of these

recreational opportunities. If the current level of these recreational activities is PC Ios
unknown, we recommend the Strategic Recreation Plan include a survey to .
quantify such activities. Mitigation could include a list of off-Monument areas :
where these activities can be pursued, collaboration with others on the creation 6r

enhancement of off-Monument areas for these sports, and educational brochures
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' EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
DRAFT SANTA ROSA AND SAN JACINTO MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN, JUNE 20, 2003

describing the environmental and monument goals achieved through the increased
management restrictions.

Enforcement measures to ensure implementation of the more restrictive
management policies should be described in the FEIS. For example, proposed
management will require all pets be on leash within the Monument. The DEIS
states that 76% of Monument users currently allow their dogs to roam free (pg. 4-

*38). Therefore, initial educauon and enforcement regarding the new restrictions
may be necessary.

Implementation Schedule and Punding

) The proposed Monument Management Plan is broad in scope, describing a wide range of
management actions. The DEIS does not provide an implementation schedule for the majority of
these actions. .

Recommendation:

To encourage timely implementation and progress, the FEIS should provide target
dates for execution of specific management actions.

2. The preferred plan would discontinue the Forest Servrce Adventure Pass currently
required for vehicles parking on Forest Service Monument lands. Although the fee for this Pass
is nominal, the fees: ‘have provided funds to support maintenance activities (pg. 4-40).

Recommendations:

Given the scope of the Monument Management Plan, we recommend
_consideration of a fee to help generate funds for timely and adequate
implementation of management acnons

Concerns are expressed in the DEIS regardmg the ability to easily obtain a
Monument Pass or collect fees (pg.4-40). We recommend Monument staff seek
suggestions and information from the public (e.g., citizen workgroups, hiking
groups, environmental organizations, local communities) on ways to collect fees
or on other sources of funds to support the Monuzient Management Plan. For
.instance, the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto-Mountains National Monument
Advisory Committee suggested providing boxes at trailheads for recreational
users to voluntarily register (Appendix B, pg. B-10). Such boxes cold-also be
used to collect voluntary or required fees for maintenance activities.

Pe 1ot

C 029

PC 029

EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
DRAFT SANTA ROSA AND SAN JACINTO MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN, JUNE 20, 2003

Indian Tribes have expressed a concern with access to the Monument for
traditional uses, especially if a pass or fee is required (pg. 4-10). Monument staff
and the Tribes should develop a procedure for providing easy access to the
Monument for traditional uses. The means to develop this procedure should be
described in the FEIS.

PC 089

If fees are not proposed, the FEIS should describe availability of funds and other
sources of funds for implementation of the Monument Management Plan.

‘Land Exchan es

Parcels of BLM land have been identified for exchange with the Agua Caliente Band of
Cahuilla Indians. These lands include portions of the heavily used Skyline, Garstin, Shannon,
Berns and Wild Horse Trails (pg. 3-81). Recreational access to these trails would be governed in
-accordance with Tribal decisions. Impacts to recreation would be contingent on the extent of
Testrictions, if any, that may be imposed. The DEIS does not describe a process for public review
of this land exchange or the evaluation of environmental and recreational impacts.

Recommendation:

The BLM should commit to NEPA apalysis and public review of the proposed
land exchange with the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians. We recommend
this commitment be made in the FEIS. In addition, the FEIS should provide more
information regarding the purpose and need for the land exchange and the
proposed time frame for-the exchange.

fC 2t

* Acquisition Strategy

The DEIS states that the Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy (Conservancy) was
created by the State of Célifernia to acquire and protect lands in the Coachella Valley, including
the Monument (pg. 2-33). However, the role of the Conservancy is not described in the preferred
acquisition strategy. .

Recommendation:

The FEIS should describe the role of the Conscrvancy in mplemennng the
preferred acquisition strategy

PC 215
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EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
DRAFT.SANTA ROSA AND SAN JACINTO MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN, JUNE 20, 2003

Existing Conditions

1. The DEIS provides short descriptions of natural communities on the Monument (Section
3.B.1 Natural Communities, pg. 3-11). Although listed in Table 3-1 Vegetation Communities
and Associated Special Status Species, the desert scrub alkali comamunity is not described.

Recommendation:
The FEIS should provide a short description of the desert scrub alkali natura] PC O%
community. . .

2. Special Status Species are described in the DEIS (pgs. 3- 17 to 3- 23). At least one of these
species, Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep, are described as fully protected species under
California State Law (pg. ES-8). The DEIS does not describe the California fully protected
species requirements or state whether there are other fully protected species.

Recommendation:

Provide 2 description of the California fully protected species requirements in the
FEIS. All other species fully protected under California State Law should be
identified.

‘PC 047

Section 7 Endangered Species Act Consultar.ion

Formal consultauon thh the US Fish and Wildlife Service undcr Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act was injtiated in March 2003 (pg. 5-6).

Recommendation:

The FEIS should describe the status of formal Scctlon 7 consultation and provide
in an appendix the Biological Assessment, and, if available, the Biological

Opinion. 'PC 027

Water Resources

. The preferred plan for water resources includes coordination with water management .

agencies and water users to enhance current efforts to manage surface and groundwatcr (pg. 4
44). The DEIS states that this management action would have no direct effect on recreational-
resources.
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EPA DETATLED COMMENTS ON TI-IE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
DRAFT SANTA ROSA AND SAN JACINTO MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN JUNE 20, 2003

Recommendation;

Improved management of surface and groundwater resources could significantly
ixtprove the guantity and quality of water resources for wildlife and habitat. Thus,
recreational activities such as wildlife viewing and hiking in desert riparian areas
would be improved. The FEIS should include these effects in the evaluation of
pbtcntial impacts of the prefemred plan for water resources management.
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NATIONAL TRUST

for HISTORIC PRESERVATIONw

June 19, 2003
FAX (760)-251-4899 AND FED EX

Ms. Danella George
National Monument Manager
Bureau of Land Management
690 W. Garnet Avenue

Post Office Box 581260

North Palm Springs, CA 92258
(760) 251-4800

Re:  Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comments

Dear Ms. George:

On behalf of the National Trust for Historic Preservation (National Trust), we appreciate
the opportunity to submit these comments regarding the Bureau of Land Mapagement’s (BLM)
Draft Resource Management Plan and Draft Final Environmental Impact Statement (“Draft
RMP/EIS™) for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.

The National Trust has a strong interest in the preservation of our nation’s historic
resources. Congress chartered the National Trust in 1949 as a private charitable, educational,
and nonprofit organization to “facilitate public participation in the preservation of sites, buildings
and objects significant in American history and culture,” and to further the purposes of federal
historic preservation laws. 16 U.S.C. §§ 461, 468. The National Trust has grown to include more
than 250,000 individual members and approximately 3,500 member organizations. In addition to
our headquarters in Washington, D.C., the National Trust operates seven regional and field
" offices throughout the country, as well as 21 historic sites open to the public. :

We would first like to commend BLM for embracing its new management role — the
National Landscape Cénservation System (NLCS). Under the NLCS, BLM has an opportunity
to preserve the natural landscapes for their significant value. Congress certainly recognized the
value of Santa Rosa, designating it a National Monument for the ‘purpose of “preserve[ing] the
nationally significant biological, cultural, recreational, geological, educational and scientific
values. . . to secure now and for future generations the opportunity to experience and enjoy the
magnificent vistas, wildlife, landforms and natural and cultural resources. . . . Pub. L. No. 106-

Protecting the Irreplaceable
i7ss MASSACHUSETTS AVENUR, NW . WAsRINGTON, DC 200356
202.588.6000 - FAX: 202.588.6038 . TTY: 202.588.6200 . WWW.NATIONALTRUST.ORC

Ms. Danella George

Bureau of Land Management
June 19, 2003

Page 2

351, 114 Stat. 1362, Sec. 2(b) (Oct. 24, 2000). Overall, the Santa Rosa draft RMP’s emphasis on
cultural and historic resources, especially with respect to Native American traditional ties and
presence in the area, is very impressive. BLM has also gone to great lengths to not only consult
with Native American tribes, as is required by the Federal Land Policy and Management Act
(FLPMA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the National Historic Presérvation
Act (NHPA), and other Executive Orders, policies and procedures, but also to include the Agna
Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians as a partner in the cultural resource planning process and as a
co-manager. BLM has also indicated its interest to establish partnerships with other tribes, and
co-create a Cultural Resource Management Plan as a means of protecting cultural resources.
RMP at ES-18." BLM’s recognition and commitment to its role as a steward of the incredible
cultural resources of Santa Rosa is commendable. .

The RMP raises many jimportant issues related to cultural and historic resources.
Nevertheless, we would like to point out 2 number of concerns. We provide these
recommendations in an effort to help create a better management plan with respect to cultural

and historic resources.

Al Inadequate Examination of OHV Use

'We are pleased that BLMs preferred alternative does not desigrlite any areas as “open”
for OHV use. OHV use has the potential to adversely affect the qualities Congress found

. important enough to preserve and protect — “the nationally significant biological, cultural

recreational, geological, educational and scientific values. . . to secure now and for future
generations the opportunity to experience and enjoy the magnificent vistas, wildlife, landforms
and patural and cultural resources. .. . Pub. L. No. 106-351,.114 Stat. 1362, Sec. 2(b) (Oct. 24,
2000). Although we commend BLMs efforts to control OHV use, we do have several concerns
we would like BLM to address in the final RMP. .

First, BLM does not adequately examine the cumulative impacts of OHV' in accordance
to FLPMA, NEPA, and NHPA. BLM designated certain areas as “limited” OHV use,
prohibiting cross-country travel off of these designated routes. RMP at 3-38. o the
environmental consequences section, however, BLM makes no mention of OHV impacts on
cultural and historic resources. See RMP at 4-7 — 4-13. FLPMA’s regulations require BLM to
establish land use designations within the RMP. 43 CF.R. § 1601.05(k)(1). FLPMA regulations
also require resource management plans to estimate and display “the physical, biological, -
economic, and social effects of implementing each alternative considered in detail,” a process
guided by NEPA. Jd. § 1610.4-6.> Because OHV use has the potential to adversely impact

! Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV), 2s a term used by BLM, is misleading. We believe that BLM should draw a
distinction between OHV, i:e. vehicles licensed for road use, and four-wheelers, dirt motorcycles, ete.

* NEPA requires an agency to discuss the environmental impacts and effects of each alternative that cannot be
avoided should the proposal be implemented. 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C); 40 CFR. §1502.16.

Appendices M
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Ms. Danella George

Bureau of Land Management
June 19,2003

Page 3

cultural and historic resources, BLM is required to examine the impacts associated with
designative activities.

In addition, BLM should conduct a Section 106 review of areas designated for OHV use
before approving the RMP. Section 106 of the NHPA requires BLM to take into account the
effects of its actions on all affected historic resources and to provide the federal Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation a reasonable opportunity to comment prior to making its
decision. 16 U.S.C. § 470f. Section 106 review is triggered when a federal agencies is approving
an undertaking. /d. Generally, the RMP establishes a written document of land use limitations,
resource condition goals and objectives, support action, and several other agenda items. See 43
C.F.R. § 1601.0-5(k). With respect to these decisions within the RMP; the regulations state that
“{i]t is.not a final implementation decision on actions which require further specific plans,
process steps, or decisions under specific provisions of law and regulations.” Id.

We believe that designating an area open or limited for OHV use constitutes a site-
specific activity — undertaking, thus triggering Section 106 review before approval. Designating
an area open for OHV use is a final implementation decision, which does not require further .
specific plans. OHV use has the serious potential to impact idéntified, and unidentified, cultural
and historic resources on or eligible for the National Register. Therefore, it is important that PC ' 8 l
BLM comply with Section 106 prior to approving the RMP, which designates OHV limited
areas. :

Our second concern with BLM’s examination of OHV use is that it fails to provide
definitive boundaries for “limited” OHV use. The RMP simply states “[m]ost BLM lands in the
National Monument are designated as ‘limited” for OHV use.” RMP at 3-38. Such a description
fails to comply with required specificity under FLPMA. and NEPA. In addition, the public is not Pc lg Z
given an adequate opportunity to examine information relating to areas designated as “limited”

OHV use. FLPMA’s regulations require the BLM t6 provide the public with “opportunities to
meaningfully participate in and comment on the preparation of plans, amendments and related
guidance. . . in conform{ance] to the requirements of [NEPA].” 43 CER. § 1610.2. .

Recommendation:

BLM must supplement the draft RMP with an adequate discussion of cumulative impacf
associated with OHV use in those areas designated as “limited,” especially OHV’s impacts on
cultural and historic resources. BLM should also comply with the mandates of Section 106 of ﬂ: 030
the NHPA prior to approving OHV designations. Finally, BLM should supplement the draft .
RMP with a more descriptive analysis of what areas will be designated as “limited” OHV use. -
Maps detailing such designations would be most useful.

Ms. Danella George

Bureau of Land Management
June 19, 2003

Page 4

B. Deferring Analysis of a Recreational Management Plan Is Contrary to the Intent of

FLPMA :

We want fo reiterate that BLM’s intention to protect and preserve cultural and historic
resources is clear, and its efforts are commendable. Despite BLM’s good intentions, we are
concerned that deferring analysis of cumulative impacts associated with recreational activities is PC O3l
contrary to the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). More specifically,
recreational designations, created after approval of the RMP, could impact cultural resources
without an adequate examination of impacts. FLPMA, provides guidance on what activities will

" be permissible, requiring BLM to examine the impacts and allow for meaningful public

participation. 43 CER. §§ 1601.0-6, 1610.1, 1610.2, 1610.4-6. Deferring discussion of such
activities until after the RMP is approved takes the public out of the process. In short, we are
concerned that deferred plans could bypass analyses of cumulative sffects and remove not allow
the public an adequate opportunity to participate in the recreational plan, as well as other plans.

Recommendation:

BLM should provide the public with an adequate opportunity to participate in the PC { '8
creation of the specific plans discussed within the RMP, i.e. the Strategic Recreational
Management Plan, and other plans intended to be integrated into the RMP upon completion.

C. Recreational Shooting

We support Alternative C, the preferred altemative, with respect to recreational shooting.
RMP at ES-43. Altemative C bans recreational shooting, but allows for hunting to occur in~
accordance with California Department of Fish and Game regulations. Id. We are not opposed to
controlled hunting, however, we are concerned with destructive activities sometimes associated ]PC ' ‘q
with hunting, i.e. use of rock art panels as target practice. BLM does not adequately examine the
cumulative impacts associated with controlled hunting.

Recommendation:

that a buffer between rock art panels and access roads is adequate.

BLM should discuss ways to control suéh activities, e.g. increased patrol and ensuring l PC ) q
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Bureau of Land Management
June 19, 2003
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The National Trust appreciates the oppom;mjty to i
I r . provide these comments on the Santa
Ro§a and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan and draft EIS. We
beheve_ that the resource management planning process is a critical step in the stewardship and
protection of cultural and historic resources, as well as carrying out the specific mandates created

by Congress. If we can provide you with addifional info i i 1
0 ati
il o oy b e rmation or otherwise be of assistance,

Respectfully submitted,

M) thipin

Michael Smith )
Public Lands Counsel

cc: Dr. Knox Mellon, California SHPO, Sacramento
Carol Legard, ACHP, Denver, Colorado
Holly Fiala, NTHP Western Office
Mike Buhler, NTHP Western Office
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- Bighorn Institute

Dedicated 10 the conservation of the worlds wild sheep through research and education

June 18, 2003

Danella George .
Santa Rosa & San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Manager

Bureau of Land Management

P.O. Box 581260 .

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Dear Danella,

The following are Bighorn Institute’s comments on the Draft Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan and Draft
Environmental Jmpact Statement. Our main concerns with the plan involve
activities near the Institute captive breeding recovery center, particularly the
issues of pets and hang gliding.

The Institute is opposed to any and all pets inside critical Peninsular bighomn
shéep habitat, particularly on the lands adjacent to our property. We are equally
opposed to pets on a leash versus no leash, as it is the presence of the pet that can
regatively affect the bighom, both in the wild and at our captive breeding facility.

The Institute is also opposed to all hang gliding launches, landings and over-
flights in critical Peninsular bighoin sheep habitat, especially flights over the
Institute’s pens and landings on lands adjacent to our property near the BLM
Visitor Center. The EIS states that the land adjacent to Bighorn Institute’s
property has historically been used only as an emergency landing site when the
wind was insufficient for longer hang gliding flights when launched from Vista
Point. We feel this is not factual, as hang gliders routinely landed on our
property. Regardless, the Institute is opposed to hang gliding launches from Vista
Point, since the potential remains for unpredictable landings on lands adjacent to
us.

Sincerely,

o

James R. DeForge
Exgcutive Director

i&i!sea:ch Biologist -

cc: Mike Poo!l

P.0.Box 262 » Palm Desert, Califoruia 92261-0262 Fax (766) 340-3987
. itrrte. o0

Tel (760) 346-7334
Emaijl g i t

W org

£ 019
pC 070

pc 130



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

STATE GF CAUFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govemor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Eastern Sierra & Inland Deserts Region

4775 Bird Farm Rd.

Chino Hills, CA 91709

(909) 597-5043

G
S RCI: KREA

19 June 2003

Ms. Danella George

National Monument Manager

Bureau 6f Land Managément

690 West Garnet Avenue; P.O. Box 581260
North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Dear Ms. George,

The California Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the Draft
Resource Management Plan for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument and Draft Environmental’ Tmpact Statement {Draft Plan/ElS).
The Draft Plan/E1S describes and analyzes a range of alternatives for managing the

tered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the Forest
Rosa a d § hi
Bepartment appréeciatés the oppo
comments:

Page 2-27. 2.B.6. Management of Scientific Resources

Please indicate that researchers must obtain a Scientific Collecting Permit from the PC 06!

Depariment in addition to the shared BLM-Forest Service pemmits for any research involving
the collectlon of plants or animals.

Page 3-21 Peninsular Range Bighom Sheep (Ovis Canadensis nelsoni_Federal Endangered,
State Threatened )

Please state that this species was state listed as Rare in 1971, state listed as Threatened in PC 016
1984 and is desrgnated asa FuIIy Protected Species by the state

pC 154

Page 2 )
Ms. Danella George
19 June 2003

" Gollection of Materials Within the Monument

Page 3-37 Plants and Animals

In addition to BLM and Forest Service permits, a fishing license from the Departmentis . PC
required for the collection of non-listed reptiles and amphibians, with specified limits outlined in Obo
California Code of Regulations, Title 14 §5.05 and §5.60.

Page 3-37 3.D.10. Art Smith Trailhead

Pc
Please add that the portions of the Art Smith Trail that cross the Magnesia Springs Ecological |5LI.
Reserve are currently closed from June 15 - September 30.

Page 3-37 3.D.11. Pets

Please state that dogs are not permitted in Carrizo Canyon, Hidden Palms, and Magnesia PC 128
Springs Ecological Reserves.

The Department looks forward to continued coordination with the BLM on the management of
the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument. Any questions regarding this
letter should be directed to Mr. Eddy Konno, Associate Biologist at (760) 200-9174.

Sincerely,

%MM

Glenn Black
Senior Environmental Scientist
Eastern Sierra/lntand Déserts Region

cc: E. Konno

Appendices M
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Jun 18 Uy Uv:s4a CA Uilderness Coalition 530-758-0382 p.2 Jun 19.Ud U9:343 CA UWilderness Coalition 530-758-0382
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Tune 19, 2002

National Monument Manager

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
Palen Springs - South Coast Field Office

Bureau of Land Management

690 West Garnet Avenue

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Dear Manager,

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Santa Rosa and
San Jacinto Mountains National Monurhent (Monument)
Management Plan. The California Wilderness Coalition (CWC)
represents more than 3,500 individual members and 200
conservation organizations and businesses throughout the state,
and we appreciate your consideration of our views.

We submit the following comments and concerns regarding the
DEIS and we also incorporate into this letter by reference the
comments submitted by Monica Bond — Staff Biologist, Center for
Biological Diversity. We feel that the DEIS is lacking in detailed
manageiment prescriptions and significantly incomplete in covering
many issues. Some of our thoughts are as follows:

Wilderness

In Chapter 2-34 the DEIS states “No actions pértainjng to
Wilderness are proposed through the National Monument
Management Plan”. We believe that the drafting of the
Management Plan for this National Monument is precisely the time
to take action on the Wilderness within the Monument. The
National Monument was created for the purpose of protecting the
resources within the Monument in a manner that might not be
assured through the general management processes of either the
Bureau of Land Management or the Forest Service.

Appendices M
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Page 2 of 6 Cﬁlifornia Wilderness Coalition comments Re: SRSJMNM DEIS

If the Monument's management staff decides that the long-term management of the
Monument will be conducted by simply adopting the management prescriptions of the
BLM and Forest Service general plans, we wonder what the point of special designation
was. ‘

We believe that the lands and species within the Monument will be far better served if the
Monument planning staff recommends increased wilderness designations and protections
as part of the Monument's management plan process.

The DEIS references the proposed Wilderness Study Area identified by the Forest
Service but fails to commit on whether or not this WSA designation would be consistent
with the Monument Act of 2000, or important for the desired condition of protection of
the Monument’s resources. Additionally, in our scoping comments for this management
plan we provided information highlighting an expanded version of this proposed WSA...
This expanded area sought to protect all lands that qualified for such status and also
provide essential long-term protected habitat for the myriad of threatened and sensitive
species that are found within the Monument.

- The important logistical problem that has been created by the findings of the DEIS are

troubling to us. That is, by delaying a decision on the proposed WSA in the Monument
until the plan revision for the four Southern California National Forests is completed, and
failing to provide guidance for these areas, the Monux"pent planning staff is failing in.their
Tesponsibilities to the lands that the public expects them to effectively steward. A general
plan revision process and the goals and prescriptions of the subsequent management
proposals are not going to take into consideration the precise language and purpose for
the enhanced and special protections allotted the Monument's lands and species. Since

, the Monument was created to ensure greater protection for the resources found within, we

believe that contrary to the conclusions reached in the DEIS, it is in fact the duty and
responsibility. of the Monument planning staff to provide the baseline level of protection
that will supercede the determinations and management prescriptions of the general
management plans of the BLM and Forest Service. '

We believe that the proposed WSA that was described and mapped in our scoping
comuments (included at the end of this section for reference) for this DEIS is not only
deserving of consideration but also important for the prolonged protection of the
Mooument’s vital resources,
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Page 3 of 6 California Wilderness Coalition comments Re: SRSJMNM DEIS

We urge the Monument planning staff to revisit this important issue and make a

determination regarding the management of wilderness and the designation of a new
" WSA based on the needs and requirements of the Monument's lands and its binding
legislation.

-Palm Canyon Proposed Wilderness Study Area

We urge the BLM and Forest Service to extend new administrative protection to the Palim
Canyon Proposed Wilderness Study Area (map is attached). This proposed WSA is m 230
almost entirely made up of an existing Inventoried Roadless Area within the San
Bernardino National Forest. While the entire proposed WSA makes up 29,700 acres, the
acreage within the Monument is 24, 900. This roadless unit provides a core habitat in
the west-central portion of the Monument for hundreds of species. This Monument is
being managed jointly by the BLM and Forest Service, and a joint effort to address all
potential Wildemess must be completed. When linked with the San Jacinto Wilderness 10
the northwest and the Santa Rosa Wilderness to the southeast, the Palm Canyon )
Proposed WSA will complete the high-elevation protected area extending from the north
end of the Monument to the south that the unique species of the Monument require for
intact habitar.

The boundary of the Palm Canyon Proposed WSA provides for a continuity of habitat
from an altitude of 7,035 feet at Pyramid Peak to 1,640 feet in.Dry Wash. This unit is
home to species such as peninsula bighorn sheep, desert tortoise, mule deer, mountain
lion, southern rubber boa, red diamond rattlesnake and mﬁny others. The area also is
home to large oases of native palm trees stretching from the unit namesake of Palm
Canyon westward into several other canyons.

The entire proposed WSA provides outstanding opportunities for solitude. The multitude
of canyons allow many remote settings for backcountry recreation. At nearly 30,000
acres the proposed WSA offers ample opportunities 10 get away from the extensive urban
setting of the surrounding region. Ouiside of existing Wilderness Areas in the Monument’
the proposed WSA is the best e.xézmple of naturalness that the landscape offers. The unit
has been primarily affected by the processes of nature and offers a true wilderness
experience.
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Recreational Resouces

Hang Gliding — We agree with the preferred plan of the DEIS regarding hang gliding.

Hang gliding is currently nat allowed in or over designated Wilderness and we believe

Lhat stopping its operation in scientifically recognized bighorn sheep habitat is also very

imponant; Hang gliding has long been a recognized recreational use within the lands in PC 13 l
the Monument but increased regulation of its activities is consistent with the purposes of

the Monument's designation. No recreational use in the Monument should take

precedence over the health and longevity of wildlife species. All areas not in bighotn

sheep habitat but also containing important ecological functions and cultural resources

should be looked at for remioval from areas open to hang gliding activities.

_ Pacific Crést National Scenic Trail - The National Trails System Act states

«, . efforts. ..to the extent practicable...should be made to avoid activities incompatible
with the purposes for.which such trails were established” [16 U.S. C. 1246 (7)(a)(2)(c)]-
We believe that the establishment of a 500-foot wide management corridor on the PCT
within the Monument will go a long way to ensuring that all proposed activities receive
the public oversight that the PCT requires. We support the requirement that the Pacific
Crest Trail Association should be nofified of any and all activities proposed within this
management corridor.

Recreational Paintball — Gas and air propelled weapons are in our view not consistent

with the needs and purposes of the Monument. We recommend the planning staff ban all

weapons that dispense paintballs, or similar substances for the good of the Monument’s PC '22
resources. Cultural artifacts, wildlife forage, and scenic values are all adversely impacted ’

by this “recreational activity”.

Recreational Shooting — We do not believe that it is in keeping with the purposes of the

National Monument to continue to allow recreatim} shobling throughout these protected Rﬁ/ ‘23
lands. Allowing the discharge of licensed firearms in conjunction to California

Department of Fish and Game hunting regulations is the only use of firearms that

supports the long-term protection of the Monuxrieht_'s resources. Random recreational

firearm discharge takes away from the wild and natural experience of the monument,

disturbs wildlife, damages vegetation and artifacts, and is not conducive to the type of

experience that the Monument was established to promote and protect.
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Off Highway Vehicle Use — Unregulated and unfettered off-highway vehicle access can '
be one of the most destructive activities on any ecosystem. These impacts are especially
apparent when occurring in arid climates. The lands within the National Monument
should be kept clear of this threat through active management and enforcement. Some
areas in the Monument have seen illegal off-highway vehicle trespass in recent years
leading to substantial disturbances to the soils, flora, and fauna within the Monument's
boundaries. We recommend that off-highway vehicles be limited to use on existing
open-monument roads, and that any signs or examples of trespass be dealt with quickly 'PC— '77
and convincingly. There are numerous locations surrounding the National Monument for
off-highway vehicle users to partake in this motorized recreation. We do not believe that
the National Monument was designated to support such activities and any legitimate
effort to ensure the long-term protection of the Monument's resources must not include

any off-highway vehicle use. We support the continued closure of Dunn Road and would PC I78 :

like to see the Monument staff monitor any illegal access in the Windy Point area and
enforce the “closed” status of that area.

Mountain Biking — Mountain biking is an ever increasing recreational use on our public
lands. .Currently mountain bikes are permitted on any trail that is outside of designated
‘Wilderness. In some areas within the Monument, agency staff have placed signs that ask
users to stay off certain trails that impact bighorn sheep during Iafnbing season. The
entirety off these ‘“voluntary closure” trails do not amount to much in the overall mileage
that mountain bikers have access to in the Monument. We suggest that the Monument PC l‘* 0
staff seriously consider closing to mountain bikes, all trails that have impacts on bighorn
sheep and other threatened and sensitive species. The notion that all trails must be open
to all uses, is inconsistent with the langudge designating the National Monument calling’
for the managing Secretaries to “allow only those uses of the National Monument that
further the purposes for the establishrent of the National Monument”. This statement
requires the Monument staff to curb uses either altogether, or in certain areés, if those

* uses are inconsistent with the protection of the Monument’s resources. Mountain bikes

" cause erosion, habitat impairment, and various threats to the health of individual wildlife
species. Whilé we feel that in general, mountain bikes are a use consistent with the needs ’
and requirements of the Monument, they do cause some problems that require them to be | -
eliminated from some sensitive areas and trails. We believe mountain bikes should not Pc ILH
be permitted on any trail leading into wilderness. This can cause trespass into a
wilderness area either on purpose, or on accident due to poor signing. Trails leading into
sensitive or critical habitat for endangered or threaténcd species should also be closed to
mountain bikes. Any trail within a recognized roadless area of 1000 acres or greater, or
any proposed Wilderness Study Area within the Monument should be closed to mountain
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bikes as well. Ensuri}]g the current naturalness of these areas is vitally important in
ensuring their potential future inclusion in the Wildernéss Preservation System, as well as
maintaining the benefits that wild, unroaded landscapes offer to the plethora of species
residing within the Monument. '

In concluding our comments, we feel that the DEIS for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto

Mountains National Monument does x_ldt do an adequate job of prescribing the manner in Pc 03
which the Monument will be managed in the future. In too many instances the planning q
staff has deferred management decisions to various other documents, planning processes,

and uncoordinated proposals. We believe that the Monument was designated in order to

protect the Vital resources recognized and referred to in the legislation creating the

Monument. In order to accomplish this, the Monument planhing ‘staff must lay out in

more detail how the Monument Act’s goals are to be reached, We agree with several of

the preferred plans identified in the DEIS, but we are unclear how these goals will be

reached or enforced.

By deferring decision making to the management prescriptions reached in the National

Forest Plan revision process, and other planaing processes, we believe the Monument

planning team is not fulfilling its duty to define what the needs of the Monument's

resources are. Considering that the area within the Monument was justifiably protected

in special designation status via 2 National Monument identification, we believe that the
Monument’s management plan should supercede any general plan for the surrounding Pc 0 22
BLM and Forest Service lands. The resources within the Monument must be considered

" on different terms from the lands surrounding them that have not been identified as

deserving Monument status.

‘We appreciate the opportunity to submit these comments regarding the DEIS and look
forward to further management plan analysis and interaction with the Mopument
planning team.

’ Sincerely,

A,

son B. Swartz
olicy Analyst



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

Toe //ym);; _

Rt a2 ls o

Speclallzing in Wcmj * Ratton -‘Cune
PH.IPA;(?BO)BiD-G!BB SINCEi8gg
67195 Springcrest b, ni

' . . M. Center, CA 52561
N By 7o .. bty o gy s

FPEST Herks. AT ruensomen

CHstye /éad‘ /_aé’. BSV oCrzy zo00) acsgium! 7’{5;; a0y
M_wchmWys;' .
My G/ gartreism oﬁ}éﬁe 70»4‘_ , ey ) Seams ,

70 7885 om my kS F peprsinrsoni O e

(¢ WW} Hree compunsties cre Ln aggép ,

"@W By /ws T RRE "/ K sprr0medi-2 |PC

/ﬂ//‘”’ﬂ, Pnson o7 and Afprne o oo r or-rkie #5810 mrecy ) 013

RERD” Poblre i 4. 351. (8) (2) (PI(E)(R). 14 sar.i3ey.
TRis Rovnadaey 1350€ cotlll be Qpeetlr ¥o e Lgeror
Airicvlpome serctanse — gscresbon |
L URET STAND 2947 15 ECISI04 10AS srrnde iu mg/.?g
SPrveg /777 Lrrore Momormar e wms Even PASSELLT)

" T or'my neghbors (b PECrgpreSimiArrve) b Remapber
ALY dlscosEion - or mesFiugs. “THIS LRS A Coverr alecssson iy
LY 2 groyp oF M pacrkers. JHE mclismon whS rmad<
BEcASE 10 one ok eched” Mo ONE LS 4uiRE / MO /ST
OF PROS OF ColS shey aud rocs. wo ave kwods{
Pue xarsox 7o ge exe/odsd whs To Keg? ford&S ofF
ourist o your It RoALS preperry. .
Someons decied we woutlr? ve. meyﬂma:’ji’c

| PHOICE. W Srif donT v & masmmment Aqa/-ﬂmmﬁw_ 0
L sz e momument o gqs oor oF ierER ok w
& é'ﬂﬂf zounyd. ) _
FHBSrIRe s Mﬂz‘/%/mﬁ X &k donombile
Condir von. - THEs 15 Rslished BT~ pto MONES 7 prnioomea’’

 OHhER fy Ryl Covishy o e PUE(5rare o
LALirorase) dowriolele & perwy o aw v help |

.
e P .

- Tk oor &ﬁ/ﬁ/fﬂff'fga—m /'4/—‘0// Cvoperes) e
7S

vt qwo 7RATs 47p7 . Z3B0 Lok /98 LTS e
W wel LT3 an LPY7- 3380 wiH /:wmd ;_eaw
Ui waker Aesiriderien 3Shop . . he oER B20 47ES
S tohene cor LI WRS, iel Spriegs, cockechel
: o AR s/ /7 -
ARE. Thys 4. coction /s zonal Por Corseresyyosr L7

T Relieve Rukrsile Counry: fe tive jo Rrvricmds

[y

22HT we la/mf,;dme/«z/ﬁm& -COVW/£= :
Bovwdpry dscisions 7577 ' .
WHEY Here jsm MRIOR  ForEsy Frke Like e oo
(774 ine " e TANKERS, Fike fphfrs Lue op
. ook st owh ) i ferTien. S V'S T,
- and BEE" wnFR. Thrve fued joec Thiery
JOMS: ThAE WO Seew dny Sovrmmer 7%

W‘;?f Yo Atve RIVEL i Covnry posps. BV
weRreH y,

PC
%7 |21

N MakrAfingg s VIRl ZHERASTZR &, UIRIar™
'5%57’%1 sk  Boc, p 0O f,;_//o/yaf.-f w;@a 1@ I
PIE [Ripyecron. SHhmé an you: Goooaiairr |
G nclode o5 ja K (i Tasaldlecision

. mz«fz meefing in 1979, 77 Mow't 2003 we. .
- ant ' "

orrovmdd ju 2 TDreSrOF JEND TREES

A brush.. s 7975 4 /eSS IRPOII RIS /5S0E
How 7? : - B ' '
L The only answen I SeE (5 we wie defeted

B e Flirers * 7B mukl Lo BLANSIre8a

O guik or Heir  F2o APES ERSIR § L5 .
Zﬂﬁ LL2 e posire 76 ﬁ@fza’aéaé&_)w
: S STRATEA Wplfoﬁm”f/ﬁf/yﬂ)}-ﬁsf -

Appendices M
22



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

- e ———— P.24

L wiant if foobe bepscon. SPRangeresm cofer Bngorns,

Shovid be lsTed @5 # 0/74-/7 i e Nayrsos/

WVW. W/m?"'? T ez 1V #0460 Ao _ o
AU S0 Latzr Oissr el shpl be wictoaef Ul

I EREGOIECT7inss. s ttime ororecrion

oY 3 ; Ahins 4/507 /pgné//ﬂ' 75 A ;

AAfetn , WA AO007 the othem Compcnitics 777 Do rhey bnow?

A /o@t a2V Laps BECQUIS, rroe, T on e prame oF
_,caq_sm/frm @S 2u R gz 0 corvecr dwd Lawd

- L, @ed Zoses TAE ST SN

OF 25 Lo dinys, s were /:43.5‘@7/ i e
Yoo shi- o COALEPTS  OF BN Uslsmmensiteism.
P SAE R prkenrs flrr et Jareter. . sl
W‘_ Yo Aon¥ hpve LA anriinale o€ boprhas .

L te crovf oo e Vi amiisees

C CIN R, GEHO/de 5 177 Amaicins 1@

B A fpve Fo fit coi¥ Fhece wounds. ZREpA Fhe coonts ,

- oncgars oF (WEFR (969) andd T dlont see W pecing clome.
Tou_abuNOT 7545 Land and fomoye TAY fas e zed
GPET THFFASTVRE 75 AoF Kok T e o 0 ¢

TsAk Yrel Havienal ﬂﬁex/z- WeE Aprif LoamF~ 1o end
L wWorsE Yind we pre moct. Lo p)m'afmwym
V5. anY mMRE, Z7 a il wures rov ple Brrish anld it

 tionT work heeell e Lopur Lochl Aootmmrion

e moroment— nor Bems preraecs po dinids

Mm?‘maq’tfﬂ US~ Fhay aons Lsve tcee ll 74 v

ROPLIERy The. P90k Aér?f WE Qs 1.)vi 1 o

CRRALR VA [ RedErertomenr— v ppysomwtin 77

LCOL @7 (G AND ml/

| | Y .o
[24/0@2 Ma/&q (_ssaef, A Sagn?c Lo I3 ? :

A s //6447 KIS qudf coharis Me Sopn)” ZT pcrvall |y

LUSTS e e v ber-Shed O Lt b e vetery
FLAG on e Styir Rosa RES. plat-7 24 oerer
LovrS&s 4—/»7 wesdere Stum Ross, e ANCreSK,
Dorth Chersse V) HIRSE foriress €T, Aowin. |
Y Fo2es pur OF e monusmes] 470 He Lttrmrs

P27
e G erc " Chpose nol-fo Cvent srop e dumping. ©°.
Z’;Wﬁﬁ’:} Sur st A iy 44
He FRpsh 15 51l 4 He grovnd ue 2p03. Moy are.
M seme tind oF denin/ T Ja//oaSC;(‘.7 A 7% anrroe.
o rcguire Land @y arovnd For ERSErvATIon 777
T Alyptrd Zwr tuiAss. YO 455 jnformed, WhrT -

75 oo eevse 7L ;%Maufcquzfzrim ﬁ;ﬂ_agéé%gﬁ P
e Bighorn Ambpssador bus noling Vo db =
Gheep Aot cuoR /ﬂﬂ/ﬁ B wik sutside gxp. Legn/
ZewloFe. and awty fepvorvsy povermisera! orgrnenrie
(P2eap) anct He Sperrn %o make He Bim howest 777 pou
yrih mones s been Spewr I 7 Inosurt Jndnssadtors 27
Jid. #his #mo v OF IONEY Stve. ONE .%@éam. 27 Mo
f ecrd "'7,1,4’5”}5 je;}:f 6’0&{5/@’57#. ZFONLY ThE Mey
TAould Re vSED For whrY 55 /am«/-e( PR For s
- AWponT o woney sor Lol Apve :dw//‘ MARY gf {aﬂb
Shegp sHS wikh Lesh green Aels of Heir jnrive
- yegpres — wit aFoll fime Mavaho ok rarwe
Herdsmun o wg#&é oOvBR FHEM - sr C/x-VEM
. AO§S Be CreATHG — THink AT Lw are Ao ,{// .
Zsee on-¥ Filvre , M Hhe kuyps ébg’ﬁf ond w”/#‘ .
| S s men [

T

Appendices M
23



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters
T Loongs on gf
Z by e 7‘/«5;& Foes 15464 Secrrin oo e éaa',{
T ~gphon Wkt Lsee 25 thcorradt _ gorEmihrve
pocer. |
7/5 RER GWM? /%er/é/zzfﬂm /52 toasrz op= -
v

e . Mos7 Lot 74 L=V /zf»er‘ R e// .
Tl o Ll smidarrer and worRy op Aeng szﬂﬁ/ec/ |

ay/%/é,/e.fawm 7o he.
1 s \5’475'& /f /:5 WECESRRY 77 ppe focn) Z&e/

7’0 mcam»ye /of/zr/cvﬂﬁm 72t RESiderrs . i/

_ //Wf;.éﬁm, Ve qre g pufer Yo Ao
£ 2 BRI oF g /S e Mﬂaaiy process.

o fﬁ ///ﬂéi tand @0/5’;77&»_!5 2 /p/yo”}? ,&’fa reatle
PO o 12 g0ty Rpaiast te Lfdut-or
fZﬁ,{l / %Z 2ud o/ her et rdnsrpzeyz, Lo s $oo

CHe 25 Vo dheuiong. | '_
. Nenedd 2 cove prgrpetor Refeiarce. rows,
Tt project st de in Convrol Ay residerre
' Hoy~ %fkﬁ"ﬂy’f oF 9.”739>4E - Peds zad -
MY Profs  puorkcing apverny: foo megf nov*
LONSHER 1 COUERT, Y00 fifve 2 pgardfanmn 77 e
WEOHTL e den? bnpedd 11)
e ﬂgzg’ : /2/057}'2/{/ é’Wﬁ’?fV/‘d 5/*"?;‘/—3/~«/A/% :
We ) L55 corp@ibetbns ot '

o2 Aetd aud gone .
70 nor RECOIMZE: YHys 1% o jonserst’ Ao SovrSgF

/?/.ﬂ/d.l/gz W%,

SUNTI9—ZBYUS 18048

SIERRA CLUB P.91

Friends of the Earth
Sierra Club
The Wilderness Society
U.S. Public Interest Research Group

FAX 760.251.4899
June 19, 2003

Danella George, Manager )
Santa Rosa and San Jacinte Mountains National Monument

PO Box 581260
North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Re: Comments on Santa Rosa and San Jacinto National Monument Draft
Resource Management Plan

. Dear Ms, George,

We appreciate the opportuaity to comment on the draft Resource Management Plan and
its accompatiying Environmental Impact Statement (“dRMP/EIS”) for the Santa Rosa and
San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.- .

On behalf of the above-listed organizations and our millions of members nationwide, we
submit these comments as a complement to any comments submitted individually by our
organizations and local field offices. The undersigned organizations are part of 2 larger
coalition dedicated to the preservation and proliferation of the National Landscape
Conservation System (NLCS) as a system — “created to conserve, protect, and restore
these nationally significant landscapes that have outstanding cultural, ecological, and
scientific values.” The comments represent each organization’s marny members who use
and enjoy Santa Rosa and San Jacinto National Monument. We intend for these
comments to facilitate not only the protection of the NCA, but also the entire NLCS of
which the national monument is a key unit, )

Werecognize the challenges faced by the Bureau of Land Maznagement (BLM) and the

" Forest Service in developing a management plan for this national monument, The

national monument is a treasure of enduring value fo all Americans and the management
plan will set the tone and direction for the long-term management of this special place.
The Resource Mapegement Plan represents an opportunity to demonstrate the ability of
both agencies to work cooperatively toward a commitment to Jand stewardship. -
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In keeping with the philosophy and spirit of the legislation, the comments that follow
focus on:key elements that must be part of any plan to manage Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto National Monument in a way that reflects the philosophy and spirit of the
legislation which created it. These include & strong conservation alternative, a plan that
has specific strategies to implement resource protection, and improved cultural and
historic site protection. .

- The Plan is a lacking Conservation Alternative ]

- The NM Plan does not anelyze a reasonable range of alternatives for all resources. . PC Oq_s
Namely, a true Conservation Alternative is missing for biological and cultural resources,

among others. With regard to dirt roads, for instance, the NM. Plan has no conservation

alternative with closures to protect resources from damage.  :

No Strategies - .

This document appears to be & “plan to plan.” Few, if any, definitive strategies are IPC 0301
articulated; instead further planning is outlined and deferred to some rather indefinite

future process. Somctimes the participants in the future process are named, often not.

And rarely is any real guidance provided for this future plenning. For instaoce, under

Cuitural resources —Access, no guidance is given with regard fo developing a policy for

Tribal member access for traditional gathering. : ' :

There are no planning timelines that would insure that the plan gets implement in a PC 028
timely manner. .

The plan should include education and interpretation actions, which highlight biological, PC ,5 8
geological, and cultural resources. ) . d d

The agencies should ensure that sufficient funding is provided and outlined in the plan for

mitigation, monitoring, restoration, enhaucement, reclamation, and other protective

actions to ensure the preservation of the National Monutment’s values. Furthermore, if a Pc 2‘1"'"!
particular management activity is not granted finding for associated mitigation,

monitoring, restoration, enhancement, reclamation, or other protective actions, then the

activity should be prohibited from going forward

Due to the urban nature of the national monument, 2 1o cumalative impacts or growth
inducing impact analysis should be preformed as part of the planning process. This
would help to keep protect the resources for future generations.

Cultura_i and Biological Resources : )
E'.stablish rueasures to protect petroglyph sites from potential degradation associated Pc 09|
directly and indirectly with designated activities, including enforcement to prevent .

vandalism. - .

There 'should‘a.!s-o be 2 policy developed for Tribal mémbm access for traditional
gathering activities, This would insure protection of the resources while still recognizing Pc O‘Io
. tribal traditions and rights.

SUNTLDTsE0s LB s DIERKH LLUB P.g3

preservation of biological resources, as are proposed for cultural and geological _
resources. . : o

The NM Plan fails to propose substantive management actions for protection and PC« 050

Wilderness and Wild and Scenic Suitability . o
The plan completety ignores its responsibility in determining areas with wilderness and

" wild and scenic river quality. A process for moving forward with a complete inventory -

should be laid out in the plan.

Development of Facilities .
Proposals for new facilities and land uses are deferred under the NM Plan, In the spirit of

the vision for the NLCS “Great American Landscapes — healthy, wild and open” we Pc léﬁ
would like to see very little increased development with in the monument. All new

facilities should be placed in surrounding communities if at all possible. The plan should

- address any upcoming plans for facility development. .

‘This plan is too reliant on future plans. Without many specific strategies it makes it hard
to fully comment on future management, We would like to see a real conservation
alternative with resource protection and mitigation as its focus. .

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
National Monumeit resourcé management plan. We believe that adherence to applicable
laws and regulations present the best opportunity to protect and conserve the special

- values of the national management in accordance with the legislation. We look forward to

working with you on further development of the RMP that will ensure the protection of
the healthy, wild, and open landscapes of this truly wonderful National Monument,

Sincerely,

Kiristen Sykes ‘Wernidy Vanasselt )
“Interfor Department Watchdog NLCS Project Director
Friends of the Earth The Wilderness Society
Melinda Pierce Tiernan Sittenfeld

Lands Protection Program Conservation Advocate

Sierra Club . . o U.S. PIRG
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Sierra Club RECEIVED
San Gorgonio Chap#gi' " " "

, T G3dUN 19 R3S
Serving Riverside and San Bernardino Counties .
Tahquitz Group * Los Serranos Group
San Bernardinoe Mtns, Group » Mojave Group
Moreno Valley Group

June 19, 2003

Danella George, Manager

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains Naticnal Monument
PO Box 581260

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

HAND DELIVERED

Re: Comments on Santa Rosa & San Jacinto National Monuméut Plan and Draft EIS
(NM Plan) :

Dear Ms. George:

The following comments on the NM Plan are submitted on behalf of the Tahquitz Group
of the Sierra Club. .

. = The NM Plai does not analyzé a reasonable range of aiternatives for all resources.
Namely, a true Conservation Alternative is missing for biological and cultural
resources, among others. - With regard to dirt roads, for instance, the NM Plan has
no canservation alternative with closures to protect resources from damage.

- The NM Plan relies almost entirzly on the Coachella Valley (CV) Plan
Amhendment or the CV Multiple Species HCP for substantive actions to manage
the Monument’s resources. One problem with this approach is that the CV Plan
Amendment and its EIS are grossly flawed [Sierra Club’s protest is herein
incorporated by reference]. The other problem is that the CV Multiple Species
HCP is unavailable to review, is unlikely to be finalized for at least a year, and
there is no guarantee that it will actually be approved by all the jurisdictions
involved in the National Monument, that it will be adopted at all, or that it will be
consistent with recovery. What then?

- This document appears to be a “plan to plan.” Few, if any, definitive strategies
are articulated; instead further planning is outlined and deferred to some rather
indefinite future process. Sometimes the participants in the future process are
named, often not. And rarely is any real guidance provided for this future
planping. For instance, under Cultural resources —Access, no guidance is given
~ith regard to developing a policy for Tribal member access for traditional

. gathering. What measures will ensure that such access will not affect endanger«”
species, etc?

@Pﬁmed on Recycled Paper. ... To explore, enjoy and preserve the nation’s foreats, waters, wildlife, and wilderness. .

PC 045

Pc 018

€ 028

pC oap

Appendices M
26

There appears to be no funding component of the NM Plan. Vet few if any of the
future planning actions can be realized without funding. Under Cultural resources
there is brief mention of budgeting. Neither budgeting nor actual funding
mechanisms appear to be found elsewhere in the NM Plan. )

The NM Plan appears to have few if any deadlines for its proposals, save for
geologic soil mapping.

There appears to be no cumulative impacts or growth inducing impacts analysis.
The NM Plan’s analysis of consistency with other related plans is inaccurate and I PC Olq

Pc 243

- incomplete. The NM Plan is inconsistent with the Sikes Act Plan because it fails

to propose closure of all trespass roads within the PRBS habitat in the Monument,
especially Dunn Road. The NM Plan analysis of the Agua Caliente HCP is
inaccurate and mischaracterizes the Mountains and Conservation Zone of that
HCP, which has not been distributed for public or NEPA review. The NM Plan’
analysis of consistency with the Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep (PRBS)
Recovery Plan is unsupported. With regard to fire management, no mention is
made of the San Jacinto Ranger District’s ongoing prescribed burn program.

The NM Plan fails to consider the suitability of its lands for wilderness, deferring
their consideration to the Forest Service and/or future wilderess bills. Neither of
these processes will produce a complete inventory.

Likewise for Wild and Scenic Rivers.”

The NM Plan fails to propose substantive management actions for protection and l ?C 050
preservation of biological resources, as are proposed for cultural and geological

resources. :

Likewise, no real interpretation and education plans are proposed with regard to ] PC 05|
biological resources. ) .

Proposals for new facilities and land uses are deferred under the NM Plan. Have
there beer any applications or pre-application discussions for such? If so, these
potential projects need to be considered in the Plan. :

The BLM should do the same for any land exchanges being contemplated in the
Monument. There is at least one large land exchange proposed between the BLM. PC 2 [
and the Tribe. The BLM lands identified for exchange need to be described and (2
the potential environmental effects of such an exchange analyzed now, instead of )
piecemealing the analysis. Any proposed or pending USFS land exchanges need '

to be addressed in the NM Plan as well.

The NM Plan asserts that the Dunn Road is necessary for fire protection, tamarisk
eradication, etc. These statements need to be substantiated, and the effects of
continued vehicular use of this trespass road on PRBS need to be weighed. The
alternative of closure and rehab of Dunn Road in PRBS habitat needs to be
analyzed as the environmentally preferable alternative. Statement of Mark
Jorgensen re Dunn Road enclosed. . : C

Under management of water resources, the data from the summer Sheep
Ambassadors’ surveys of water source for PRBS needs to be included for
analysis. ' :

The NM Plan’s assertions about trail use based on data gathered by Sheep
Ambassadors should be qualified by the fact that this data was gathered without
proper protocol and has little, if any, statistical validity. To compound the

|Pc 020

pc o3
lPc 202.

PC 169

PC 'laq

Ibc 203

ch (50



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

statistical invalidity of thi$ information, it should be noted that it was common
. knowledge among trail Users what type of vehicle the Sheep Ambassadors drove,
and the ambassadors were regularly spotted and avoided.

- The NM Plan does not propose trail management prescriptions to protect
resources. Nor does it propose conceptual guidance to enhance non-motorized
trail use. For example, it could propose that; if biologically appropriate, trails and
trail heads serving the Monument would interconnect with Coachella Valley floor
trails and regional recreational amenities where feasible. There are other such
guidelines which would benefit trails amenities in the Monument.

- The NM Plan summarizes various other tecommendations of the PRBS Recovery
Plan, but appears to carry the matter no further. Has the Monument Committee
considered Recovery. Plan recommendations such as prohibition of goats on trails,
implementing fire management to maintain PRBS habitat, maintaining a
uniformed agency presence to educate, monitor and enforce trails management

prescriptions? The NM Plan should address these, and other, recommendations of -

the Recovery Plan.

The basically amorphous nature of the NM Plan makes it difficult to assess either the
efficacy or the environmental impacts of the Plan. There are few true conservation
alternatives, plus deferral and piecemealing of actions, faulty and inadequate information
on other related plans, and inadequate assessment of direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Very truly yours. .
e

Jeff Morgan, Conservation Representative to the Naﬁonal Monument Committee and
Conservation Vice Chairman, Tahquitz Group of the Sierra Club

Enclosure

[0S ]
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James 1 Putchion (CA Bar § 150903)
EARTII AW )

Univ, of Devver-Forbes House

1714 Poplar Strent

Denver, GO 80220

Felephane: (302)-871-0034

Fux: (30318716991

Brenden Cunings (CA Bar # 193952)
LAW OFFICE OF BRENDAN CUMMINGS
2325 Carleton §t, Sujte B

Berkeley, CA 94704

Pliene: (510) 848-5486

Fax: (510) 848-5490

3

Altoencys far Plaintiffs
UNFTED STATES BISTAICT COURT
NOHTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL )

DIVERSITY. « non-prolit corporation; ) Case No: C-000927-WHA

SIERRA CLLB, a now rofit corperation - ’ .

sad  PUBLIC I-JMEL.OYEES FOR ’ .
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY, DEGLARATION OF MARK C.

+  anon-profil eorporation, JORGENSEN IN SUPPORT  OF

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER
CONCERNING  INIUNCTIVE  RELIEF
FOR THE PENINSULAR RANGES
BIGHORN SHERP

Pluiniiffs,

. . V. )
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Deferdant.

LN N PN

L Mark €. lorgensen, do hereby declare as follu\_v-s:

i The fucts set forth in llxi;deqlarmion are based on my personal and professional
knowledge and if (:uﬂ(*.a as a witness, 1 could and wou.ld competently testify thereto under oath.
As o those uatters that reflect an opinion, they reflect my professionul apinion and judgment
.Up()‘_u the mull-er. [_st_xbmit this dectaration in supp:-& of the Slipulalinn_ um.l. Propased Order

JORGENSEN
TIOH AND PROPCSED

DECLARATIUN OF MARK
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Concerning fnjunctive Relief for the Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Bheep,

2, P am currently employed as an Associate State Park _!(-usnurx:e Ecologist for the
California Departinent of Packs and licérealiun. F have studiedd Peninsular H':mg';.,s bighorn
sheep in deph in the Galifornia desert for approximuately 33 years. Sinee 1998 { bave baen the
Chair uf the Techmical Stlf of the Desert Bighorn Couneil; Inic. | huve been & member of the
Technical Btalff for about fifteen years. | have authored or co-nuthored eleven publications are

on bighorn shet I am a mcuiber of the Rc{;overy Team for the Peninsular langes bighom

sheep. Sir

1982, 1 havé worked with the Bighomn Institute to conduct anaual bighorn surveys
in the Santn Rasa Mountains and San . acinto Mountains. A comnplie deseription of my
badkground sud experience relating to Peninsular Ranvges bighorn shiesp is contained in the
declasution | submitted insupport of the Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partisl Suinimary Judgment in
the case.
3. lo this declaration 1 address the impacts of human disturbance on Peninsular
Ranges bighorn sheep, in particular the impacts of human trail use and the Dunn Road on the
species.

4. In my 25-plus years of working-at Allzu Borrego State: Park | have had significant

first-hand experience dealing with the impacts that humans, on foot, on horscback, with dogs, or

in motor vehicles cun have on bighorn sheep. If trail use is geoerally confined 1o a canyon

bottorn, snd use does not pree lude bighorn access or use of water in hot months, bighorn tend to
tolerate human presence in their home range. Howcw,r,when lrml aclivity oceurs above b)ghom

or whin Lrails create situations where bighorn are suddenly surpnwd w ﬁnd hikers or mountain

bikers very cluse by, then the Leail can be very disruptive to the spuci s, Bighorn are particularly
sensitive to disturbance during the lambing season and will abandon ureas if there is too much
human presence iu the ares. Similarly, roads, particularly paved roads and dirt roads with

significant vehicle traffic can disrupt and drive away bighomn sheep ns well us st as barriers to

DECLARATIGH OF MBRK C. JORGENSEN 2
IN SU’”UR1 k STIPULHTION AND PROPOSFD

Appendices M
28

dispersal. 1chas been clearly demonstrated in recent std 5, that roadways form the boundarier

of several of (he ewe group home ranges io the Peninsular l’-sn"v Such fragmentation of

hrabitet is ot of the biggest impedinents w the recovery ol the spe

-

5. Based on this k_uowlt:dge and experience dealing with the impacts of human

“distarbunce on bighora sheep, Anza Borrego has taken actions o proect the species. For

example, tnomy early years ac Anza-Borrego, I worked with BLM to close the desertslopes ()ftl’l;!
McCain Vulley Conservation Area (0 motor vehicles. Fromh 1974 to 1982, 1 gssisted in the
establishmoent of State Wilderness within Anzu-Borrego Desert Stute Park 0 safeguard roadless
areas (o betier i;n-oieck bighorn sheep. In 19871 helped obtain the closure of the Lower Willows
ripacizn wren of Coyote Canyon in the park to motor vehicles to s:af(:guu_ rd a bighorn watering

site. We rerouted a road to bypass this fragile riparian system. In 1990, we closed the riparian

“habitat in Middle and Lpper Wil]ows of Cayote Canvon w all motor vehicles o protect bighorn

sheep and ather spesics. My -ﬂperu,nu, is that with proper management and well thougheout
pluronu-n( ol roads and tra.lls, and the closure when necessary of coertain roads_and trails,
recreationzl und other access can be compatible with bighorn sheep survival and recovery.

6. Peninsular Ranges bighorn sheep -ut the northern end of their range face many of
the same impacts and threats that the sheep in the Anza Borrego arca fuce and consequently
need sitnilar proteciive management measures. “These sheep also fu( » the additionad threat of
loss of hubitat due v urbau development. Given the greutly reduced aumbers of bighorn

currently oceupying the Santa Rosa and San ]a('mto Maountains, | feel we need to take a

conservative cotuse regarding i impacts to the species in this arca.

7. Trail proliferation in the northern Santa Rosa Mountuins und the lower slopes of

the Sau Jacintos bas negatively impacted bighorn sheep. The trails generally ¢

st up slope from

the valley floor, climb up the steep terrain one or two thous

id feet, and then traverse along
contours w ihe uext canyon, then joining up with the trail systein in that drainage. Thus, o
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m-‘.nw;rk of wails within sheep habitat has been woven all along the ranges ubove the Coachells
Yalley. reaching virtualty every lambing and wutering aree.

8. Trails can be maintained wnd managed within shecp range i prudence and
common seuse arg exercised.  However, most of the trails in the Santa Rosa and ‘San facint
1\-Imlml.uius that pegatively affect bighorn sheep were built without the benefic of any
enviromnentul review or consideration for their impacts on bigharn.  As such, seasonal
restrictions on truil use o rerouting of trails located in or near likely lambing grounds an
watering spots is necessary. Such restrictions would umnpact less than Lventy pereent of the trat
milage in the arca. Without such restriction, heavy recreational use Ly hikers, vehicles, horses

dogs, and mouutain bikes is prescription for losing desert bighom from the area.

9. One of the maest signi

sheep in the northern portion of the range is the continued use of the Dunn Road. This road wat

illegally cronted with no cnvirommental review and placed in just about the worst possible

Jugation in terns of impacts o bighorn sheep. The lower elevation portion of 1hisl dirt road
bisects prinwe bighorn habitat, including lambing ureﬂ.{ Bighoru were once common in thearea
of the Dunan Road. L observed, bighorn running A(:m,ss a_rsd aloug this road and observed quite a
few iu the hills adjacent to the Dunn Road in the early 198(0%s. They ure rarely observed in the
arca today. In the years since it was buile, this illegal rosd has geines] quite u constituency, Had

the BL.M ¢l

xd this ilogally constructed roadway at the time it'wus built, we would not bie having
to address the many recreational uses existing and proposed on it today. Cuzrrently, the Dunn
l_{o_ud.is home to jeep tours, mountain bike lour.s, hikers, horseback rf'd‘crs, and landowners and
inmumerahle t.»thlczs wha drive up and down it and assume they kave an entitlement to use this
illegal road. All this use bas had significant negative impact on bighorn sheep in the area.
serving us a barrier to movement and driving ewes away from traditivnel luinbing areas and int
the urban inu:rf‘ar_:kz below where mortality is significanty higher. tnny opinton, continued use
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of the Dunn Roud at current lovels is inc.mnputibh:'wi(h the recovery of the Peninaulac Range:
bigharu sheep. ‘Phe bust future for the Dunn Road would be ul';]in-.m-lion und revegitation. At:
miniiuny, in the interim, access to the road niust be greatly reduced. This is not o radi(;a.
L'.(Jlll;t;‘[)';_l.il(‘. I'vs Rem)vcry Plen for the species likewise calls for restrictions on the Dunn Roa-
as an inportant step in bighorn recovery.

10. [t is my belief that road maintenance activities in bighorn habitet, and on the
Dunn Rm..n] in particular, have the potential to seriously disrupt bigharn shesp in a manner

above nnd Lieyond simple use of the read. 1am personally aware of u sicuation where road worl.

has nlv:guciw-ly impacted the specics. 1 have been involved with recarding radio telemetn
locations of rwes traveling to the Goyote Mousntains for several tainbing scasons. Each lambi 1
season a group of ewes go-es te Carrizo Mouvntain in the “oyute Mountains from the Garrize
Canyon urca to give birth and begin rearing their you ng- Recently, however, road grading activiry
on the peak by e Greole Mine resulted in the displacement of several ewos. Such activity il
carried out on the Punn Road wauld likely further disrupt the tenuous highorn populations in
the arca.

11. I preparing this declaration. | };aw: reviewed the Declaration of jirn Cornett
submitted in opposition to the Stipulation. 1 strongly disagree with inuny of Mr. Cornett’s
contentians. {lis staiement that Peninsular Ranges bighorn sheep are not “unduly stressed” by
the presence of hikers stnply Joes not compar: with thereality that various bighorn researchers,

including myselfl and ather members of the Recovery Team, have observed over the past three

" decades. Heavy human presence in lambing and watering areas during lumbing and watering

scasons results in steess to the: sheep and avoidance or abundonment of the arcas. Mr. Cornett
al;n stukes that the Lykken and Bear Creek Traiis do hot impact big__(lu;rn habitut. Again, this is
simply !-1}:1_ the case U.I.ld these trails are identified by the Recovery Plan as being in conflict with
sheep. These statermnents by Mr. Comett, while im\ccurat:-;, are net surprising, .l have witnessed
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Lim offer testimony in public hearings and in public < deuments at least two times where he ho
stated that pn_upvmsud developments would have no impact on bighnrn because the areas to b
developed wore notbighorn habitat nor used in any way by bighorn. hicuch casc, this testimorr
was contradicted by rculily: abservations » photographs, and radio wleme sy data showed bighor
use of the areas Mr. (mr‘n?tl deemed not to be habiat

12, While this declaration has focused on trail impact to bighorn'and the Dunn Road

these are of course not the only problems facing bighoen shecp in the Peninsular Ranges. The
¥ g big P B

Recovery Plan cnvisions a holistic approach to look at an entire suite of issues affecting i
sheep, and w0 deal with them all, in time, Other priorities of tic Recovery Team ure land
acquisition, foncing of the interface between bighoru habit and de w-lopmvntalong the front o
the Santa Rosas i i the Coschella Vailey, continued research and population monitering
impleontation of 2 preseribed fire program {o recover high clevation hobitag, rescarching anc
possibly contralling cougars, develop captive breeding strategics, moni wring discases which mae:
it bigharn productivity, re-establishment of wildlife corridors acrows highways, end rure
roads, uiid seting o limit the number of bighorn losing their lives due to imnproper fcncmg
poisuitous tundscape plants, and other Fffe,ch of civilization. The Rocovery Plun was px.

together by o muldisciplanery team of bighom speuahsts from muny agencies, a Nuty

American Tribe, university researchers, and the Bighorn Inautuu' Collective ¢ ‘xpcrlence wit'

desert hwhmn natural history among this team amounts to ov or 10() years of field woz k. Th.

team hos worked for several y2ars to develop a strategy which meets the future recovery needs o}

the Peninsular bighorn sheep, realizing all the time that many of thic impacts on the species can
never be remedied. in arcas where the team sees possible solutions which will benefit the
bighnrn, we have placed thess strategies into the Plan. The Dunn Roud, und the uncontrolled

nature of the trail system, in my opinion, falls into the caregory of impacts which hold hope fos

remedy. Unless we s a community of residents and scientists ure willing o chunge some of ous
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recreational habits, aud are willing ta make room foc native inhabitants such as the bighorn, w
will fail in our attemnpl to recover this Endangered populauon of d«;-wrl bighorn sheep.

I decture under the penalty of perjury (hat the foregoing is true und correct and wa

exccuted day of

: - 2001, at Borrego Qpnngw California.

—_—

Mark, (. Jorgen,
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SCHLEGHT, SHEVLIN & SHOENBERGER
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| (ASTMAILING ADDRESS

DOUGLAS D. SANDERS ppl 42 § Y P. 0. BOX 2744 OF COUNSEL
R'I.b i E PAIIM SP-R!NGS: CALIFORNIA 92263-2744 RICK M. STEIN
IN REPLY REFER TO:
9517.7

June 18, 2003
Palm Springs-South Coast Field Office,

" Bureau of Land Management, ’
690 West Garnet Avenue,
North Palm Springs, CA 92258;
Subject: .Comn‘:ents on the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument

(SRSJMNM) Draft Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental
Impact Statement, March 2003 ’

To Whom It May Concern:

Our law firm represents several prii'ate landowner interests within the boundaries of the
SRSIMNM. We appreciate having had an opportunity to review the subject document and on their
behalf hereby offer the comments that follow. . - ’

The cliénts we represent control privately owned land located within the Santa Rosa Mountains.
One property, located in the foothills at the fringe of urban development, is currently uridergoing
Specific Plan review in the City of Palm Springs. Historically, our clients have taken a keen
interest in any proposed governmental or private actions with potentiaily significant adverse direct
and/or indirect environmental, Tesource preservation, and/or private property rights impacts. With
regard to the SRSTMNM, our clients have closely monitored its development from the time of its
inception. to the present day all the while maintaining their focus on the aforementioned three
primary areas of concern. :

_Important to note is that the interests of our clients in this regard seemed to also closely reflect
issues of concemn articulated by Congresswoman Mary Bono when first presenting H.R. 3676 (the

proposed creation of the subject SRSIMNM) to the House Subcommittee on National Parks and

Public Lands for consideration. In that presentation Congresswoman Bono, when citing the
challenges faced in developirig the proposal, indicated the following (emphasis added): )

. “1 have developed a profound respect Jfor the people who, over the past century, have
-served as stewards of these lands. They have doné a marvelous job.in balancing the

TELEFHONE (760) 310-‘716! .
80L,EAST ZAHQUITZ CANYON WAY, SUITE 100 ) TELECOPIER (760) 323.1758

P, SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA 92262 E-MALL ssslaw@ssslaw.com
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Palm Springs-South Coast Field Office
Bureau of Land Management

June 18, 2003

Page 2

v Ppreservation of these mountains with the inevitable development that has occurred in
Southern California.” ' .

‘How could we balance the traditional uses and private property rights that the people of
the region enjoy with the need to preserve these mountain vistas?

“..d went directly to the people of thie 44 District and sought their participarion and inpur
" on how best to draft legislation that would reflect their commitment to both environmental
preservation and private property protection. ™ : . ’

In addition, Congresswoman Bono endeavored to be even more specific regarding how H.R. 3676
addressed some of the same concerns and others of interest to our clients. An example follows
(emphasis added): ’ :

“wwhen 1 recently met with the Secretary (referring to Bruce Babbitt) I agreed to
.................. maling modifications to the sections governing the protection of private’
property rights and interests, public utiliies, water righss and withdrawals. ” .

Based on the foregoing, our clients were reasonably confident that if approved, Congresswoman
Bono’s proposed legislation would contain the provisions necessary to address their primary areas
of concern. Their confidence was reinforced upon a review of the text of the Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monumient Act of 2000 as enacted by Congress on October 24, 2000.
In light-of the foregoing, our clients were of the opinion that it would naturally follow that the
then forthcoming Draft RMP/DEIS would necessarily expand on the administrative and operational
rules and procedures pertairiing to their three primary areas of concern. A review of the subject
Draft RMP/DEIS revealed a notable absence of any expanded discussions regarding their issues
of concem: In fact, in some instances, it appears that the Draft RMP/EIS provides even less detail
than the Act itself. The comments that follow express their concerms in these regards:

- Comment No.1

Private property development and access rights are specifically addressed under the Santa Rosa
and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Act of 2000, but are only summarily alluded to
in the Draft National Monument RMP/DEIS. Tn order to ensure that private property development
and ‘access rights are sufficiently respected in the subject Draft RMP/DEIS we recommend the
following:
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Comment No. 1A.

Sec. 2 (5) of the National Monument Act of 2000 states: “The designation of a Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monument..is not intended to impact upon existing or future growth
in the Coachella Valley”.

This statement should be included verbatim among the planning criteria presented on Pages ES4
and 1-7 of the subject Draft RMP/DEIS.

Comment No. 1B.

Sec. 3 (c) and (d) of the National Monument Act of 2000 respectively state: “Nothing in the
establishment of the National Monument shall affect any property rights of any Indian reservation,
any individually held trust lands, any other Indian allotments, any lands er interests in lands held
by the State of California, any special district, or the Mount San Jacinto Winter Park Authority,
or any, private property rights within the boundaries of the National Monument...", and “The
" management of the National Monument shall be subject to valid existing rights”.

These statements should be included verbatim among the planning criteria presented on Pages ES-4
and 1-7 of the subject Draft RMP/DEIS. o

Comment No. 1C.

Sec. 5 (d) of the National Monument Act of 2000 states: “The Secretaries shall provide adequate
access to nonfederally owned land or interests in land within the boundaries of the National
Monument, which will provide the owner of the land or the holder of the interest the reasonable
use and enjoyment of the land or interest, as the case may be”.

fC 040

Pe oy
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"This statement should be included verbatim among the planning criteria presented on Pages ES-4).

and 1-7 of the subject Draft RMP/DEIS. :
Comment No.2

Sée. 6 (a) tlirough (@) of the National Monumeént Act of 2000 articulatés the protocols a_ssociated.
with the acquisition of land within the National Monument boundary with regard to “Methods”,

SCHLECHT, SHEVLIN & SHOENBERGER
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Page 4 '

“Use of Easements”, “Valuation of Private Property” and “Incorporation of Acquired Lands and

Interests”.

The discussion of land acquisition in the-subject Draft RMP/DEIS occurs on Pages ES-5, 1-8 and
2-33. In the Final RMP/DEIS, each discussion should, at a minimum, be expanded to include the
full text of above-referenced Sections of National Monument Act of 2000. The purpose would
be to emphasize to the owners of private lands within the National Monument the government’s

"intent to only acquire lands from willing and/or interested parties and that in the event such

acquisitions transpire that adequate compensation based on fair market values shall occur.
Comment No. 3

Page 2-33 of the subject Draft RMP/DEIS presents a rather vague land acquisition strategy and
a resulting vague impact analysis. It is our opinion that a preliminary set of target lands for
acquisition should be identified in the subject document.- By doing so, all potentially affected
private land ownership interests within would be afforded a sufficient basis upon which to affect
long-range planning for their respective properties and to ascertain the potential future disposition
of other proximal lands targeted for acquisition.

The Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains Monument RMP essentially incorporates by reference
an amalgam of Federal and State Laws, Rules and Regulations and Policy Planning documents
which will guide RMP implementation. Some are ‘only in draft form at this time. The
overlapping (and thus potentially competing) nature, as well as the current draft status of such
diverse land use control sources, could be problematic for the future disposition of lands our
clients control. Notable land use control documents in this regard include, but are not limited to:
the San Bernardino National Forest Plan Revision (in progress), BLM's California Desert
Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan Amendment for the Coachella Valley (completed December
2002), the Coachella Valley MSHCP/NCCP and attendant Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
Trails Management Plan (Draft expected Summer 2003), the Agua Caliente Tribal HCP, and The
Recovery Plan for the Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep, among others. (Pages ES-4 through ES-

- 10) and (Pages 1-10 through 1-15). Given the foregoing, we offer the following comments:

Comment No. 4

Ttem vii, Appendix F, “Recovery Strategy for Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep”, of the subject
document, states “Maintain or re-establish connectivity throughout all habitat”. Many of our client
holdings are entirely within designated “Essential Habitat* for the subject species. While it is
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believed that this pf)licy will apply specifically to Federal lands only under the Plan, it is unclear PC
whether or not this would actually be the case. We hereby request that the Final RMP/DEIS | O12.

provide clarification of this concern.

Comment No.5

With regard to trails and scenic resources, the aforementioned Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains Trails Management Plan (Draft expected Summer 2003) identifies numerous trails on
and in the vicinity of lands under our client’s control (e.g. Claire Burgess Trail and Dunn Road,
among _others).. While a constifuent component of the Monument Plan, the unapproved status of
the Trails Management Plan may be unforeseeably problématic for them. The extent to which this
may be so will likely be determined by the extent to ‘which-BLM will protect trail view sheds from
activities on any proximal or abutting client holdings. It is requested that clarification of this

dynamic be provided in the Final RMP/DEIS.

01.1 behalf of o'_ur clients with privately owned lands within the National Monument, we appreciate
this opportunity to comment upon the Draft RMP/DEIS. Should you have any questions or

comments regarding any aspect of this submittal, please do not hes
760-320-7161.

A

ames M. Schlecht

Sincerely,

itate to-call the undersigned at

C
It
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The Wildlife Socjety
‘Western Section

Dr. Lowell Diller
P.O. Box 68

Korbel, CA 95550
707-668-4428
Idiller@simpson.com

Tune 17,2003

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Mopument Manager
P.0. Box 581260

650 West Garnett Ave.

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Fax (760) 251-4899

Subject: The Western Section of The Wildlife Society Comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for the Land and Resource Management Plan for
the Santa Resa and San Jacinto Mountzins National Monvment :

The Wildlife Society is an international organization comprising professional wildlife
biologists ernployed in the private and public sectors, natural resource management
agencies, and academiia. The Western Section of The Wildlife Society (T 'WS-WS)
currently consists of about 1,000 members in nine chapters in California, Nevada,
Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands. TWS-WS members include field biologists, wildlife

managers, and policymakers from a broad range of disciplines who are regularly engaged -

in resolving land use and conservation issues stemming from impacts on wildlife and the
habitats on which they depend.

Our goal is to enhance the capability of wildlife professionals in conserving natural
diversity, sustaining productivity, and ensuring responsible use of wildiife resources for
society's benefit. The principal objectives of The Wildlife Society are developing and
promoting sound stewardship of wildlife resources and of the covironments on which
wildlife and humans depend, taking an active role in preventing human-induced
environmental degradation, increasing awareness and appreciation of wildlife values, and
secking the highest standards in all activities of the wildlife profession.

We commend the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) for developing a management plan for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument in such & timely manner. We are submitting the following
comments on the “Draft Environmental Impact Staterent (DEIS) for the Santa Rosa and
San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan” and hope that these
comments axe belpful in the development of a final plan.

82
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Section 2.B.1. Management of Biological Resources

1. 'Management of Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep

The DEIS states that “...the CDCA Plan Amendment for the Coachella Valley outlines
measures that the BLM will follow to protect and promote the recovery of Peninsular
Ranges bighorn sheep in the Monument....” (page 2-5). We suggest that the final plan
include Janguage that all actions undertaken by the BLM and the USFS will be consistenf
with the goals and objectives of the recovery plan for bighor sheep. .

2. Management of Noxious, Non-Native, and Invasive Plant Species

The Preferred Plan in the DEIS stipulates that the “...BLM and USFS would seek ™
partnership opportunities to enhance current efforts {to manage invasive plant species]”
(page 2-5). We recommend that the BLM and USFS fund and jnplement their own
proactive monitoring aud eradication programs rather than relying on current efforts and
the possibility of future partnerships. B

3. Managzmenr of Special-Status Species

Agein, we recommend that the BLM and USES find and implement their own plant and
animal inventories as a primary means of gathering data. This effort could then be
augmented by “...working with partnier agencies, Tribes, and volunteer groups to update
existing inventories....” (page 2-7). The DEIS does not describe the scape, quality, or
frequency of existing inventories or whether these invemtories currently include all
special-status species. In addition, status designations may change and the DEIS should
account for possible changes and require appropriate inventory and focused survey
efforts for all special-status species.
.4, Monitoring Program
The Preferred Plan’s monitoring program described in the DEIS suggests a lack of
commitment on the part of BLM and USFS to develop a comprehensive, Monument-
wide monitoring program for biological resources. The Preferred Plan states that the
BLM and USFS will “...continue to participate in the development of an interagency
monitoring program...” and “...coxfinue to coordinate the implementation of the
interagency monitoring program...” and “,..work with partner agencies to coordinate
monitoring...” (page 2-7).. As described above, we recommend that the final plan
mandate a stand-alone surveying and monitoring program for the Monument to

¥b/18/2u83
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. Camping should be prohibited in critical and essential bighorn sheep habitat (page 2-16).

PC 0713

PC 052

bc 053

complement and expand on ongoing efforts while ensuring no resource monitoring gaps.

2.B.3. Management of Recreational Resources .

1. - Non-Mororized Recreation

PC 054

Appendices M
34

" must land oa Bigliorn Institute property or the state ecological reserve if they are

In addition, hang gliding over bighorn sheep habitat has the potential to harass or disrupt
sheep and should be prohibited. We support Alternative C with regard to hang gliding
activities (page 2-17) becanse it would disallow hang gliding launches from, and landing
on, BLLM or USFS lands within the-Monument, including Vista Point, and therefore
ensure no haxassoment or disruption of the bighom sheep in the vicinity. Hang gliders
launching from the Vista Pojnt site, potentially disturbing or harassing sheep in the Pc lzq
Bighom Iustitute captive breeding and lambing facility.

2. Pets

Within essential bighom sheep habitat, dogs should be managed in accordance with
existing closure order and recovery plan recommendations, as well as the bighom sheep
strategy described in BLM’s CDCA. Plan Amendment for the Coachella Valley (page 2~
19). . '

PC 125

The Preferred Plan states that leashed dogs would be allowed in designated areas,
including the visitor center (page 2-19). The Monument visitor center on Highway 74 is
located in essential bighorn sheep habitat and adjacent to the Bighorn Institute; therefore,
dogs should be prohibited in that location. In addition, the Preferred Plan notes that other

sites may be designated following the completion of a trails plan,

The most recent trails plan proposes to allow dogs in essential bighorn sheep habitat,
which is inconsistent with recovery of bighorn sheep and inconsist with management
of large mammals. Fipally, the Preferred Plan would allow authorized, but unleashed,
working dogs (page 2-20) outside of essential bighorn sheep habitat. Please clarify
whether this includes hunting dogs. :

PC 126

'Overa.ll, we recommend that the final plan prohibit dogs completely—working, hunting,

or otherwise—in all essential and critical bighorn sheep habitat throughout the entire
Monument. :

3. Feral and Uncontrolled Domestic Animals

The Prefetred Plan would establish a protoco! to “address” feral and uncontrolled
domestic animals (page 2-20). We suggest the establishment and implementation of a
protocol to control and manage these animals. The plan should address methods for
discouraging abandonment and prohibiting creation or support of human-supported feral
animal colonies. : . :

IPc 37

4, USFS Adventure Pass

We encourage the adoption of Alternative C with regard to the Adventure Pass fee on
both USFS and BLM lands within the Monument (page 2-2 1). These Adventure Pass
fees could fund biological resource inventory and monitoring programs.

l PC 109
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2.C.1_Adaptive Manapement and Monitoring - Implementing the Plan
5. . - Strategic Recreation Management Plan ‘ : The Preferred Plan states that the BLM and USFS will “...facilitate the development of a
_ Technical Review Team to include al} partners such as Palm Springs Aerial T
We recommend adding .langua.ge stating that the Strategic Recreation Management Plan ]DC ! {Z California State Parks, Tribal Admiuistrators, State and Fedcra]; lazfd representl:g\l/‘::};’o
be copsistent with the bighom sheep recovery plan and the Sikes Act (page 2-22), _ implement strategies resulting from the National Monument Managemént Plan” (page 2-
o 35), and will “...coordinate monitoring of resources...” and “\prioritize monitoring of
* 2.B.6. Management of Scientific Resources ) . Tesources to address those associated with highest levels of threat.. ” (page 2-36).

. . . . . ' Section 2.C.2 notes that the final plan will also be updated with regard to the Coachell
The Preﬂ.arred Plan requires maintenance of cuent spatial data in the form of Geographic Valley Multiple Species Habitat Couservation Plan's Trails Management Plan and the *
Information System (GIS) coverages or layers (page 2-27). We wholeheartedly support - Forest Plan Revision process (page 2-36). )
this approach; however, the DEIS should describs the scope and extent of current and P C b2
target data, their intended use, availability of metadata, and data limitations. The DEIS . The adaptive management section of the Plan contains no actual provisions or °
should also describe data validation methods and provide an assessment of data, quality - mechanisms for true adaptive management, “Adaptive management™ means allowing
and scale, . :gagoiﬂg monitoring and research to guide futuze management acfions. In other words,

: ptive management is § ecifically data-driven rather thay sirpl. Tudi i
The Preferred Plan stipulates that permits would be required for research activities in the from pending plans. i @p v including provxslons.
Monument. The Plan states the intent of the permit requirement is to monitor data Pc 163 ) .
cqlle?non activities (page 2-27). Please clarify this issue with respect to state and federal .The final Plag should require that the data obtained from surveys and monitering, as well
wildlife resource agency access to Monument Jands. . as scientific research, be examined on a regular basis by a Technical Review Team and P C 23 Ll'
. - e - that subsequent management actions be revised to reflect the data. In addition, the
2.B.8_Management of Visitation, Facilitics, Safety, and Uses Technical Review Team should include scientists whose job it is to monitor biological
. resources in the Monumient, and managers with the expertise, réeponsibi.lity, and

L Fire Plan : . authority to make management decisions,
The Preferred Plan states that the BLM and USFS will addrcss established vegetation Thank you for considering these comments, Please contact me to discuss our comments
and species-based needs for fire management throughout the National Monument...” PC 203 answer questions related to our recommendations, or provide technical assistance as

(page 2-31). We recommend that the final plan explicitly require the implementation of ’ ’ required.
fire management to meet the needs of target species. ) . :
Sincerely,

2.B.9. Management of Water Resources . - o .
" The Preferred Plan states that the BLM and USFS will coordinate with other entities to W ' .
well Diller, t
on

“...enhance current efforts to manage surface and ground water, . by several actions PC 207
(page 2-33). As suggested above in our comments on Management of Biological _
Resouces, we recommend that the BLM and USFS find and implement their own ]
inventories of surface water and groundwater resources rather than relying on current Pc

efforts and partnerships. In addition, we suggest that the BLM and USFS develop and 070’
implement their own program to eradicate tamarisk, fountain grass, oleander, and other

invasive species in the Monument. .

2.B.10. Acquisition Strategy

We suggest including consistency with the Sikes Act to the criteria list for the BLM and Pc 220
USFS acquisition process (page 2-34), . ) s

The Wildlife Society—We:
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Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians
56310 Highway 371, Suite B

Specifically, we applaud the Draft’s thorough handling of Cultural Resources (items2-C.
i 2.1 thru 2-C.2.7) and frequent mention of all Cahuilla Bands. We would request that the
P.O. Box 391372 « Anza, CA 92539 Oﬂ'ce (909) 763-4105 « Fax (909) 763-43%5 J.EV N‘laﬂ ram?natﬂ@gte .net . language of item 2-C.27. Cultural Resources — Native American Coordination
’ Consultation be modified to include mention of the Ramona Band’s Ecotourism Center PC, 00{5
and our desire to be involved with the National Monument and in the sharing of
information and resources w1th all neighboring Mountain, Pass, and Desert Cahuilla
Bands.

Juoe 10, 2003 ’ - . ‘ Thank you for the time you will expend to review these comments and we wish the

Nationa! Monurment continued prosperity and success.
Danella George, MonumentMa.naaer n o prosperity :

Palm Springs South Coast Field Office
Bureau of Land Management . ) )
P.O. Box 581260 . . g
Palm Sprmos, CA.92258 . ) e

Sincerely, -

anue]l Hamilton
Tribal Chairperson

Re: Santa Rosa and San Jacinto National Monument’s Draft Management Plan.

Danella:

Please let this letter serve as the Ramona Band’s formal comments conceming the Draft
Plan noted above. .

As you know, the Ramona Band is developing an Ecotounsm Center within its existing .
" Reservation boundaries for the purposes of promoting environmental principals and mbal PC 005

economic sélf determination. We request that this facility be recognized as a “portal” & .

the National Monument as there is a commonality between your goals and our goals.

‘While we are now aware that the Ramona Reservation cannot physically be a part of the
National Monument dus to geographic distance, we feel that we fall within your “sphere
of influence” and that you fall within ours.

\As a general statement, we would encourage proponents of the National Monument to
consider that the Ramona’s bave taken a bold and decisive step into the arena of : .
ecotourism and deserve the help of alk-those who are friends of the environment. ‘What Pc 00 5 ) ) ) B
we need more than anything is-exposure in the right circles not only of the Ecotourism : :
Centei’s existence but of our nghteous ecological cause in general. In short — the more
promotion the better. For this reason they request inclusion into your news letter and the
opportunity to do “piggyback” mailings when National Monument promotional materials
and announcemernts ire sent out. The Ramona’s ask for the consent of the National
Monument to display information pertinent t3 their facility as-the National Monument’s -
* Visitor Centers and the identified “portals” In lqnd we are most willing to promote the PC 000
National Monument at our Ecotourism Center and place of business. :
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5, DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
Intand Empire District

Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

18 03 10:44a p-2

State of California - The Resources Agency Gray Davis, Governor

Ruth G. Coleman, Acting Director

17801 Lake Perxis Drive
Perris, California 92571

June 17, 2003
Danella George
National Monument Mana.ger
Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 581260
690 W. Garnet Avenue
North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Re: Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement, SCH #2003044001

Dear Ms. George:

The Inland Empire District of the Departinent of Parks and Recreation (State Parks)
appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Management Plan and Draft Envjronmental_ Impact Statement (DEIS).

State Parks’ mission in part is 1o provide for the health, inspiration, and education of the
people of California by preserving the state’s extraordinary bxodlvcrsxty and crcatmg
opportunities for high quality outdoor recreation.

_As the office responsible for the stewardship M. San Jacinto State Park we have a
significant interest in the future management of this area. Our interest is great because we
recognize that MSISP is only a part of the larger landscape which is collectively known as the
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument. Both the biotic boundaries of this
area and the available recreational activities extend well beyond the jurisdictional boundaries of
the park. The success of our programs and the health of our ecosystems are dependent in part on
the successful management of the National Monument. .

Our comments on the draft Management Plan/DEIS are as follows: _

Generally, we wish to express our support and appreciation for the planning efforts of the
Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Management in the development of this plan. We also
wish to acknowledge the efforts of each of the agencies and enfities which have land within the
‘National Monument and which contributed to the development of the Management Plan .
including the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians and the Califomia Department of Fish and
Game.

The plan addresses the pertinent management issues and it provides a framework for
continuing co-ordination and cooperation between the land managcrs within the National
Monument. .

18 03 10:44a

Ms. Danella George
Draft Management Plan and DEIS, SRSIM National Monument
Page 2 of §

State Park Acreage in the National Monurnent

Page ES-1 of the Executive Summary states that the National Monument encompasses
12,900 acres of California Department of Parks and Recreation Land.  As stated in the letter PC D‘ 5
from the Colorado Desert District of State Parks, dated May 19, 2003 this figure appears to be in
error due to a mapping error which included 4,400 acres of Anza-. -Borrego Desert State Park.
Nonetheless, the area of Mt. San Jacinto State Park that is within the monument is less that
12,900 acres and is closer to the 8500 acres rcferenccd in the Monument Committee Advisory
Report “backwround" section.

Plan Altematives

State Parks agrees with and supports the Preferred Plan for each of the Biological and
Cultural Resources Categories. In the biological resources categories conceming the
management of special status species, inventory and monitoring, the development and
implementation of an action plan for exotic species removal, a.nd the reintroduction of
indigenous.species (ES-14, 15); we ask that State Parks be included in intetagency cooperation PC. 007
and co-ordination efforts including opportumues to participate in working groups focused on
these issues.

Regarding cultural resources, we ask that State Parks be included in the interagency
cooperation and coordination efforts related to cultural resources including research, inventory,
site stewardship, edication and interpretation, management planning, native American
coordinating and traditional collecting and gathering." In the area of collecting and gathering,
State Parks has existing policy (ES-17 though 20). We ask that the Forest Service and the
Bureau of Land Management work with State Parks to develop a compatible policy.

Pc 094

State Parks agrees with and supports the Preferred Plan for the following Recreational
Resources categories:

Recreational Paintball )
Pacific Crest national Scenic Trail (PCT)
Recreational Shooting

Strategic Recreation Management Plan
Forest Service Adventure Pass

Feral and Uncontrolled Domestic Animals

We ask that State Parks be given the opportunity to participate in the development of the lPC 00'7
Stratealc Recreation Plan including the development of 2 monitoring program and that the BLM
and Forest Servn:e coordinate with Stare Parks in establishment of consistency in trail signage. ’ Pc l 55 .

State Parks prefers A]ternauve C for hang gliding. Hang gliding activities can affect the .
sense of solitude which hikers and other users seek when visiting the backcountry and wilderness Pc |3|{.
areas of the National Monument. Even though impacts to bighom sheep would be reduced with
hang gliding prohibitions in and around bighom sheep habitat, other wildlife could be impacted
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Ms. Danella George
Draft Management Plan and DEIS, SRSJM National Monument
Page 3 of 5

as a result of stress responses to airbome gliders and wildlife and plants (from trampling) could
be affected by persons hiking cross country into and out of remote areas from landing points.

Given the explicit and implicit higher level of resource stewardship associated with the
classification of this area as a National Monument, State Parks suggests that Alternative C be PC/ IZL{'
considered for Recreational Resources — Pets (BS-28, 2-20). Also, the language regarding pets
needs to be clearer and more consistent. In some cases (including within the same Altemnative)
the general term pets is used while in other text the more specific term dog is used. ‘It is not
always clear if the author is talking about pets in general or dogs in particular.

State Parks agrees with and supports the Preferred Plan for the Geological Resources PC 00'7
categories. We ask that inventory, mapping and education efforts be coordinated with State
Parks.

State Parks agrees with and supports the Preferred Plan for the Educational Resources
categories. We ask that the Forest Service and BLM work with Mt. San Jacinto and Inland
Empire District park staff to coordinate signage efforts and other appropriate aspects of
educauon and interpretation.

I‘Pé.ooﬂ

. State Parks agrees with and supposts the Preferred Plan for the Management of Scientific P C 0
Resources (2-27, ES 34). We ask that the Forest Service and BLM work in coordination and 0 7
cooperation with State Parks in this area and we hope that reciprocal agreements for data sharing
can be developed.

‘We generally support the Preferred Plan for the Management of Facilities, Visitation and PC— 007 .

Uses categories and we wish to work in a cooperative and coordinated manner with the Forest
Service, BLM, and other National Monument partners.

For the Preferréd Plan, Management of Visitation, Facilities, and Uses — Fire Plan (ES- m 607
37, 2-31) we ask that State Parks be included in the coordinated effort to develop a
Comprehensive Fire Plan for the Monument.

State Parks agrees with and supports the Preferred Plan for Water Resources — Surface PC 0 07
and ground Water Resources. We would appreciate the opportunity to participate in the '
inventory and monitoring process and the watershed assessment.

State Parks generally supports the Preferred Plan for Land Acquisition and we would PC 0 o.-{
appreciate the opportunity to coordinate acquisition priorities and strategies. )

State Parks agrees with and supports the Preferred Plan for Adaptive Management and
Monitoring Program — Implementing the Plan. We appreciate the inclusion of California State
Parks on the proposed Technical Review Team.

JUn 18 U3 10:44a

Ms. Danella George
Draft Management Plan and DEIS, SRSIM National Monument
Page 4 of 5

Invasive Weeds and Pests

In the section of the document describing invasive weeds and pests (3-15) we suggest that PC 078
European starlings be added 1o the list of invasive exotic animals. Starling compete with native

cavity nesting birds and their reduction in montane forests has resulted in re-colonization or areas

by purple martins (Progne subis) (P. Jorgensen, personal communication).

Special Status Species

Pages 3-17 to 3-23 of the document discusses Special Status Species, defined as those
endemic to the Plan area, Federal and State species of special concern and State and Federal

" listed threatened and endangered species. Based on our understanding and knowledge of local P C 057

endemics, there are specnes and/or subspecies which need to be added to each category as
follows:

Endemic Species

Hidden Lake Bluecurls (Trichostema austromontanum ssp. compactum)
San Jacinto Bedstraw (Galium angustifolium subsp. jacinticum)

San Jacinto Prickly Phlox (Leprodactylon jacgeri)

Shaggy-haired Alumroot (Heuchera hirsutissima)

Straw var. jacintensis (Keckiella rothrockii ssp. jacintensis)’

Tahquitz Ivesia (Jvesia callida)

The bioregional distribution for each of the above plants is limited to the San Jacinto
Mountains (Jepson 1993). Hidden Lake Bluecurls, San Jacinto Prickly Phlox, and
Saggy-haired Alumroot are found in the State Park portion of the National Monument
(State Parks 2001 field surveys) and Tahquitz Ivesia oceurs in the vicinity of portions of
the western boundary of the National Monument (M. Hamilton, personal
communication.). We suggest that the above listed plants that are known to occur in the
Nationa! Monument be added to the endemics list in the final EIR/Management Plan and
that those that are likely to occur be referenced in the document.

Species of Special Concern
Lemon Lily (Lilium parryi} - this species is found on Narional Forest and State Park
lands within the National Monument (State Parks 2001 field surveys). Itis a Staté

species of special concemn.

/
Federal and State Listed Threatened and Endangered Species

Trich austr ssp. compactum; Hidden Lake Bluecurls ~ In addition to
- being endemic to the monument (Hamilton 1983, Jepson 1993) Hidden Lake Bluccurls is
listed as Federally listed as Threatened.
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Jun 18 03 10:45a

Ms. Danella George
Draft Management Plan and DEIS, SRSJM National Monument
Page 5 of 5 '

Animal Collection

On page 3-23 of the document under the heading Animal Collection the document says “the
State of California does not require permits to collect insects.” This is not true for State Parks.
Collecting insects in a State Park is illegal, Title 14, California Administrative Code 4305, unless
a valid Scientific Investigations/Collections Permit has been issued to and is in the possession of
the collector. We ask that the final EIS make this correction.

rC 002

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
The staff of the BLM, Forest Service, and other National Monument partners is to be

- commended for their efforts to develop this plan. It most certainly will mark the beginning of a
new era of professional and cooperative management of this extraordinary natural area. Please
contact me or our District Ecologist, Geary Hund at (909) 6578-0676 if you have questions or
need additional information.

Sincerely,
Gary Watts
District Superintendent

L.ocen J. Frates
G. Hund
D. Van Cleve
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TOM AND JOYCE LIEGLER .. : - ’ ) = Please bear in mind that I have been involved in the Public Assembly Facility service
" P.O. Box 3322 C ; . business (Major Stadiums, Converition Centers, Sports Arenas, Golf Courses, etc) for
Ra‘ncho Santa, Fe, CA. 92067 R o : - - ... overfifty (50) years, a lifetime of hosting and caring for all guests and users, just as you
o 858 756 3585 . o o - ) . and yours provide in your individual programs. During that 50+ year career, I have been
- FE . : o - s : employed just about fifty-fifty by a governmental employer and the other one half of the
- F AX TO Ms. Daelfa George L . S o R o R ' experience by private enterprise. Theré are major différences between the two
o AT: 760-251-4809 - R : ST T : oo approaches, primarily in Human Resource prograins, Purchasing roufines, and certainly
. National Monument Manager L s B o e e .. =et.x . inthe Marketing, Sales, Publicity, Advertising and Promotion areas. “Government”
.Bireair0f Land Mandgement -+ > . .- . .. o w0 T TR o (Federal, State, County, and Municipal units).simply do not have the abilities in my .
690 W Garnet Aveiiue, Box581260 LT T Tne 15, 2003 S : . -7 ..~ . . opiniento PROPERLY * manage, opérate, promote, market, publicize; and account” for
) Norf;h Palm imgs CA 92258 e RS “such an exhaustive NEW prograny that you-and yours offer. Without ' precise experience
: i -+ and textbook rules, regulatxons g1ude11nes ‘the FUTURE &f the program, it séems:to me,
" TH & obp + - will be by “trial and errort”. Good ADM]NISTRATION is the KEY to ultlmate success
-1Qr fallure over, the years I feel

: Pl se accept my smcere thoughts then, for the ma)umum ougomg PUBLIC results thai

mmi ee.  Thus Depa.rtmental Employment would be mifimal over' and’ above present
: Iévels and vpnmanly wesérved for LANNING ACCOUN'I' ILITY and.,

E Annual budgets ca]l for ample expense areas for' Marketmg, Sales Promotr' 3

- Adyertising, Conitmmity Relations, and Bt lic Relations:dollars to “Wfake the public: ,

! AWARE “'of your riew, but enncmg ‘progtam,and 2. "Adeguate Mamtenance Repau‘
and i ﬁon up ades to properly CARE for thc pu }

a.ppreqa.te the opportumty o express my apprassa.l of your forthoommg ﬁnahzed publi T
_INT’ authonty seciis to mie to. bea buﬂt-m ongoing' pro‘bIem, “but thena ‘open, f falr
1 derstandmg admrmstmtors ‘can overconte that dilenma. Wee wish all of; youf s

well, p cularly thbse Wwho' ‘have been involve'd in the ong ; and diﬂicu}t ‘written’ procees o
Truly the ‘coucept is:beyond the assimilation of most of us and'we fust respect the : -
n$ and demsxons of the dedrcated, professwual admmrstrators hke you and yours Good fortune .

_When they say that vy salks; aIIIhm ever heardlt say ts—GOODBYE! o
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% VinRoseAire@aol.com To: ca_srsj_nm@ca.bim.gov
cc:
06/12/2003 09:34 AM  guhject: Attn: Danella George
06/12/03

Ms. George:

This is regarding the Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto M ins National M t Manag
Plan. .

When traveling up Highway 74 from Palmi Desert there are 5 communities known as the Pinyon
Communities within the boundaries of the National Monument. They are: Chapman Ranchoisoy§| .
Carrizo, Pinyon Crest, Pinyon, Alpine Village and Spring Crest. | am a resident of Spring Crest which isa
development with it's own privately owned water commpany, Spring Crest Water & Power Company, which
is under the California Public Utilities Commission.

When looking at all the maps in the draft document from Figure 1 through Figure 9 ali of the above
mentioned communities except Spring Crest have been excluded from within the boundaries of the
monument. Isthis an error that was made during the drawing of the map? If itis not an error | would like
to know how it was decided to exclude these communities from the boundaries but it seems that in all
fairness it should be an exclusion of either all or none. It appears discriminatory that one community has
beeén left out of this pracess of exclusion.

As | mentioned, Spring Crest has it's own water company with water shed propert\_/ on the mountain above
the community. This water shed needs to be proleclt_ed to maintain our water quality.

Thus. | ask that before the plan for the National Monument is finalized the community of Spring Crest be
excluded from the monument boundaries as all the other communities have been. .

Thank you for your fime.

Linda L. Lane
67115 Ribbonwood Dr.
Spring Crest, Mt. Center CA 92561

Q@
©
)

PC 013

PC 212

SNOWCREEKPRES@a To: ca_srsj_nm@ca.blm.gov O
ol.com cc: @
Subject: Comments: Santa Rosa & San Jaci i
06/13/2003 07:07 PM ) s At Bl an Jacinto National Monument Draft %
To Whom It May Concern:

-The following are my comments re the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto National Monument Draft Resource Management
Plan and Draft Envi 1 Impact Si

At the foot of the dramatic north face of Mt. San Jacinto, the Snow Creek area, where inlcrstatc 10 and Highway 111

converge, is an impressive entrance to the desert cities and a landmark prelude to the scenic beauty of the land that
lies ahead.

Drivers however are distracted from this spectacular view by high profile industrial windfarms that dominate the
landscape of the San Gorgonio Pass and by their high rate of speed exiting the freeway. ’

I would like to propose an idea originalty suggested by Tracy Liegler that a scenic turnout be constructed directly

east of Snow Creek Road so that drivers entering the Coachella Valiey can pull over and stop for a moment to enjoy PC ‘(07
one of the valley's most arrestingly beautiful views. Signs could provide information on the National Monument,

snow melt contributing to our aquifer, the Pacific Crest Trail and the ancient life and geology of the Snow Creek

area. A telescope for close-up viewing of the waterfail and mountaintop would be a nice addition. It would be a

perfest introduction to the desert and the National Monument and the first scenic photo opportunity for visitors

entering the valley at the Palm Springs Highway 111. .
The portal sign for the Monument's westernmost entrance should occupy a prominent place at or near the junction of
Snow Creek Road and Highway 111 and in proximity to the proposed scenic turnout. Hopefully it will be impressive
enough to take precedence over the billboards that dot Highway 111. :

Rules prohibiting offroad vehicles should be enforced at 2l times in the Snow Creek area. l.Pc 177

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Les Starks
Snow Creek Village
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RECECIVED

' 03 Jud 1! I',ﬁll=0l
Desert Adventures Jeep Eco-Tours ) . .
67-555 East Palm Canyon Drive, Ste. E-106 : PM.H bFPIHb)—C SOUTH COAST
Cathedral City, CA 92234 : . RESOURCE AREA .

Tune6, 20(;3 . @© Z@ y

Danefla George ) _
Sapta Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Palm Springs South Coast Field Office

" 690 W. Garnet Ave., P.O. Box 581260
North Palm Springs, CA 92258-1260

Re:  Comments from Desert Adventures Jeep Eco-Tours on the Draft Resource
Management Plan (DRMP) and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
for the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.

Dear Ms. George:

Having reviewed the March 2003 Santa Rosa and San Jachito Mountains National

Monument Draft Resource Managemierit Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement; weat =

Desert Adventures Jeep Eco-Touts are taking this opportunity to again preserve for the public:
tevord our comments and concerns with regard to management of the Monyment in a manper
consistent with the National Monument Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-351).

Desert Adventures Jeep Eco-Tours is a Cathedral City based commercial tour operation
that provides ecologically oriented tours of some of the few wilderness areas left in the
Coachella Valley. Our tours are not thrill rides, but “adventures in knowledge.” We take people
beyond the artificially semi-tropical microcosm of the Palm Springs:desert resort communities
and into natural desert wildemness areas. We take great pride in educating the public about the
natural environment, including the plight of the peninsular bighorn sheep, and have received
many awatds over the years for instilling environmental awareness and supporting the
envirommnental movement. Qur guides are not just drivers, but highly traimed naturalists whose
educational backgrounds are augmcnted by an Jmpmssrve amount of experience in the field.

Those who have been involved with Iand access, commercial recreational use, and sheep
recovery issues in the Santa Rosa Mountains on & lorig-term basis will recall dur past
mvolvement w1th the BLM, USFWS and other federal and state agencxes with regard to these

for opcratmgjeep tours on the Dunn Road.

tll,RE’-U liF LAXD BARAGER th": )

Motorized commercial recreational access to the Monument and, specifically, the Dunn
Road was addressed in the December 2002 California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan
Amendment for the Coachella Valley, which effectively precludes Desert Adventures from
conducting tours up the Dunn Road at present. We understand that the CDCA. Plan is brought
forward unchanged into the National Monument RMP. Nevertheless, we would like to use this
opportunity to rejterate for the public record some of the same questions and concerns we have |
voiced for over five years, particularly since they remain applicable today to the ancillary i issues
of trail cIosu:es and the Coachella Valley Multispecies Habitat Plan.

We long ago asserted, in eaclier efforts to achieve a reasonable balance between
commerce and ecology in protecting the Northern Santa Rosa Mountain subpopulation of the
Nelson bxghom sheep, that USFWS relied on scientific data cited selectively and/or out of
context in order to support a predetermined conchusion. Our opinion has remained unchanged as
the labyrinthine processes of fornmulating the CDCA Plan, the Monument Plan, the Trails Plan,
the peninsular bighorn sheep Recovery Plan, and the Coachella Valley Multispecies Habitat Plan
(and the attendant EIS and BO processes) have continued to drag on over the years. It appears,
for example, that the opinions of noted sheep éxpert John Wehausen, as well as those of peer
reviewer Dr. Rob Ramey, conhnue to be dismissed.

NSRM PBS herd, ie., our guldcs’ personal observations, has not been fairly weighed in

We are also steadfast in our belief that first-hand anecdotal evidence relevant to the local IPC ‘q5
evaluating sheep dlsturbance and habituation.

Familiarity with the NSRM PBS Herd

‘We doubt that any group, outside the Bighorn Instifute, is more familiar with the habits
and habitat of the NRSM bighorm sheep than our Desert Adventures tour guides. We operated
jeep tours on the Dunn Road for over a decade. Company pelicy required guides to report sheep
sightings by radio, maintain a distance, allow sheep right-of-way, and minimize anydlsturbance
Sheep were very rarely sighted on the Dunn Road, and our guides are unanimous in their
conviction that the shesp were generally unfamd by the presence of our jeeps on those rare
occasions.

For example, Larry Cunningham, who holds a B.S. in Wildlife Management from Utah
State University (with minors in Biology and Zoology), has been with Desert Adventures for
over 15 years. La.rry canducted tours ox the Dunn Road from September 1989 uritil June 2000,
averaging four to six days per week, 10 months per year (exchuding July and Avgust). Larry’s
sightings tended to be seasonal, depending on availability of preferred food sources, but -~
“conservatively averaged four to eight per season.” Larry reports that “our presence was

 tolerated” by sheep feeding on the roadside, and that the sheep “were tolerant of a slow moving

vehicle” even during breed.mg season. (Statement of Latry Cunningham, attached.)
Aaron Coons drove tours on the Dunn Rnad for many years and reports:

. Looking thru old journals of tours, 1991-1997 I only spotted 3 sheep in all those years.
. First one was Feb 17th 1993 ThlsmmwasgmnngbyﬁlesxdsofﬂleDunannmrmﬂc4 I
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stopped nearly 60 yards from him and shut my engine off telling my clients to be quiet. He
continued there for some tims before crossing the road to the other side and climbed 30ft or so up
the right side. We drove our jeep by slowly and were still within 40ft but the ram never gave us
mauch concern. “...just went about his day."”

Aaron, by the way, conducts tours in Denali National Park in the sumwer months, which
he describes as follows:

.. I work in Deriali thru the summer. This is a place of one of the last intact ecosystems in the
world. A place where Grizzly bears and wolves still live free. There is one road thru there and we
drive tours there everyday. The animals never seem to perceive us as threat, partly because we
never leave the road, people are.hever to get out on foot, we always cut our engines when close,
and clients are ask to not use their voices. Of course stopping and doing these things the animals
crosses the road if it feels like it, the road never seems fo be the issue.

(Statement of Aaron Coons, attached.)

Jim Viglione has been with Desert Adventures for over a dozen years and has lived in
Pinyon Pines for more than eight years. On his many travels up and down Hwy. 74 be has
occasionally spotted sheep that seem to be oblivious to traffic. Jim has even observed a bedding-
down area “lessthan 100 yards from the busy Highway [74]” where he has observed sheep lying
placidly “in the brush chewing their cud corapletely undisturbed by the traffic passing on the
highway.” (Statement of Jim Viglione, attached.)

Additional 6bservations of our highly experienced guides are attached.
Intent and Purpose of the National Morumerit Act of 2000

In reviewing the Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
Management Plan, what strikes us as most obvious—and most egregious—is that the original
intent and purpose af the Monumient Act has been obscured. The chché “unable to see the forest
for the trees” comes to mind.

The original bill (ELR. 3676) proposing monument status was introduced i order “to
preserve the nationally significant biological, cultural, recreational, geological, educational and
scientific values found in the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains and to secure now and for
fiture generations the opportunity to experience and enjoy the magnificent vistas, wildlife;
landforms and natural and cultural resources of these mountains and to recreate therein.”

Desert Adventures upholds each of the above-enumerated values on a daily basis and
instills and/or heightens such values in our clients. Furthermore, we provide the intended
“opportunity-to experience and enjoy ... these moufitains and to recreate therein.” The great
majority of visitors to the desert resort commmunities lack the physical ability to hike or bike into
wilderness areas. For these vVisitors, oirr jesps provide a valuable service and the additional
benefit of a “mobile seminar™ on the environment visited. Without our valuable service, titerally

the opportunity to experience and enjoy” these areas. By effectively denying commercial
motorized access, access is likewise effectively denied to the majority of the public. Limiting

thousands of beaming grandparents with awe-struck grandchildren in tow would not have had IPC “(

access to those capable of hiking, biking, or perhaps nd.mg on horseback is discriminatory and
“environmentally elitist.”

The Monument Act notes that “the National Monument provides a ‘picturesque
backdrop’ and an abundance of recreational opportunities that are important regional economic P C 2‘*_0
resources for the Coachella Valley and mountain communities.” The fact that our business has
suffered a severe economic blow from the ramifications of Monument status is proof that
“regional economic resources” have not been protected, again remforcmg our belief that the
original intent and purpose of the Act has not been served. .

‘We have expended vast amounts of time, money, and enetgy in our efforts to preserve
access to the Monument for the paying public and will continue to do so, despite Jacking the
resources for ongoing legal representation af every stage of the processes previously referenced.
‘While we freely admit to being motivated partly by commercial interest, we are secure in our
kpowledge that we are equally motivated by our desire to maintain our ability fo share and
impart our passion for the environment with our clients in a manner consistent with the original
intent and purpose of the Monument Act 0f 2000 and in a way that fairly balances the interests of
commerce and science.

Thank you for once again taking into consideration our comments and concerns.
Sincerely,

Mary & Charlie Dungans
Owners
Desert Adventures Jeep Eco-Tours
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GUIDE STATEMENTS
Statement of LARRY CUNNINGHAM, Lead Guide

On September 10, 1989, I started doing Désert Adventure Jeep Eco-Tours (D.A.) on the
Dunn Road, with my last Santa Rosa Mountain excursion on June 3, 2000.- My frequency of
tours on the Dunn access was usually 4 to 6 days per week, approximately 10 months per year
(off July & August). .

The D.A. company procedure was to immediately report a Bighom Sheep sighting via
our radio system, stating location / mile mark and situation. The policy was to maintain 2
distance, allowing total right-of-way, and to minimize any disturbance.

After several years of observations, it became evident that my frequency of sheep
sighting were somewhat seasonal af various elevations. One vary.apparent controlling factor in
their movement was the availability of their preferred food sources, especially jojoba, burro
bush, Morrion tea, agave stalks, etc. If a shesp was busy feeding on roadside vegetation and we
kept a distance, our presence was tolerated. 1 also evidence a less timid behavior through the
breeding season, but they were tolerant of 2 slow moving vehicle. An immediate or abrupt stop,
a loud noise, or an approach on foot would usually elicit an alarmed response. IfI encountered
sheep on the road in “switchbacks,” they wouild usually scramble up the rock slope, until 2
distance was established, then stop to gaze. The sheep movement on, across, or along the
roadside seemed to be dictated by the sumrounding terrain. They preferred steep rock slope
terrain and were rarely observed on a flatland situation. The only sheep I observed on the open
land were the “collared/tagged” ones. And yes, there was one that was imprinted to hurans
hiking along the Art Smith Trail! .

My sightings wcxe'usua.lly between the 2-9 miles marks on the Duun Road. We did,
however, observe sheep in the Cathedral Canyon Cove residential area at least twice. My
frequency of the sightings again were seasonal, but cobservatively averaged four to eight per
season (10-month period). This estimate is discoumting the sometimes “repeated” sightings of
the collared sheep that appeared somewhat territorial. The largest single grouping I observed
along the Dumn Road (6 mile mark) was 9 non-collared sheep vs. 22 at one time (mostly
collared) at the Ritz Carlton Resort. Beyond visual sightings, I wauld frequently observed
browsed vegetation, scat, bedding, tracks, etc., when traversing on foot. I qualify all of the
above; as my personal observations and rwollectmns, during the above-dated period of time.

My education background imchides a B.S. degree from Utah State University with a
mdjor in Wildlife Managernent and minors in Biology and Zoology. My graduate study toward
miy M.S. degree was also in Wildlife Management at Pennsylvania State University.

: Prior to my employment with Desert Adventures, I worked for the Ohio Division: of
Wildlife a5 a District Supervisor. I supervised programs/budgefs for a 20-county area,
prepared/reviewed E.L.S.’s ete.

pendmg every day out of doors and serving as an interpretive naturallst to the public has
become my primary focus thh Desert Adventures.

Js/ Larry-Cunningham
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P.S. 1 have attached a photograph of a typical sighting near Durm Road, 6 mile mark.

Statement of AARON DOUGLAS COONS, Senior Guide

FROM AARON:
From: douglas coons [mailto:aarondouglas7@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2003 10:15 PM
To: Mary@pred-jeep.com
. Subject:

Mary

Looking thru old journals of tours, 1991-1997 I only spotted 3 sheep in all those years.
First one was Feb'17th 1993. This ram was grazing by the side of the Dunn Rd near mile 4. 1
stopped nearly 60 yards from him and shut my engine off telling my clients to be quiet. He
continued there for soms time before crossing the road to the other side and climbed 30t or so
up the right side. We drove our jeep by slowly and were still within 40ft but the ram never gave
us innch concern. "...just went about his day”. '

Second sighting was Nov.22 1995. Mile 3. This ram was rather far away and did not
stay in view very long. .

Last sighting was March 12th 1996. A female near the Art Smith Trail. She was pretty far
down the trail, I never let my clients out of the jeep to keep from disturbing her.

James Simons recalls a time(he doesn't remember when--"mid 90's")when an apparent
released bighom sheep was following people around trying to get dtinks from their drinking
‘bottles. The poor animal had no fear of people what 50 ever. This was ona large group tour, and
Tm sure there may be other guides who remember that day.

One other thought Mary. Youl&meworkiﬂDenalittuuthe summer. This is a place of
ope of the last intact ecosystems in the world. A place where Grizzlybeazsandwolv&sstﬂllivp

free. There is one road thru there and we drive tours there everyday. The aniraals never seem to

perceive us as threat, partly becase we never leave the road, people are never to get out on foot,
we always cut our engines when close, and clients are ask to not use their voices. Of course

" stopping and doing these things the animals crosses the road if it feels like it, the road never
seerns to be the issue. The catibou, fox and wolves even use the permitive road as their corridor
to travel ! .

Anyway hope any of this may hslp.- Take care Mary. Aaron

Statement of JAY BROWN, Senior Guide
April 30, 2003

Dear Mary:

Sorry this is so Iate getting to you NO excuses, just bad manners. I sincerely hope that it
helps in. getting us back on the Dunn road or anywhere up on the mountain. :

I don’t have a lot of information for you but here is what I bave: I drove the Dunn road an
average of three times a week from September 1996 through the expiration of our permit. I did
ot see any big borns on any of those trips. However, I did on numerous occasions find evidence
of sheep activity in the areas that my passengers and I had been. One memorable occasion
occurred in January 1998. I had taken a small group (3 or 4) to the mountain after a light rain. I
stopped at a foot trail just past the Cholla Garden, we walked a short distance along the trail to -
look at some Cholla, barrel cactus, and yucca. We left the area after a short time and cotopleted
our trip. The following moming I took another small group on the same trip and stopped at same
location for the same purposs. I was explaining the various plant and habits of the Big Hoins and
T looked down aud saw a sheep track on top of my own shoe track from the previous day. That
caused me to look around more completely and I discovered more tracks, scat, and evidence of
feeding in the area. There were no other human shoe tracks in that area except the ones my small
party and I bad left the previous day. I placed a new track next to one with the sheep track so that
my passengers could see that the sheep Had indeed stepped 6n my track. Yes, I know the
difference between deer and sheep tracks. .

. T always liked to stop in that area as I often saw evidence of Big Horn activity. Another
area that I liked to sfop-and take passengers on short walks or hikes was the picnic tables at our
2br turnarotnd spot, the old Dunn dozer at the Art Swiith trail. Sheep activity was also prevalent
in this Jocation. I was always sorry that I did not see sheep up there, I was able to see all the other
animzls on the road except cats and big homs. I often saw sheep grazing along Highway 111
neat the Thinderbird CC and would use pictures I took of them there to show clients what they
looked ike. . C

Mary, I hope this helps, it is not much but alt I have.

Is/ JAY
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Statement of JIM VIGLIONE, Sepior Guide

--—Original Message——- .

From: Jim Vincent Viglione [mailto:vicenzo2@earthlink net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2003 12:00 AM

To: Mary Dungans .

Subjectt Sheep stuff

Hi Mary,
Here's my comment about‘habituaﬁon of the sheep

T've been driving Highway 74 to the desert and back for nearly 8 years. Ido occasionally see big -

horn sheep. One was a ewe crossing the highway at around 1200 feet elevation. Another ewe
grazing by the highway with her backside in the northbound traffic lane. Three sheep we s¢en
browsing on the slope at the Vista Point. A young ram atteinpted to cross but turned back up-
slope. On a cold winter morning I observed thres sheep Iying on the east side of a large boulder

sunning themselves by the highway- ;

- The interesting part of all of this is that I've discovered a bedding down area. It is 1.8 miles
above Vista Point on the east side of Highway 74 Iooking across to Hidden Palmis. I discovéred
it while hiking the area to see a Palm Oasis which is down in Deep Canyon. The area was
heavily littered with sheep droppings. One afternoon I saw a young ram on top of 4 boulder. I
parked in a turn out and walked over the side berm. There, less than 100 yards from the busy
Highway were an adult ram; a ewe with a lamb, and the young ram I'had seen earlier lying in
the brush chewing their cuds completely undisturbed by the traffic passing on the highway. I
know the Big Horn Institute is aware of this site since I've seen their jeep parked there on more
than one occasion. Since there were in the brush it was difficult fo tell if they were collared or
not. After reading some of the reports, it makes me sad to think that the Big Horn Instifute is
growing pen raised Cougar Chow. - v

Meary, Ill keep you abreast of any other incidents as they come to mind.

JimV

Danella George

DESERT X)) RIDERS

THE PIONEER RlDlNiE CLUB of PALM SPRINGS
FOUNDED 1830 -

POST OFFICE BOX 4‘063.‘ PALM SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA 92263-4063

" Tune 11, 2003

National Monuineat Manager -
Santa Rosa and San Tacinto Mountaing Natiogal Momunent Manager

Bureau of Land Managetent, Palm Springs-South Coast Field Office

United States Departmént of the Tnterior
650 West Garnet Avenue

P.0. Box 581260

North Palui Springs, California 92258-1260

= ot llall Do LOmMmEnTs.

Re:  Drmufi-Santa Rosa ahd San Jacinto Moutitaing N i
f s Nationzt M : t
Plan and Draft BIS Comments. epument Menagemen .

Dear Ms. George:

On behalf of the Desert Riders

1

and the Desert Riders Trails Fund, Inc., I make the

foliowing comments regarding the Draft Santa Rosa and San Yacinto Mountains National

Monurment Management Plan and Draft

Impact Statement, dafed March 2003 (“Monument

Plan”). Comments régarding trails mimsgement will be addressed Trails Managy
Plen Draft is released for public comment. hen e Trails - ement

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountsbis National Moum.nent Act 0f 2000. 16 USC 431.

Congress stated timt the Sants Rosa

Monument™) was established
cultural, recreational,

S e R 4nd San Jacinto National Momument (“National
,[1n order to preserve the nationally significant biological,
geographical, educationgl and scientific valpes found in the Sita Rosa,

and San Jacinto Mountain and tb experience and coj i i i
&l joy the magnificent vistas, wildlife, land
forms, and hiatural and coltnral resources in these mountains znd recreate therein...”, (1,6 UsC

431, § 2 (b)) Congress expressly ass i igni 3 speci ourve;
’ ss] igned national significance to \
Congress declared that fhie public should “experience e o hess Bpsoifio s send
-Santa Rosa agd San

government shogld
Tound by Congress
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3.B. Biolegical Resources

The Mormment Plan has taken steps to overcome pubhc distrust of ﬂ1e science being
utilized for bighom sheep recovery in the National Momment, The Motument Plan has
aecongplished this by not parroting opinion and, it appedrs, by more closely sorutinizing both -
fesearch activities and scienfific literature, (3-21-22). The Monument Plan cap, do more, The PC Obb
USFWS Recovery Plan for Bighom Sheep in the Peninsular Rapges, California (“Recovery

_ Plan”) perpetuated scientific theory that had been disproved. Throughout the Recovery Plan
USFWS referted to “Peninsular bighorn shecp, mz.m.tammg the old common name of a non-~
existent sub-species of bighom sheep. While the Monument Plan does ot refer to sheep as
Peniusular bighorn sheep, the sheep’s scientific classification is still ambiguons, Bighom sheep
in fhe Peninsular Ranges are Nelson bighotn sheep. (“Recovery Plan”, P 3). California
Department of Fish and Game (“CDPG™) tefers to*“Nelson Bighorn Sheap and not to the,
mouhtain range the bighom sheep inhsbit (See attached Big Game Hunting Tracks, title and P-

'32). “Peninsular bighom sheep” is a deception upon the public to advance a phﬂosophlcal
designation rather than the sheep’s current iaxonomy

3.C.2 Cultural R&snurces

) Native American trails of the Cahuilla are identified as cultural concerns by the Pc 100
Monument Plan. (Pg. 3). Numerous trails improved and maintained by Desert Riders are
Cshuilla frails and should be identified as historic “linear sites.” (3-7). The Art Sroith and Boo
Hoff are two of those trails. Until the edrly 1900's the Art Smith congected with the Boo Hoff
and together they were a primary trail in the uzusportauon network between Cahilla villages in
and around the Sagta Rosa Mountains,

A goal of the Monument Plan is to provide information regarding the historical use of ~
the Monument including ranching, mining, and recreation. (ES-18) The Mooument Plan should] PC 10!
include a separate heading for recreational histdry in the National Monument Plan, Sub-
headings should include Desert Riders, which pioneered Buropéar American recreatlonal use of
the Senta Rosa and San Jacinto Mountajns, and Palm Spnngs Atajo.

. Desert R.I.dBl’S was formed and began, ndmg the prehistoric Ca.hmlla ‘trails in the Santa
Rosa and San Jacinto Momntains in 1930, Using organmhon funds, Desert Riders began 2
regular program of trail maintenance and improvement in 1932 and expanded the pragram of
improvemeht and maintenance as sponsors and finding was secuted. Desert Riders has
mounted their horses each Tuesday, October through May, since 1930 fo ride the mountsins that

- have become the National Monument. Attached is a list of the trails to which Deseif Riders has
chvotcd Rﬁt;ﬂrfuumes for over seventy years and which are essen’clal to'the ongoing tradition of
esert

- A recreatiopal history su.b-hwdmg should also include Palm Springs Ata_]o Palm
Springs Atajo explains Duin Road. The planned commlmmns of Palm Springs Atajo were an
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carly atternpt in the 1960's to develop “environmentally oriented communities” and attract the
public with the finest recreational amenities. Of note, the bighorn sheep provided a romantic
marketing concept for Palm Springs Atajo, Like many other entities in the Desert, the Nelson

Bighorn Sheep was its Iogo.

3D. Recreational Resources - o ) L

Critical Habitat for the Nelson Bxghom Sheep in the Peninsular Ranges consists of
782,049 acres. (3-2) OF the 271,400 acres in the National Monument, 187,685 acres,
approximately sixty-nine percent (69%) of the National Monument, is designated as “Essential ‘PC 0 b7
Peninsular Ranges bighorn sheep habitat.” (BS-9). Currently, recreation j$ being addressed by a
“reasongble opportunity” standard and bighom sheep recovery by a “potantially could affect”
standard. The disparity between the two standards and their application to resource value is
arbitrary under the National Mopimexnt Act. In addition, what are fhie distinctions bctwccn Pc 08
“cntlcal habrtat” and “esseqtial habxtat” and is oné more: inclusive than the other” - :

The Economy is Dependant Upon and Abnndance of Recrwtmnal 0pportumtles

' Congress found thiat the Santa Rosa end Sau .Tacmto Mountains contained “nationally
sxgmﬁcant” recteationa] value. (See'16 USC 431, §1 (2)(1)). “As noted in the Act, the National
Monument provides a ‘picturesque backdrop* zu:ld an abundance of recreational opportonities |
that are n:uportmm to regional economic resources of the Coachella Valley and motintain )
commuriities.” { Monument Plas BS-2, P 2). With the économic health of municipalities and
communities dependent pon an abundance of recreational oppottunities within the National .
Monument, 2 more precise balancing of actions, and of federal laws that impinge o recréational
0pporhm1t(cs in the Natiorial Monument, is required.

Specifically, fhe Naﬂoua.l Monoment must hold USFWS acoou.ntablc to both its duties PC ”’7
tmider the Endangered Species Act (BSA) and to the public, then balance endangered species
with the recreational mandate of the National Monument Act. -

USFEWS uged 2 baseline analysis to assess the economic dmpact of Critical Habitat for the

"+ Nelson Bighom Sheep in the Peninsular Ranges. This approach for t:m:u;lde:z:l.nb g the economic

impact has been Tejected and critical habitat overtnrned by the temth circuit in New Mexico

Cattlegrowers Asso. v. USFWPS, 248 ¥.3d-1277 (2001) and raost recently in the Eastern District .

of Californiz in ' Home Builders Asso, v. USFWS (2003). It is not an umreasonable assumption .

that axeas with substantial national recreaional values would be exchuded from Nelson Bighora

Sheep Critical Habitat. This.i is especially trne when USFWS fails other mandatory obligatiéns PC DSQ’
under the ESA. The Monument Plan must validly assess the economic impacts to businesses and

lotal govemments thiat depend heavily on Income from recreation.  Montimesit managers must

“ take a hard look ai the economig, as well as other impacts riot analyzed by the USFWS i,

zoaking recreation and prrvate land use d.eclsnons that affect the availability of conventional types
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of recreation.
. 3F Educaﬁonsl stuurces

There is strong interest in and dcmand from the public for interpretation and education of -
the National Morument’s resources through experience. (3-45). A goal of the Monument Plan
is to 1dmt1fy and interpret “magnet” sites to attract visitors and satisfy their desire to expericnce
the history of the area; (ES-17). Trails fhat historically connected the Cabuilla villages and Pc |02
clans should remain open and inferpretive materials made available. Prehistoric conmecting trails '
that can still be located, should be identified and considered by the National Monument and -
Cahuilla peoples for iraprovement.

"3.N. Transporf:iﬁoil, Vebicle Access and Section 5(d) Access to State and Pxivate ]i.zmds

Section 5(d) of the National Monument Act stated that “[tJhe Secretaries shall provide :
adequate acoess to nonfederaily owned land or interests in Jand within the boundaries of the PC' l 85
National Monument, which will provide the owner of the land or the holder of the interesf the
teasonable vse and epjoyment of the land of interest, as the case may be.” (16 USG 431, 5(d)). |
Desert Riders Trails Fund, Inc.; as well as many othef private entities, own property that has
been inaccessible to them since August 2000. BLM should provide reasonable access across
" publio lands. Jfreasonable access to private lands is fiot available due to private ownership
change after BLM's closure of the Dunn Road the federal ovemment should use its powers of PC lq@
condemnation to reopen portions of the Dunn Réad that secured access to all private lands in the .
National Monument for fire conttol, access for municipal government services, and private
* . property access that were closed in 2000.

Revised Statute 2477

Application of federal law R.S. 2477 conceniing public rights-of-way “conld potentially.
affect” frails that have been constructed, maintained or improved by Desert Rldcts Those trails
should rermdin open imfil public rights are determined. :

The “pon-consenstally supported recommendation™ not to gm.ﬁt new or R.S. 2477 rights- Pc l 8
of-way at Appendices B-11 is incorisistertt with seotion S(d) of the National Monument Act and b
cannot be considered.

Conc]usion

The first Boqopean American recreational use of the Santa Rosa and Sen Jacisito
Mountajns was equestrian se. The squestrians that loved ,..the magnificent vistas, wildlife,
* land forms, and nataral and cultursl resonrces...” of the Mountains formed Desert Riders in 1930
and began 2 long tradition of investment of both labor and capital into trails, (16°USC 431,
2(2)(2)). Desert Riders followed the highways of the Cahuilla and the beaten routes hrought

[T FE NP RN [t

ﬁ 1viLlo 434321455500

Danella George
June 11, 2003
Page S

about by commerce n cattle and minerals. Bcﬂ1 Dcsert Riders l:usto—y of use and stewardship of
the Iand mexits consideration when xnakm,> decisions in the National Momxment

Thank you for the oppottumity to comment on the Drat EIS.

%‘/
Nanci S, Stacey
_Executlve Director .
Desért Ridets Trails’Fund, Inc.

NASS/as
enc.
cc: . John Schoettler, President, Desert Riders
Don Abel, President, Desert Riders Trails Pund
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Daxnella George .

June 11, 2003 ’ .

Page 6 A
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Trails .

Constructed, Improved, Used and Maintained by Desert Riders

Cahnilla Trails Improved and Maintained -

- Dripping Springs Trail
. Vandeventer Trail

. Palm Canyon Trail
Murray Canyon Trail

- Andreas Canyon Trail .
‘West Fork/Pelton Trail - .
Art Smith Trail : : N ’

Boo Hoff Trail )

Eagle Canyon Trail i
10. Pond Trail

WP N A

Trails Improved since the 1920', 1930's and 1940'

1. Lykken Museum Trail . .

2. Maynard Mine Trail - . ) o ’ .
3. ‘Wildhorse Trail :

4. Areby Trail

Trails Cfoilstructcd by Desert Riders Prior to 1973

L. Alexander Trail - 1963

2. Garstip Trail - 1963

. Shannon Trail - 1964 -

. Henderson Trail - 1963

Coffinan Trail - 1968

. Betns Trail - 1971 )
Lyldeen Trail North - 1972 :

Trails Construgted by Desert Riders Prior to 1976

©asw

RN

1. Victor Trail - 1974 . ' :
Other Trails Constructed by Desert Rlders -
1.» Hahn Trail

2. Bnd Fuger Trail ) : .
3. Clafa Burgess -

VERENE
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/m““ """"""" s CENTER BAY CORP PAGE  B9/89
HER BIG GAME HUNTS FOR 2003"
' 2002 2003

HUNTER
APPLICANTS! SUccEsg)
AGS %)

SEASON INFORMATION

A”tEIOPE on public and piy 0
private fand, Private

ACCess may be restricted oy i

(530) 233 35871 0 r fee raquired.

BB ag

220" Aug0g.17

. U355 58

25450 Aug 2831

R, 2T 152 - &7

25150~ Sept 0614

{2ty
P AT

Public land, Mandéﬁ:ry hunter orienta
fo hunt gay, Adulf chaps requi fom prier
(30) 204 6a24 roron required.

' Ve!;i.e(e access
~(760) 2401372

" adke i

"3
508 Zone 3

T  Det06Feboq Vehirle access

NS limited fo deii
xsz% o (B0 240 g3z o ianated roules,
R LI ‘O—E-Fe’b 01" Fehidie\itnsis
506 Zone 5 - S - WS e

48/1 T -Dec05Feb 0f Extremely r_u?ged terrain. Vehicle aceess vary
biect to final approvel by the Canee _ limited, (760) 2401372 o
S e oo et o o~
* Tag ranges usad un| ' S

s o UHET pobigass .
April 7, 2003, *PoPUlation sutvey datz is analyzed in March, 2002, For fin

* This‘idormation is sul
.on approved hunts, pi,

al tag quotas, contact DFG offlces-after -
" Success range reparfed over fve-year parjag :

+ RUSSELL KITAHARA

_ RECEIVED . - )
BuREAS oF LGBACHFEL LA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

{ -
 GBUYICE@OX AHsMCBAEHELLA, CALIFORNIA 92236  TELEPHONE (760) 398-2651 « FAX (760) 398-3711

DIRECTORS: ALY SERIHGS-SGUT&? COARY - . OFFICERS: .

JOHN W. McFADDEN, PRES'DE"'E&P_SQUR CE ARTA STEVEN B. ROBBINS, INTERIM

PETER NELSON, VICE PRESIDEN GENERAL MANAGER-CHIEF ENGINEER
TELLIS CODEKAS May 21, 2003 JULIA FERNANDEZ, SECRETARY

REDWINE AND SHERRILL, ATTORNEYS

File: 1150.05
0613.12

PATRICIA A LARSON .

National Monument Manager

Bureau of Land Management

690 West Garnet Avenue

North Palm Springs, California 92258

Gentlemen:

Subject:  Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
' National Monument Management Plan and
Draft Environmental Trapact Statement

We have received the above-mentioned document dated March 2003, and have no comments
at this time. '
If you have any questions, please contact Dan Chalrlton, Stormwater Engireer,
extension 2316.
Yours very truly,
4 A W
Steve Robbins

'[-; *  General Manager-Chief Engineer

DCxni\eng\swimayMand manegement N ’

TRUE CONSERVATION
USE WATER WISELY
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National M

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto M N
P.O. Box 581260
690 West Gamet Aveane
Northy Palm Springs, CA 92258
phone: 760-2514800  fax: 760-251-4899
www.ca blm.gov/palmsprings

Santa Rosa and San J; acinto Mountains National Monum_fant
Comment/Mailing Address Form N

: www.ca blm.gov/palmsprings
Dater S-alJ-O5 i ' ublic review at th BLMPalmSiJ' ;
Comments, including names and street 2dd of resp nts will be available for public review atthe Springs-
South Coast Field Office on during regular business hours (7:302.m. to 4:30 pm.) Monday through Friday, except holidags.
dents may request ¢ dentiality. If you wish to withhold your name or _addms_ﬁ-«_;xp . . .

public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, you mist state this pmmmmﬂy at d:e‘!)cg}nmng of y;lour

mments. Such requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. All jons from zations or s, an
‘f;:.;m individuals identifying th ves as ives or officials of organiz}tions urbusn'pcsscs. will be made availablé for -
public inspection in their entirety. . : -

tndividnal

Would you liketo be added to the list for future mailings concerning the
Monument?]@ NO : .
If yes, please provide a mailing address:

Name:__[30d - We Uman
Affiliation (If applicable):
Street Address: - Po. Boay

. City: o wTaun ge__nTézStatc/Zip Code: C_fr 923 Gl~000Y .
Phope: R0%- Pel- 1353 . Fax: . _
Ateasof Interest: M Tipl F - BSEF ACCesS

‘Comments.: (Please mail to DRAFT-PLAN: Santa Rosa and San Jacinto

7,

Mountains Monument Plan, BLM; P.O. Box 581260, 690 West Garnet Avenue,
Palm Springs, CA 92258 or email: ca_stsj_im@ca.blm.gov) .
- . ES e
O Xon Mo.Ln-a B - Pn_ub-rvm.uh Q)'O.r\'\)
‘Mau Be ner mutted on fede ealR Lands
T 1 N . .
—tocth Mo beash Reguired Woald 'QUreatly
helon_yus. : :

Gray Davis, Governoi

o
Ok
Py

Ruth G. Coleman, Acting Director

Colorado Desert District
200 Palm Canyon Drive
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

May 19, 2003

Danella George

National Monument Manager
Bureau of Land Management
P. O. Box 581260 _

690 W. Garnet Avenue

North Palm Springs, CA 92258

Ré: Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
Management Plan and Draft Environmental mpact Statement,
SCH #2003044001 B

Dear Ms. George,:

" Thank you for the opporturiity to comment on.the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto

- error which should be corrected. Weé note in Appendix B-1 of the subject

lFC 121
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Mountains National Monument Draft Resource Management Plan/DEIS (Plan).
Overall, we are pleased with the scope of the Plan, and commend the Bureau of
Land Managenient'and Forest ! eir thordughness. We agree with
thost of the “preferred aftet ew points we wouild like to
addfess. We have one suggést ut of the “alterhative™matrix - 1t
would b easier to read if all of the ‘réadfrony the 'same direction.

We will begin our commenits by again quéstioning the inclusion of 4,400 acres of
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® (ABDSP) within the boundaries of the Nationat
Monument (NM). Once again, we reiterate that we believe this to be a mapping

document that the Monument Committee Advisory Report "Background"” section
mentions that 8,500 acres of Califorriia Department of Parks and Recreation
(CDPR) lands were scheduled in the original legislation to become part of the
National Monument. We believe this refers to lands within Mt. San Jacinto State
Park, and that an undetected mapping error resulted in the inclusion of ABDSP
lands within the boundary. We also note that the Executive Summary of the Plan
(page ES-1) now lists 12,800 acres of CDPR lands within the NM. This .
discrepancy is obviously caused by the unplanned addition of ABDSP land. The
ABDSP lands in question are all located within the designated critical habitat for
the Federal Endangered Péninsular bighomn sheep and contain no recreational
resources or access. There seems to have been no practical reason for
Including these few stairistépped parcels within the NM; and Cafifornia State .
was Linaware of this inciusionprio to receiving $coping inquiriés for the
. At ve questioned whether this was thé resuilt of
staff with GIS informaifion, bt were néver

Pc 0I5

Plan ih Ottober 2002, At that t
a'apping error.” We provided i

6=
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notified of any resolution of this issue. We have aiso been unable to locate a
tegal description of the lands within the NM as required by the enabling - FC 0[5
legislation. This enabling legislation, Public Law 106-351 (Appendix A), allows

the Secretary of the Interior to correct clerical erors in the map and legal
descriptions. Therefore, California State Parks hereby officially requests that
these lands within ABDSP be expunged from the National Monument.

General Comments: The NM also borders the existing Santa Rosa Mountains
-State Wilderness, a sub-unit of ABDSP, along the Monument's southern
boundary. As is the case in the property described above incorrectly included
within the NM boundary, there are no trails, roads or other facilities in this area of PC Ol(ﬂ
the Park. In general, Altemative C, which provides for the most intensive
management, fimits to recreational activities, and protection of the resources, is

« the most compatible with management concerns in a State Wilderness.
‘Therefore%ve would encourage the adoption.of this Atternative for management
of National Monument lands in the "zone of impact” or buffer zone along the
boundary with ABDSP. :

Regarding the specific alternatives and strategies described in Chapter 2 of the
Plan, we have the following comments:

2.B.3. Mahagement of Recreational Resources

Recreational Resources - Non-Motorized Recreation

We recommend that all campfires, when and'where allowed, be enclosed Pc “O
in a container, and ground fires should not be allowed within NM {ands.

Recreational Resources - Hang Gliding

If Hang- Gliding is allowed in certain areas of the Monumefit as described
in the Preferred Plan (Alternative B), we request that all launching and .
landing sites be lo¢ated an adequate distance away from State Park PC l36
boundaries to ensure that "accidental" landings do not occur. Vehicles will
not be allowed to enter State Wilderness fo retrieve gliders. -

Recreational Resources - Recreational Paintball .

We support the Preferred Plan (Alterative A,B, and C), which would not
allow gas or air propelied weapons or simulated weapons (including
paintball and paintbali-like weapons in the NM at any'time.

Recreational Resources - Recreational Shooting

Appendices M
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We support the Preferred Plan (Altemative C), which would not allow
. recreational shooting except for hunting where it is currently legal.
Hunting is illegal within the boundaries of the State Park.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. Please contact Senior State-
Park Resource Ecologist Jim Dice at (760) 767-3074 or jdice@parks.ca.gov or
Park Superintendent Mark Jorgensen at (760) 767-4399 or mjorgensen@parks.
ca.gov if you have questions about or comments, or you require further
information on the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® lands in question.” If there
is a format process which should be followed to ensure that your maps are
corrected and these fands are excluded from the National Monument, please let
me know.
Sincerely,
€
_Q;”\/
avid H. Van Cleve
District Superintendent

cc.  Jim Dice
* Mark Jorgensen )
Geary Hund, intand Empire District
Gary Watts, Inland Empire District
Bill Havert, Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy
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RECEIVED

. REAY GF | A%50 MARACFLEaT
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Momument Plan ~ DURCAD 6F LAND MARAGEHEHT

Bureau of Land Management - . 03®LY 33 K 2 35
P.0. Box 581260 : .
690 West Garnet Avenue . ] BALM SPRINGS-SOUTH. COAST
Palm Springs Ca. 92258 .- RESOURCE AREA

£
May 30, 2003 o .

re: Santa Rosa & San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Management Plan.
"Need for definitions in the Plan. . :

Connell Dunning:

I bave reviewed the Draft Plan and still find no definitions. I wrote to you in ianuary of
2002 and suggested some basic definitions be included in the draft plan which was yet to

be drafted at that writing. What follows is an expansion of some suggested definitions. P C OO' h

This listing is not intended to be comprebensive but only 4 starting point.  You will note
that I have included definitions for terms such as “private property” and “jurisdiction”
which are currently not defined in the draft Plan. Ialso think that the Plan, as currently

- drafted, strongly implies there are Primary Management Areas (PMA) and Secondary )
Management Areas (SMA). I have therefore included such designations in the attached
definitions. .

My concern bere is that definitions be included in the draft plan. Without definitions it
will be difficult, if not impossible, to understand what is being discussed or proposed.
Terms used throughout the current Draft Plan document that bave no definition include,
but are not limvited to, the foliowing: Preserve, Secure, Significant biological, '

. Tecreational, geological, educational, “wildlife lind forms™ (pg ES-2), managed etc, etc.
ete. : . : :

I strongly recommend that definitions, and 2 possible glossary; be included in the Plan. -

Glossary/Definitions for the National Monument

The definitions listed below apply to both areas within the Monument and outside the
Monument unless otherwise noted. o

Accepted égricultur_al practice: A mode of operation that is common to farms or
, Tanches of similar nature, necessary for the operation of such farms or ranches to
obtain a profit in money and customarily utilized in conjunction with agriculfural
use.’

"Accessory building: A building or structure whose uge is incidenta] and subordinate to
that of the main use of the property, and that is located on the same parcel as the
main building or use.

Active wildlife site: A Wildlifc site that has been used within the paét Syearsbya
sensitive wildlife species.

Age}u:y official: The federal, state, or local agency head or designee who has authority
over a proposed project. .

Acgricultural structure: A structure located on a farm or ranch and used in the operation
for the storage, repair, and maintenance of farm equipment and supplies or for the
raising and/or storage of crops and livestock. These inclirde, but are not limited to:’
barns, silos, workshops, equipment sheds, greenhouses, wind machines (orchards),

* processing facilities, storage bins and structures. . )

; Agricultural use: The current employment of land for the pﬁmﬁy pi.upose of obta.iﬁing

a profit in money by raising, harvesting, and selling crops; or by the feeding,
br’eeding? management, and sale of, or production of, livestock, poultry, fur-bearing
animals or honeybees; or for dairying and the sale of dairy product;.or any other
aricultural or horticultural use, including Christmas trees. Current employment of
land for agricultural use includes:

1. The operation or use of farmland subject to any agriculture-related govemment
program. ) . ’

2. Land lying faliow for 1 year as a normal and regulz'lr requirement of good
agricultural husbandry. ’

3. Land planted in orchards or other perennials prior to matirity.
4. Land under buildings supporting accepted agricultural practices.
Agricultural use does not inchude livestock feedlots, -

Anaerobic: A condition in which molecular oxygen is absent (or effectively s0) from the
environment. ’ h . ’

Aquatic area: The water area of a stream, pond, or lake measured at the (;rdinary high
water mark. . .

‘Archaelogical resources: See cultural resource.
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Archival research: Research in primary documents that is likely to yield information
‘regarding human occupation of the area in question, including but not limited to
" deed, census, cartographic, and judicial records.

Bed and breakfast inn: An establishment located in a structure designed as a
single-family dwelling where more than two rooms but fewer than six rooms are
rented on a daily basis. Bed and brealdast inns are clearly incidental to the use of a
structure as a single-family dwelling and are owner occupied and operated. Bed and
breakfast inns operate as transient accommodations, not as rooming or boarding
houses.

Best n_xanagemént practices: Conservation techniques and management measures that
(1) control soil loss and reduce water quality degradation caused by nutrients, animal
waste, toxins, and sediment; (2) minimize adverse affects to groundwater and
surface-water flow and circulation patterns; and (3) maintain the chemical,
biological, and physical characteristics of wetlands, ponds, streams, and riparian
areas. .

Biodiversity (SMA): A diversity of biological organisms at the geneﬁé, species,
" ecosystem, and landscape levels. -

Buffer zone: An area adjacent to a wetland, stream, pond, or other sensitive area that is
established and managed to protect sensitive natural resources from human disturbance.
In instances that involve a wetland, stréam, or pond, the buffer zone includes all ora
portion of the riparian area. L

Building: Any stmcture used or intended for supporting or sheltering any use or
' ocoupancy. ’

Camping or recreational vehicle: A vacation trailer, camper, self-propelled vehicle, or
struchure equipped with wheels for highway use that is intended for recreational
purposes, but not for residential purposes, and is equipped with plumbing, sink, or
toilet. A camping or recreational vehicle shall be considered 2 dwelling unit if it is
connected to a sewer system (including septic tank), water, and electrical lines or is
occupied on the same-parcel for more than 60 days in any consecutive 12-month
period. : :

Campsite: Single camping unit, that usually consists of a cleared, level area for a tent,
and may include a parking spur, fire ring, table, and other amenities.. :

Capal;ility: The ability of land to prodlice forest or agriculfural products due to
charactéristics of the land itself, such as soil, slope, exposuie, or other natural
factors.

Catastrol_)hic situations (SMA): Forces such as fire, insect and disease infestations. and
earth movements. ’

ChiI_dcare_center: A facility providing daycare to three or more children, but not
including: C

1. The provision of care that is primarily edﬁcaﬁonal, unless provided to a
preschool child for more than 4 hours a day.

2. Thc pr_ovisiou of care that is primarily supervised training in a specific subj ecf,
including but not limited to dancing, gymnastics, drama, music or religion.

3. The provision of short-term care related to or associ i : ic or
> : associated with
social activities. ' : group atledo or

4. The provision of daycare in the provider’s iome in the £ il livi
less than 13 children.  the fanily living quarters for

Santa Rosa & San Jacinto National Monument Graphic Sioni m: Si i
phic Signing Systern: Sign design
standards developed for the National Monument for public sieps ; j
public road rights-of-way. F gns wand @aocnt ®

Comm_eq;ial de::_}opment/use: Any facility or use of land or water whose function is
" primarily retail buying or selling of goods or services or both. Thi fi
Bt or Soodas g 13 . 1 This does 1ot include

Commercial forest products: These include timber for lumb !
commertisl o o ‘cr, pulp, and firewood for

Commercial recreation: Any private (fion- i ivi i
. cial r / governmental) recreational activity or facili
on.pnYa.tely owned. tand, including nonprofit facilities. This does not include ¥ :
operation. of 2 public recreation facility by a private véndor. :

Community facility: Basic utilities and services noos ¢ public seri
munity lity: B tilitie ecessary to support public service
: needs, including but not limited to water and power utilities, sanitation facilities,

"public microwave stations and communication facilities, schools, roads
highways. This does not include sanitary landfills. -

Consultillig parties (caltural resources): Organizations or individuals who submit
substantive written comments 1o a local government in a timely manneér because they

are concerned with the effects of a proposed use on cultural resources

Contiguous land: VParcels or other lands that are under the same Gwnershi i
| i ownership and have a
common bounda.ry, Fega:rdl@ss of whether or not portions of the parcels have separate
ta:_: Iot numbers, lie in different counties, lie in different sections or govermment Iots,
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lie in different land use 61’ zoning designations, or are separated by public or private
roads. Contiguous land does not include parcels that meet only at a single point.

County: Riverside County.

Cultivation: Any activity that prepares land for raising crops by turning, breaking, or
loosening the soil. Cultivation includes plowing, harrowing, leveling, and tilling.

Cultirral resource: Eviderice of human occupation or activity that is important in the
history, architecture, archaeology or culture of 4 community or region. Cultural
resources include, but are not limited fo, the following:

Archaeological resources. Physical evidence or ruins of human occupation or
activity that are located on or below the surface of the ground-and are at least 50
years old.

Archaeological resources include, but are not limited to, the remains of houses,
villages, camp and fishing sites, and cave shelters; rock art such as petroglyphs
and pictographs; artifacts such as arrowheads, utensils, tools, fragments of tools
and utensils, obsidian flakes or other material byproducts from tool and
utensil-making activities; and graves, human remains, corrals, and associated
artifacts. :

Historic buildings and structures. Standing or above-grdu.nd buildings and
structures that are at least 50 years old.

"Historic buildings and structures include, but are not limited to, cabins, bamé,
canals, flumes, pipelines, highways, and tunnels.

Traditional cultural properties. Locations, buildings, structures, and objects that
are associated with cultural beliefs, customs, or practices of a living community
that dre rooted in that community’s history and are iroportant in maintaining the
continuing cultural identity of the community.

Traditional cuttural properties include, but ate not limited to, a location
associatéd with the traditional beliefs of 2 Native American group about its
origins or its cultural history; a location where a community has traditionatly
cazried ouf artistic or other cultural practices important in maintaixiing its
historical identity; and a location where Native American religious practitioners
have historically gone, and go today, to perform ceremonial activities. Objects

may include petroglyphs, pictographs, fock caims or other rock structures, trees, )

and rock outcrops.

Cumﬁ_]ative effects: The combined effects of two or more activities. The effects may be
telated to the number of individual a_cﬁviﬁes_, or to the number of repeated, activities

on the same piece of groind. Cumulative effe indj
L e of cts can result from individ i
but collectively significant actions taling place over 2 period of time vetly miner

Cut: An area where soil or earth is ex :
: 1s excavated or removed in conjunction-wi
develqpmcnt activities. yaction vith

Dedicated site: An ar i , : i
oy ea actively devoted to the ¢urrent Lllse and as dehneafc@ on the site

Deer and Big Horn Sheep winter range: Ar ¢
: Areas normally used, o ir
3 used, by deer and elk during their s;asonal m.igraﬁonz. % or capeble ofbeing

Destruction of wetlands: Loss of the wetlands or any of its compom;nt parts, including

the filling, drainin, i ioni
weﬂmg}g g, or other adverse effect to the sustaingble functioning of the

Develf)pc.ag re_creation: -Re_c%'e_aiionz.al opportuniﬁes characterized by high-density use on
Zpecl ¢ sites and requiring facilities installation. Density of use, amount of site
evelol_amenf, and type of recreation site can vary widely a6ross the spectrum of
Tecreation activities, . P *

Developx;elnt.: An); land division or sﬁucﬁne, inchuding but not limited to new
construction of buildings and structures, and mining, dredging, fillin i
paving, and excavation. ’ . e dredeing, & grading,

_ Diameter at breast height (dbh): The diameter of a tree ag measured at breast height.

Duplex: A building containi velling ug )
Py g containing two dwelling units and designed for occupancy by two

" Dwelling, single-family: A detachied building containing one dwelliug unit and dx.:signed

for occupancy by one family oaly.

Dwelling uit: A siagle unit designed for occupat farnily and havic
than one cooking area or kitcghc;; o upancy by one family and g not more

Eﬁ‘eltlzta on Treaty Rights: To brmg about a change in, to influence, to modify, or o
ca‘jlf a t:onsacc,;suence to Indian treaty or treaty-related rights in the with the Agua
ente and Santa Rosa Indian tribes executed between the indivi i
! : di vidual Indi
and the Congress of t_he United States ard as adjudicated by the Federal couai'sm-bes

Endemics Plant and anj; i i : . ;
Mommont animal species that are found only in the vicinity of the National
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Enbancement (natural resources): A human activity that increases one or more
functions of an existing wetland, stream, lake, riparian area, or other sensitive area.
Enhancermaent is generally limited to a wetland, stream, lake, riparian area, or other
sensitive area that is degraded. Enhancing an area that is in good or excellent
condition may reduce biological diversity and eliminate other natural fimctions and
may not be desirable. :

Ethnography: The descriptive and analytic study of the culture of particular groups. An
_ ethnographer seeks to understand a group through interviews with its members and
often through living in and observing it.

Existing use or structure: A Jegally established use that existed before the effective date
- of the National Monument Act, the Management Plan, or a land use ordinance
established pursuant to the National Monument Act. Legally-established means -
established in accordance with the law in effect at the time of establishment of the
use. : :

Exploration, development (extraction and excavation), and production of mineral
resources: Includes all or any part of the process of surface, underground, or submerged
mining of mineral resources. Minerals include-soil, coal, clay, stone, sand, gravel,
metallic ore, oil and gases and any other material or substance excavated for commercial,
industrial or construction use. For the Management Plan, this definition includes all
exploration and mining, regardiess of area disturbed or volume mined. Production of
mineral resources means the use of portable crushing, onsite stockpiling, washing,
milling, screening, or sorting equipment or other similar methods of initial treatment of a
mineral resource to transport to another site for use-or further processing. Secondary
processing such as concrete or asphalt batchi planis are considered industrial uses.

Fill: The pla_oémeni, deposition, or stockpiling of sand, sedimént, or other ca.rth inaten'als
to create new uplands or create an elevation above the existing surface.

Fire break: A break in ground cover fuels, adjacent to and surrounding buildings.

Forbs: Broad-leaved herbs, in contrast to fermns, fem allies, and grasses and grasslike
- plants. ’

Foreground (SMA): One-half mile on either side of a traveled road or trail.
_ Fully screened: A déscription of the relative visibility of a structure where that structure
is not visible as viewed ftom a specified vantage point (geherally a key viewing area,
for the purpose of the Management Plan). ’ .

Grade (ground level): The average elevation of the finished ground elevation as defined
by the Uniform Building Code. :

Grat_iing: Any excamﬁng or filling of earth materials or any combination thereof,
including the land in its excavated or filled condition. '

Height of building: I’be velfﬁcal distance from the grade to the highest point of the roof,

Herbaceous: A plant with no persistent woody stem above the grouad, w1th
characteristics of an herb.

Herbs: Nouwoody (hgrbacéous) plants, including grasses and grasslike plants, forbs
femns, fern allies, and nonwoody vines. (Note: Seedlings of woody plants that are less
than 3 feet tall shall be considered part of the herbaceous layer.)

Historic buildings and structures: See cultural TEsource.
Historic survey: Acﬁom that dociiment the fo; P ity, ai i \diti
® Surs Ac tm, style, integrity, and physical condition

of hl_stonc bulld;ng,s and structires. Historic surveys may include archival research,.
architectural drawings, and photographs. s

Hor;es, _boarding of: The stabling, feeding, and grooming for a fee, or the rentiﬁg of
stalls for a.nd ]‘.he care of horses not belonging to the owner of the propérty and
related facilities, such as training arenas, corrals, and exercise tracks. ’

Hydric soil: A soil that is sai‘tu‘aied, flooded, or i i
y 1 ponded long enough during th wing
season o develop anacrobic conditions in the upper part; e shese

In-lieu sites: Sites acquired by the Ammy Corps of Engineers and trausferred to the

. Bureau of Indian Affairs for treaty fishing, in lieu of those usiral and accustomed fishing-

areas lost by inundation from reservoir construction. These sites were i

s lost | L acquired under the
provisions of Public Law 14 and Public Law 100-581: Section 401. Additi in-li
sites will be provided for. . ’ 2 ifonal in-tiew

Indian tribal government: The governing bodies of the A, ali R
o triba. 2 gua Caliente and Santa Rosa

Indian tribes: The Agua Calients and Santa Rosa Indian tribes,
Industrial uses: Any use of land or water primarily involved in:
1 Assr;mbly or manufacture of goods or prodﬁcts, )

2. Processing or reprocessing of raw materials d i i
: : ais, processing of recyclable materials
or agricultural products not produced within a constituent farm unit,
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5.  Storage or warehousing, handling or distribution of manufactured goods ox
products, raw materials, agricultural products, forest products, or recyclable
materials for purposes other than retail sale and service, oT

4. Production of electric power for commercial purposes.

Interpretive displays: Signs and structures that provide for the convenience, education,
and enjoyment of visitors, helping visitors understand and appreciate natural and
cultural resources and their relationship to them.

Juarisdiction: Jun'sdiqtion means any public body such as Federal, State, City, County or
special district authorized by. State, City, County or Federal law or ordinance to
impose restricts and/or tax on private property. . .

Key components: The attributes that are essential to maintain the long-term use and |
productivity of a wildlife site. The key components vary by species and wildlife site.
Examples include fledgling and perching trees, watering sites, and foraging habitat. -

Key viewing areas: Those portions of important public roads, parks, or other vantage
points within the Mooument Area from which the public views Monument Area
landscapes. These include: ' ’ -

Sheep Mountain
Martinez Mountain
Toro Peak

. Santa Rosa Peak
Dolomite mine
Sugarloaf Mountain
Black Hill
Asbestos Mountain
efc.

Land division: The division or redivision of contiguous Jand(s) into tracts, parcels, sites
or divisions, regardless of the proposed parcel or tract size or use. A land division
includes, but is not limited to; short subdivisions, partitions, and subdivisions. -

Landscape setting: The combination of land use, landform, and vegetation patterns that
distinguish 2n area in appearance and character from other portions of the
Monument Area. )

Livestock feédlot: Stockyards and commercial livestock finishing yards for cattle, sheep,
swine, and fur bearers. Feedlots do not include winter pasture or winier hay-feeding

grounds.

Lot line adjustment: Transfer of a portion of a parcel from one owner to the owner of an
adjacent parcel resulting in no increase in the number of parcels.

I\ﬁ.tigation:"Ihe use of any or all of the following actions:

1. Avoiding the impact : .
action. g pact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an

2. Minimizing it it
s pacts by limiti . i
. “implemientation. y ng the degree or magnitude of the action and its

3. Rectifying the impact b iri —_ .
environment pact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restomeg the affected

4. Reducing or eliminating th jm' ; '
. g the impact over tim ; .-
operations during the ifs of ep o e}' € by preservation gnd Indintepance .

Multifamily dwelling: A dwelling i i
el , um:s . wellmg c9nsh-ucted or modified into two or more
P '
Native species: Species that naturally inhabit an area.
Naturai resour'c;s-' Naturall " i - ;
. u : Yy occurring features including land, water. air pla
animals (including fish), plant and animal habitat, aﬂg sée:;ry R Plants,_

N - . - . »
atural :;c:)ug:ger st:l:acmslxusﬁti A person with professional qualifications including an
academic or sufficient professional i i subjec :
specialist is being asked tg apalyze or zvaluzfﬂemﬁ, e Sbjost mate the
Natwral re S i |
r<?sourCe—based.re_crea.t.lon (SMA): Recr_eation activities, uses, or facilities that
swimming bezches, picnic Sites; viewpoints, interpretive parks, and similar outdoor

recreation facilities are ¢onsidered Tesour ce-basch olf courses, tennis courts, and
I > >

Nonprofit Organimﬁoil. An oreznizati - . .
: t ; .
the U.S. Internal Reverine Service. on whose nonprofit status has been approved by

Ordinary high water m-ark: The 3 . :
r tex Lhe mark on all streams, ponds, and Takes that wi
fou:ud by examining the bed apd barks and ascertaining where the presen:qena.sg

Parcel:
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1. Any parcel legally created by a short division, partition, or subdivision.

2. Anyunit of land legally created and separately described by deed or sales .
contract prior to Qctober 24, 2000 if there were no applicable planning, zoning,
and land division ordinances or regulations.

3. A unit of land shall not be considered a separate parcel simply because the
subject tract of land:

_i - Is 2 unit of land created solely to establish a separate tax account;
b.  Lies in different sections or. government Iots;- -

c.  Lies in different land use or zoning designations; of

d.  Isdissected by a public or private road:

Partial retention: A visual quality objective that provides for management activities that
may be evident but must reinain visually subordinate to the characteristic landscape.
Activities may repeat form, line, color, or texture common to the characteristic
landscape, but changes in their qualities of size, amount, intensity, direction, pattern,

. etc., shall remain visually subordinate to the chatacteristic landscape.

Practicable: Able to be done, considering technology and cost.
Preexisting: Existing prior to the adoption of the National Monument Maragement Plan.

_ Private Property: Land, whether improved or vacant, under the ownefship of private
individuals, trusts, companies, living tiusts, clubs, charitable oragnizations [Sec. 501 (c)
3] eto, environmental groups, and indian tribal lands. “Private Property” is understood to
mean, in the context of this Management Plan, property under such private ownership
subject to the limitations imposed by Federal, State, City, County, and special districts
such as water and lighting districts. Such limitations imposed by the various jurisdictions

- may include, but not be limited to lot size, building setbacks, use, structure size and
height, restrictions on pets and atijmals, fimits on fencing, limits on landscape removal
and planting, limits on signs, limits on parking, limits on outdoor storage, Limits on
development of wells and a myriad of other limitations. :

Project area: The geographic area or aréas within which new development and uses may
cause changes in the character or use of cultural resouroes, if any such resources

Public use facility: Recreation development(s) that meet the definition of “recreation
facility” in the Management Plan and are open for use by the general public. Private

clubs and other facilities limited to members or otherwise restricted in availability
shall not be considered public use facilifies. : )

" Rare plant §pec_ics: Used in'a generic sense to refer to various categories of sensitive
plants cited in federal and state programs. : :

Recx_-eation facility: A cluster or grouping of recreational developments or
improvements located in proximity to one another, and that are not separated in
d1s]}moe by more than 1/4 mile of land that does not contain any such developments
or improvements, except for roads and/or pathways.

Reconnaissa}noe survey: Actions conducted to determine if archaeological resources are
.prese.n.t inan area that would be affected by a proposed use. Reconnaissance surveys
may include archival research, surface surveys, subsurface teétiug, ‘and ethnographic
research. ’ '

Recreation Oppormi}ity Spectrum (ROS):- A means of classifying areas in relation
to the types fc_yf re_'[cr'heatlon opportunities and experiences they provide or are
appropriate for. The spectrum ranges from primitive (wilderness areas) to
(highly modified areas). - ¢ . )ouben
. = Primitive: Remote, inaccessible areas with z high degree of solitude and with
resources essentially unmodified. .
*  Semiprimitive: Areas accessible ouly by primitive transportation routes, with

low 10 moderately infrequent human enceunters and with only subtle
modifications to the natural setting.

. R?adéd Natural: Roaded areas with oderately frequent human encounters and
with resource modifications evident. o

.- R1_1ra.l: Roaded areas with moderate to highly frequent human ericounters and
with the natural setting dominated by cultural modifications.

*  Suburban- Areas representing the rural-urban interface, witﬁ urbap-like roads,
struc_tur&s: hlgl‘ﬂy frequent buman encouniters, and dominant resource
‘modifications encroaching into the rural landscape. -

= Urban: Highly a(-:cessible, roaded areas dominated by human éncounters and .
human-related structures. . ’

Recrgatip.n resources: Areas and fz-zciJities.that provide recreation opportunities and
ekperiences. Recreation resources include semiprimitive areas with few facilities and
develaped sites. .
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Rehabilitation (natural resources): A human activity that returns a wetland, stream,
buffer zone, or other sensitive area that was disturbed during construction of a
pennitted use to its natural or preconstruction condition.

‘Repair and maintenance: An activity that restores the size, scope, configuration, and
design of a serviceable structure to its previously authorized and undamaged
condition. Activities that change the size; scope, and configuration of a structure
beyond its original design are not included in this definition.

" Resource-based recreation: Those recreation uses that are essentially dependent upon
the natural, scenic, or cultural resources of the Monument area and that do not
adversely affect those resources upon which they depend.

Retention: A visual quality objective that provides for management activities that are not
visually evident to the casual visitor. Management activities msy only repeat form,
line, color, and texture that are frequently found in the characteristic landscape.
Changes in their qualitiés of size, amount, intensity, direction, pattern, etc., shall not
be evident.

Review us&é: Proposed uses and develdpmenfs that must be reviewed by a county
" planning departmént, the BLM, or the Forest Service to determine if they comply
with the policies and guidelines in the Management Plan. .

Riparian area: The atea immediately adjacent to streams, ponds, lakes, and wetlands
that directly contributes to the water quality and habitat components of the water
body. This may include areas that have high water fables and soils and vegetation

that exhibit characteristics of wetness, as well as upland areas immediately adjacent ’

to the water body that directly contribute shade, nutrients, cover, or debris, or that
directly enhance water quality within the water body.

Road: The entire right-of-way of any public or private way that provides ingress to or
egress from property by means of vehicles orother méans or that provides travel
between places by medns of vehicles. “Road’ includes, but is not limited to:

1. Ways described as streets, highways, throughways, or alleys.

2. Road-related structures that are in the right-of-way, such as tunnels, culverts, or
similar structures. .

3. Structures that provide for continuity of the right-of-way, such as bridges.

Scenic Area: An area designated in the plan that provides views and vistas of features
that have scenic value. : :
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Scenic dtrave! corridor:_'I'hose portions of Highway 74 located in the Monument Area
and specifically designated to be managed as scenic and recreational travel routes.

Secretary: The Secretary of Agriculture.

Sensitive plant species: Plant species that are (1) i
Sens cies: endemic to the Monument and vicing

~ (2) listed as pnda.ngered or threatened pursuant to federal or state endangered species *
acts, or (3).11_sted as endan_gered, threatened or sensitive by the State of California. In the
SMA, sensitive plant species also include plant species recognized by the BLM or Forest

Service as needmg SP°C131 mapagement to prevent them from bein, Placed on federal or
4

Sensitive wildlife species: Animal species that are (1) listed as endangered or threatened
pursuant to fgde_ra.d or state endangered species acts; (2) listed as enda.ngeréd,'
th}-eate?ed, sensitive, or cef.m_:lida;e by the State of California, (3) listed as sensitive b
_fhe California Flsl_l.and Wildlife Departmient, or (4) considered to be of special Y
interest to the Qubhc, such as, but not limited to, the Great Blue Heron, osprey, Bi
Horn Sheep, Vireo, Torioise, Bats, and Golden Eagle. pren S

In the SMA, sensitive wildlife species also include animal species recognized by the .

Reglonal Forester as needing special manage; L
pecial ment to ii :
on federal or state endangered species ists, el-l »prevent th-em o being placed

Service station: A business o itf »
: : perated for the purpose of retailin; iveri
vehicle fuel into the fuel tanks of motor veuhrziles. g end deliveriog mOFOI

Serviceable: Presently useable.
Shall: Action is mandatory.

Should: Action is encouraged.

Shrub: A woody plant usually greater than 3 feet b :
; > A E ut less-than 20 feet tall that
exhibits several erect, spreading, or prostrate stems and has a bushy appea:anc:enemuy

Sign: Any placard, poster, billboard, advertising structure or inscribed surfice, pattern or
gr‘?fec{al hghtm_g, pictorial or symbolic omament, emblematic structure, b,azmer,
mmmnuzlg ;;g)m x;t:;l:i,viugde?, or;?ental figure, or other visually
¢ : evice that is visible from an out-of-doors position
il: ;15:31 to advem.s'e or call the public’s attention to any public, bu.éiness, g:z;ﬁ:izf
o beal, recreational or any othe_r‘ activity, object for sale, or Jease, person or place,
T ar any kind of message. Jt includes any surface on which a name text, dcvice,
‘s‘lgnai, omament, logotype, or advertising matters is made visible. The meaning of
sign” shall also include any sign currently in disuse, but still Visible from an ¢
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out-of-doors position, and any frame or support structure erected specifically to bear
or uphold a sign. N

Significant cultural resource (SMA): A cultural resource that is included in, or eligible
for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places. (The criteria for evaluating
the eligibility of properties for the National Register of Historic Places appear in
“National Register Criteria for Evaluation” [36 CFR 60].)

Skyline: The line that represents the place at which a landform, such as a cliff, bluff
or ridge, meets the sky, as viewed from a specified vantage point (generally a key
-viewing area, for the purpose of the Management Plan). In ateas with thick,
unbroken tree cover, the skyline is generally formed by the top of the vegetative
canopy. In treeless areas or areds with more open tree cover, the skyline is generally
formed by the surface of the ground. )

Soil Capability Class: A classification system developed by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture Soil Conservation Service to group soils as to theif capability for
- agricultural use.

Special habitat area: Stream beds, canyons, ravines, oasises and fipatan vegetation that
have high values for birds, raptors, songbirds, upland game, and reptiles.

Special streams: Streams that are primary water supplies for fish habitat or endemic
plants generally sourced fromi springs. :

Stand: A group of trees possessing uniformity in regard to type, age, vigor, or size.
Story: A singlé floor level of a structure, as defined by -the Uniform Building Code.

Streams: Areas where surface water produces a defined channel or bed, including
bedrock channels, gravel beds, sand and silt beds, and defined-channel swales. The
channel or bed does not have to contain water year-round. This definition is not
meant to include irrigation ditches, canals, storm or surface water runoff structures,
or other artificial watercourses unless they are used to convey streams naturally
occurring prior to construction of such watercourses.

For the Management Plan, streams are categorized into two classes: perennial
streams and intermittent streams. Perennial stream means a stream that flows

- year-round during years of normal precipitation. Infermittent stream means a stréam
that flows only part of the year, or seasonally, during years of noimal precipitation.”

Structure: That which is built or constricted, an edifice or building of any _lu'nd, oramy
piece of work artificially built up or composed of parts joined together in some

deﬁ:.ﬁte manger. This includes, but is not limited to, buildings, walls, fences, roads,
parking lots, signs, and additions/alterations to structures.

Subsurface testing: Any procedure that removes material from beneath the ground

surface for_ the purpose of identifying cultural resources, such as shovel tests,
posthole digger tests, and anger borings.

Suitabitity: The appropriateness of land for production of agricultural or forest products
or for recreation, considering its capability for production; surrounding uses and
features ass‘ociated with development; compatibility with scenic, cultural, natural
and recreation rescurces; compatibility among uses; and other cultural factoré, such
as roads, powerlines, dwellings, and size of ownership. ) -

Travelel'*s accommodaﬁqns: Any establishment having rooms rented or kept for rent on
a daily or weekly basis to travelers or transients for a charge or fe¢ paid or to be paid
for rental use or use of facilities. )

Treaty rights or other rights: Rights reserved by the Indian tribes through the Treaties:
TI}eg include the right of fishing at all usual and accustomed places, as well as the
privilege of pasturing livestock and hinting and gathering on open and unclaimed
lands in common with the citizens of the states. S

. Tributary fish habitat: Streams that are used by anadromous or resident fish for
spawning, rearing and/or migration.

Undertaking: Any project, activify, program or development or change in land use that
can result in changes in the character or use of a cultural resource, if any such
cultural Tesources are located in the area of potential effects. For federal
Pn{ierfak.mgs, the project, activity, or program must be under the direct or indirect
Jurisdiction of a federal agency or licensed or assisted by a federal agency.
Unfiertaldngs include new and continuing projects, activities, or programs and any of
their elements [36 CER 800.2(0)]. f

Unimproved lands: Lands that generally do not have developments éuéh as buildings or

7 Upland.: An'y area that q‘)es not qualify as a wetland because the associated hydrologic
regime is not sufficiently wet to elicit development of vegetation, soils, and/or
hydrologic characteristics associated with wetlands.

Uses allowed outright: New uses and devélopments that may occur without being

) reviewe.:d b_y a County planning department, the BLM, or the Forest Service to
determine if they are consistent with the Management Plan.
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Otility facility: Any structure that provides for the transmission or distribution of water,
sewer, fuel, electricity, or commmunications.

Viewshed: A landscape unit seen from a key viewing area.

Visual Quality Objective (VQO): A se_f of visual management goals established by the -

Forest Service to achieve a desired visual objective. These objectives include
retention and partial retention in the National Monument Management Plan.

Visually subordinate: A description of the relative visibility of a structure where that
structure does not noticeably contrast with the surrounding landscape, as viewed from a
specified vantage point (generally a key viewing atea, for the Management Plan). As
opposed to structures that are fully screened, structures that are visually subordinate may
bé partially visible. They are not visually dominant in relation to their surroundings.

Wetlands: Areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a
frequency and duration sufficient to sipport, and that under normal circumstaznces do
support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions,
This does not include riparian areas, rivers, streams, apd lakes.

" Wetlands funétions: The beneficial roles that wetlands serve, including storage,

. conveyance, and attenuation of floodwaters and stormwaters; groundwater recharge and
discharge; protection of water quality and reduction 6f sediment and erosion; production
of waterfowl; game and nongame birds, mammnals, and other living resources; protection.
of babitat for endangered, threatened, and sensitive species; food chain support for a
broad range of wildlife and fisheries; educational, historical, and archaeological value
protection; and scenic, aesthetic, and recreational amenities.

‘Woody plant: A seed plant (gymnosperm or angiosperm) that develops persistent, hard,

fibrous tissues. '

Again, a large part of my concern i that the Monument Plan be legally defensible.

Sincerely,

Nick Steffinoff Charter MembelAYCP
61777 Yucca Road

Mountam Centet Ca. 92561

" Phone: (760) 349:3568 email: picksteffanoff@yahoo.com

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Plan RECEIVED
Burean of Land Management -

P.O. Box 581260

690 West Garnet Avenue ) O3HAY 33 4 2 38

Palm Springs Ca. 92258

PALY SPRINGS-SOUTH COAS"
RESOURCE AREA

May 28, 2003
1e: Santa Rosa & San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Mz_uagement Plan

Connell Dunning:

The purpose of this letter is to make coraments, observations and recommeéndations for the
referenced National Monument in two specific areas.
1. Practical planning application of the term “private property rights” as cited in the
enabling legislation and,

2. The “checker board” character of the existing various public and private ownerships
in the Monument boundary.

1 reviewed the draft Plan and EIS and attended various meetings concerning the .
development of the plan. I have prepared the attached maps to illustrate my conceros.

L Private property rights. First I want to address the term “private property rights” as
cited in the Monument legislation. I have included SEC. 3. (¢) as follows for context.
(emphasis mine.)

114 STAT. 1364 "PUBLIC LAW 106—351—OCT. 24, 2000

(¢) PROTECTION OF RESERVATION, STATE, AND PRIVATE LANDS AND
INTERESTS.—Nothing in the establishment of the Natiopal Motument
shall affect any property rights of any hdian reservation, amy
individually held trust lands, any other Indian allotments, any lands or
“interests in lands held by thé State of California, any political subdivision
of thie State of California, any special district; or the Mount San Jacinto
-Winter Park Authority, or any private property rights within the
boundaries of'the National Momument. Establishment of the National
Momument shall not grant the Secretary of the Interior or the Secrefacy
of Agriculture any new authority on or over non-Federal lands not
already provided by law. The authority of the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary of Agriculturé under this Act extends only to Federal
lands and Federal imterests in lands included in the National Momment. -

'i']:.ié PI.a.n'heé‘ds no- add some discussion and dcﬁ.uitiog_as to what “pnvatc prépcrty.righfs”
means in the context of the Plan and in relation to contemporary pla.]m{ng aI_xd zoning P C lq 11
regulations. Some people feel, rather than think, that they have unlimited rights to their

. “private property” which is obviously a false premise. (I will use the term “feel” in this
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document to describe people who fail to actually think Feeling is an emotional response
whereas thinking is a rational response.) For example, the State regulates water rights so that
a person has no inherent “right” to drill or create a well. The State also prohubits the
burning of trash on private property out of concern for air quality "and, bopefutly, fire safety.
And Qf course the County imposes zoning regulations that prohibit unwanted us;,s, confines
use to single family use, requires certain health and safety regulations be met as a condition
of construction, establishes building séfbacks and a myriad of other restrictions that restrict
“private property rights”. This is as it has been and as it should be.

Owming real estate, whether vacant land or a developed parcel, is similar to owning an
automobile. That is, a person can buy a Jaguar, capable of 120 mph, but the State, Cities
and Counties impose restraints on that “private property”. In the same way that ﬂl’C
Sfate/City/(;ounty establishes a maximum speed limit zone of say 65 mph, restricting a
pcrsou’§ “rij t”' fo exercise their Jaguar at 120 mph, those same Jjurisdictions enforce land
use zoning restrictions on “private property” prohibiting the “exceeding the speed limit” on
land use. The f‘la.nd use speed limits” can include confining use to single family use,
Tinimum Jot sizes, minimum building setbacks, landscape requirements, parking
Tequirements, prohibition of mobile homes, prohibition of outdoor storage of RV vehicles
pro.hibi_ﬁc.m of automobile wrecking, prohibition of maintaining livestock or horses, ’
maintaining more than three dogs conistitutes a kennel which is prohibited in singk; family
zoning, drug labs, efc. etc. In some jurisdictions these restrictions include regulating exterior
colors of homes, the ratio of windows area to wall areas, noise restrictions, light restrictions
etc. And, of course, a property may not be developable at all due to its inability to meet
sub—;urface sewage disposal requirements, insufficient larid area under applicable zoning
requirements or inability to achiéve the minimurn compaction requirements for foundations.

The public jurisdictions can also change the limitations on private pro use by in;
the restric_;ﬁous_ at any time in the future. For instance the 6§nmph lfmlgf::z be reguil;int?;g;
mph_ This, obviously, has accurred historically and is cited here as an example of changing
requirements to personal private property. Nobody was granted any “grandfather rights™ by
clam_lmg that since they purchased their 120 mph Jaguar before there were such speed limit
Tequirements that they should be allowed 1o drive more closely to the design capacity of the
yehlcle. (Nevada had no speed limit during the 1960°s and it was only during the gas crunch
in the 1970°s that forced Nevada to follow the Federal 55 mph guideline.) '

The point of this discussion is that the legislation’s term “private pronerty richts”
discussed in the Plan to explain the limits and restrictions lr)egardin[; thl:as:{;;::ste mstbe
property rights”. Many private property owners feel that because they have “private
pmpe}-ty’ that thoy are entitled to do anything they want on their land and to demand
anything they want from governmental enfities. More specifically this discussion should
include, but not be limited to, the following: ’ '

1. A listing of the inventory of existing restrictions and limitations on private pio

within the Monugnem Boundary. One such restriction is the Mount Palgnmar Iigrhﬁigmgisu-ict
th.31. attempts to limit the amount of outdoor light emanating from private properties to
mitigate the ‘skyshine” which compromises the observatory. The Palomar hghtmg district
appears on the Riverside County tax assessors annual statement. Another existing . -
restriction is.the Riverside Couity “leash law™ that reqires dogs to be on a leash.

) )

Publishing this Riverside County requirement in the Plan could raise public awareness of
the leash law and perhaps assist in preserving the Bighorn Sheep population. (Many dog
owners are unaware of the licensing and leash law requirements in the county. Some people
in the Monument feel that the leash law is only for people in the urban areas and since they
live in a rural area that their dogs should be allowed to run at large. This is not the way the
leash law was constructed. Publishing the Palomar lighting restrictions in the Management
Plan would also assist in preserving the views.(stars are one of the views within the
Monument.)

2. A discussion on the limits of access to and through various private properties within the
Monument. Currently there are numerous private properties that have no access. I am not FC
proposing that this be changed. This is the intentional result of the “checker board”

ownership pattein created by the government. (See “checker board” discussion that .
follows.) This “checker board” pattern was created to prohibit access between full sections.

(one square mile) of land. The Agua Caliente Indian Reservation ownerships in the valley

and in the Monument demonstrate this ownership pattern. Additionally there are numerous
private ownerships completely surrounded by other public ownerships with ne provision for
access by easement or otherwise, Many of these private owners knowingly purchased
‘landlockéd’ Tands and now want (or feel that) government to “bail them out’. This access
dis¢ussfon will inevitably resiurect the Dunn Road controversy. Opening of Dunn Road to

public access is not in the Public interest. Opening Dunn Road would compromise the

habitat and the Bighorn Sheep. )

3. A discussion of the likely impacts on private lands of the management, or

implementation, provisions of the National Monument needed to meet the objectives of thé
legislation. (i.e. preserve views, flora and fauna, cultural values, etc.) The Draft Plan
discusses, at length, how the various plan options will affect the management of public’
lanids in the area but there i$ no real discussion of private land impacts. This means that
certain activities and access to and on private tands will need to be restrained.  Several of
the existing residential communities within the Monument have extensive deed restrictions
regarding architectural style, exterior color, prohibition of fencing and other limitations
beneficial to the flora, fanna and general scenic value. This is unavoidable and pretending
there will be no impacts to private lands will result in a case of “Over-promising and
under-delivering.” It is always better to under-promise and over-deliver.

4. A discussion of what private property rights actually means with a listing of the
existing restrictions on those rights and what other restrictions may be imposed while still
preserving private property rights in the context of contemporary land use regulations:

5. A listing of the existing limits to access and the consequence of those limits as it impacts
both public and private access to and through the Monument. (i.e. If landlocked property
owners want access through. public lands to their private property are they willing to grant
public access through their private property to adjoining public lands within the Monument?
If so what will be the quality of the monument and can the preservation/conservation
objectives of the Momuent be sustained?) ’

_.IL The “checker board” pattern. The “checker board” ownership pattern created by the

governrhent in order to control access and development in the area. This “checker board”

3
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pattern was created to prohibit access between full sections (one square mile) of land The
Agua Caliente Indian Reservation ownerships in the valley and in the Monument
demonstrate this ownership pattern.

Thave prepared the attached maps to outline the concern for how this checker board pattem
may be critical in the success of the Monument. The numerous private ownerships
completely surounded by other public ownerships with no provision for access constitute a
large block of land in the approximate center of the Monument. They have no current
access. This is, in part, why Dunn Road has been a ‘controversy’. Many of these private
owners knowingly purchased “landlocked” lands and now want government to “bail them
out’. This access discussion will inevitably resurrect the Dunn Road controversy.

What follows are some concerns with the mapping and the “mind set” that mapping often
) ﬁmes creates by virtue of how various features are portrayed. . -

1. Map discrepancies. The Legend 1o the “land Ownership” map (Figure 3 in the Draft
Plan ) show a solid black line around the Monument Boundary. - That same solid black line
is applied around two separate areas of private property, approximately three full sections of
land, in the Pinyon area just north of Highway 74. (Pinyon Flats, Alpine Villagé, Spring
Crest, Pinyon Crest.) One interpretation in the local area is that this solid black line means
these areas are “outside of the National Monument™. Is this the infent? Or is the intent just
to outline where private properties are located within the Monument? There are other
residential ‘communities’, such as.Royal Carrizo, that are not outlined in this heavy solid
black line.

Regardless of the answer to the aforementioned question about the status of the private .
property within the solid black lines the map lacks consistency and therefore contains
discrepancies in how private properties are depicted. Thé current map nomenclature
implies that some private lands are given ‘discretionary” treatment while others are ignored.
This depiction needs to be consistent, In other words there afe approximately 42 other full
sections of private land shown on the Land Ovwnership map (Figure 3.) I have outlined

* those sections in a solid black line for consistency on the map and its legend. (My Exhibit
B.) This mapping nomenclature would be disastrous. The conceptual “mind set” generated
by this type of map implies, to some people, that these private properties are “outside of the
J.nzlll:nument”. There is nothing in the Monument legislation language that suggests that this
is the intent.

The point here is to demonstrate how the private ownership fragments the Monument and
creates a “Swiss cheese” pattern that frustrates implementation of the Management Plan
objectives of preservation and conservation. Again, most of these private ownerships have
10 acoess through adjoining public lands nor do they have any access easements from
p.nva'ter property owners due to their common section line comers. (i.e. they all meet only
dlagonauy at the corners of sections so they have no ability to grant each other access
casements even if they wanted to do s0.) The “black squares” on my map (Exhibit B)

. demonstrate this aspect of ownership and lack of access.

PC 00

Pc 0037

Irecommend that solid black lines around the private property in the Pinyon area be
removed so that those areas appear the same as all the other private property (the 42
sections) within the monument.

2. Definition of “private property rights”. Interpreting the legislative language that:
“Nothing in the establish of the National Mg shall affect any property rights......... or any
private property rights within the boundaries of the National Morument ® to thean that private
property will not be impacted by the Monument is ludicrous. Given the nature of limits and
restrictions on private property in the context of contemporary land use controls of general
plans and related zoning combined with the lack of access and water to these checker board
patterned properties demands that there will be impacts. Without some impact there will be
no Monument.

For instance, some owners interpret that their “private property rights” include the right to
trespass on other private or public lands to gain access to their landlocked properties in
order to hunt, target practice or perhaps build a home. This, obviously, has an impact on
public safety and raises sever issues with habitat maintenance. Such activities often include
letting a dog rum loosé, riding a horse or use of a motorized QRV not confined to established
ORYV trails. These illegal activities need to be eliminated. Turning this Monument into a
“playground” under the guise of protecting private property rights and maintaining the
public’s “right” to “recreationize” the area will destroy it. The five listed animals will not

" survive.

Conclusions/Recommendations. I recommend the following:

a) That the Management Plan and the Advisory Committee find that it is not in the public
interést to establish new access to or through privaté properties within the Monument.

There is no positive public interest served by encouraging or permittirig as public policy the
establishment new access to or from private property within the Monument.

b.) That a definition of “private property rights” be established and published in the
Management Plan. This definition needs to outline the limits of those “rights” as
constrained by contemporary planning regulations including State, City and County. i.e.
Overtly publish a “private property righit” definition that acts as both 2 legal definition
within the plan management policies aiid as an educational tool for people involved in the
Plan. : .

©.) Adopt Alternative C. (See following discussion.)

It should be obvious, at this juncture, that I support Alterpative C which is supposed to
provide the most intensive management. Alternative D, the “no action alternative”, is not an
option but I recoguize under Federal guidelines the BLM, Forest Service, USDA et. al. are
obligated to “consider” no action. T also recognize that the combined A,B,C Alternative is’
likely the most locally politically palatable plan regardless of whether Alternative C would
more fully dchieve the intent of the Mopument legislation. The Advisory Committee and
the BLM/Forest Service; in light of the continual history of litigation on these “management
decisions™, should give serious consideration to Alternative C which best accomplishes the
purposes of the Monument. Failure to endorse the C alternative could result in future court

5
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challenges by environmental groups. The basis for such suits would be: “Why did the
BLM/Forest Service adopt a plan thet was inferior to Alternative C when the C alternative
was shown 1o be superior in the preparation of the Plan?”  This'is one of the reasons I
support the C Alternative. It is the most legally sustainable plan. ’

d.) Irecommend that the tap discrepancy previously described be corrected by eliminating
the heavy solid black line around the private properties in the Pinyon area (see my Exhibit A
enclosed) so that those properties appear the same as the other private properties (approx. 42
sections) within the Momument. (Just erase the solid Line.) This discrepancy is replicated
on Figure 1 Regional Setting, Figure 3. Land Owrerships, Figure 5 Vegetation Community
Types (A yellow line on that figure.), Figure 6 Peninsular Ranges Bighorn Sheep Essential
Habitat, Figure 7 State Gamé Refuges, Figure 8 Motorized Vehicles Access, and Figure 9
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum. I chose Figure 3 to modify as my Bxhibit B to
demonstrate how conceptually disastrous it would be to draw solid lines dround all the
private properties within the monument. I have enclosed my Exhibit C showing what the
maps should look like per my recommendation to eliminate the solid lines around select
private properties within the Monument. There is no language in the Monument Legislation
to warrant discriminating a select few properfies among the numerous private properties
within the Monument via this solid black line nomenclature.

The items outlined in the letter need to be addressed in the Management Plan in order for
the Plan to be legally defensible. Being a supporter of the Monument Plan I wish to make
the plan as legally sustainable as possible. Without addressing the ifems outlined in this
letter the Monument Plan will be vulnerable to legal challenge.

Tam also requesting this letter and its associated attachments be made a part of the official
record for hearings and testimony of the Management Plan.

Respectfully submitted,
" Nick Steffanoff Charter Member AICP

61777 Yucca Road
Mountain Center Ca. 92561

" Phone: (760) 349-3568
email; nicksteffanoff@yahoo.com

encl: Exhibjt A Recommended change jn map nomenclature - eliminate black lines
Exhibit B Checkerboard Pattern of Private Ownership
Exhibit C Existing “Land Ownership™ map in Draft Plan.

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument - Draft Plan/DEIS

Land Ownership
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Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument - Draft Plan/DEIS

Land Ownership -

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument - Draft Plan/DEIS

Land Ownership ,
Exhibit B The checkerboard pattern of private property
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FAX NO. 760 324 4448 P.IUI

ADE SIEMENS

47 PRINGETON DRIV
RANGHD MIRAGE, AP ORA 52270
(760) 324 5037 .
'FAX (78D) 3244248 -

May 12,2003

Dangtla George, Monument Manaper

Pa.lnt Springs Svuth Caast Ficld Office, BL.M
£ 0O f3ox 581260, G690 W. Garvel Avenue
North Palin Springs, CA 92253

Tax onby 760.2514839

Subject: Santr Rosa and San Jacinlo Mountains National Monument—- Diaft Resource
Management Plau

Dc:u{ Ms. Georgo,

1 am writing, regardi ng biking trails in the stibject area: Please make my comments part-of
the public record.

‘I'ie subject report refers (o the possibility of closing hiking trails and rostricling human
uesess 0 order 1o benefit bighom sheep,

. The ¢lty of Rancho Mimga r;,c«.,nﬂy spent $1,042,000 to build a fence along Highway
11 to provent sheep from traveling from the mountains o populated arcas. The sheep
responded by (rying to craw] under the new fence.

1. Sheep are frequenity secn manching on the flowers at the Lodge, a fine hotel _]ust up the
hill (rom Highway {1/, .

1. The treils rre an imperiant ceonomic resource for both year round residents as well as
wintyr visilors. 1 have ofien hiked on virtually oll of the trafls in quostion, often in the
commpaay ol winter visitors.

PC 24

I {[mm.u buuy;: are also part of thc ccology of the arda, Whurc do we fit into the plan? \PC 0'15
L. Tlereisno dl.monsu ted hann 1o sheop by human foot travel in the sthect arcn :

I, Trail clusures are a solution in search ol s nonexistent problen, Sheep which wander
into pupalaied arcas ane not distiebed Ly occaqnonal hikers.

[ am obviously uppascd to the possibility of rt.slrlctmg {oot access by humans 1o the subject
Grb.'l —

M ko) Zﬂ /}

- These roads haveifu

COULNTY OF RIVERSILE

TRANSPORTATION AND
LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY,

SUREAY OF LD B :
Transportation Department (3 xay -g,?,dgfjf’;’:i’;:;,f,ﬁ"

i COAST
£A

April 28, 2003

Danella George
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Manager

RE: Draft Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument Management Plan and
Draft Environmental Impact Staternent
'6240/1610P - CA668.70

We have received the Draft Re:
Mountain National Monu en:\
requested collaborationy/frg

@osa and San Jacinto

nvnronmemal mpa\ t< Your transmittal letter

ost part these ro e

pockets of residen ge!‘g‘é'v i

of addit yir( Ry

Thank you for the opportumty to comment on thls proposal

Sinc_erely

A

Edwin D. Studor
EDS:RPG:jas
Enclosures

cc: Carolyn Sims Luna

Karin Watts Bazan

4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor = vaersldﬁ California 92501 « (909) 955-6740
P.O. Box 1090 « Riverside, California 92502-1090 « FAX (909) 955-6721
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“Jane Udall” To:. ca_srsj_nm@ca.bim.gov
<jkudalld@mailstation. cc:
com®> Subject 6240/1610 DP CA668.70

04/30/2003 10:29 AM

Dear Ms. Geoxge:
I am writing to comment on the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National

" Monument Draft Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. I attended one of th meetings held to6 introduce the public to the
plan and proposed actions. Thark you for making the opportunity available and
please express my appreciation especially to Connell Dunning and Jim Kenna for
their presentations and handling of public questions and comments. You have
selected some excellent people to work with you. : .
I have reviewed the Executive Summary fully and also the listing of additional
planning topics which are covered in the BLM CDCA Plan Amendment and Forest
Service San Bernardino National Forest Plan Revision. Combined, they make a
very comprehensive blueprint for the future. .I am particularly pleased to see
the following proposed actions on the National Monument Resource Management
Plan: ) .
1. Eliminating the need for an Adventure Pass
2. Expanding the Indian cultural sites and activities
3. Allowing leashed dogs in certain areas
4. Prohibiting off-road vehicle use
In all aspects of the plan, I Saw considerable emphasis on engaging volunteer
groups, adjacent private landowners, and other agencies ir working toward
attainment of the goals. Such an emphasis expands and deepens the commitment
of a broad group of people to the Monument's purposes.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this plan.
Sincerely,
Jane Udall
9 wWhite Sun Way
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Advisory Committee

June 7, 2003 Meeting

Comments and Recommendations on the
Draft Resource Management Plan and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for

the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument

Background: In order to preserve the nationally significant biological, cultural, recreational, geological,
educational and scientific values found in the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains, and to secure now
and for future generations, the opportunity to experience and enjoy the magnificent vistas, wildlife,

Iandforms and natural and cultural resources of these mountains, the 106™ Congress agreed by unanimous

consent to the establishment of the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument
(Mc ). The passage of this legislation and the signing into law by President Clinton on October
24, 2000 established a 272,000 acre National Monument encompassing 86,400 acres of Burean of Land
Management lands, 64,400 acres of U.S. Forest Service lands, 23,000 acres of Agua Caliente Band of
Cahuilla Indians lands, 8,500 acres of California Department of Parks and Recreation fands, 34,500 acres
of other State of California agencies lands, and 55,200 acres of private land.

Monument Advisory Comunittee: The Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Mooument Act
of 2000 (Public Law 106-351) further established a Monument Advisory Committee (Committee) “To
advise the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture with respect to the preparation and

impl ion of the ent plan for the conservation and protection of the National
Monument...” This Committee was created in November 2001 consistent with the Federal Advisory
Committee Act and consists of the following individuals, who have generously contributed their time and
experience (without compensation) over the past two years to assist in the development of the Draft
Management Plan and Draft Envirc I Irnpact S

¢ Frank Bogert, former Mayor, City of Palm Springs
* Robert Brockman, Community Development Director.. City of Rancho Mirage
¢ Buford Crites, Council member and former Mayor, City of Palm Desert
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Monument Advisory Committee June 2003
C on Draft M Plan and Draft EIS Page 2

Monument Advisory Committee June 2003

« Bary Freet, Palm Springs Fire Chief, résident of Cathedral City

»  Barbara Gonzales Lyons, Vice Chairman, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
* Lamy Grafton, Senior Planner, City of Indian Wells (2002)

« Bill Havert, Director, Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy

e Terry Henderson, Council member, City of La Quinta )

o Edward Kibbey, Building Industry Association, local building organization

¢ Bob Lyman, Regional Office Manager, County of Riverside

e Jeffrey Morgan, Sierra Club, local conservation organization

e Dr. Allan Muth, Director, University of California Deep Canyon Desert Research Center
* Rob Parkins, General Manager, Winter Park Authority .

e Mary Roche, Council member, City of Indian Wells (2003)

e Ruth Watling, Chair, Pinyon Community Council

e Gary Watts, District Superintendent, California State Parks

Overview of Committee’s Process: The Committee has met many times since its creation to identify
relevant issues and responsive management strategies for managing the newly created National
Monument. The Committee developed detailed recommendations for addressing each of the identified
issues in a formal report that was submitted to the U.S. Forest Service (USES) and Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) in December 2002.* USFS and BLM considered the Committee’s recommendations
in developing the Draft Monument Management Plan and Draft Envirc | Impact S (Draft
Plan), which was published for public review in March 2003.

‘The Committee recognized that their recc dations might not being accepted as decisions or proposed
actions from the USFS or BLM and that some of the recommendations and advice provided may rot be
addressed in the jointly prepared BLM/USFS Draft Plan given the scope of related planning efforts
currently in progress (e.g., Coachella Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural
Community Conservation Plan (MSHCP/NCCP), San Bernardino National Forest Plan Revision, Agna
Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indian’s Habitat Conservation Plan, and the Coachella Valley California Desert
" Conservation Area Plan Amendment). However, the Committee believed strongly that the
mcomenﬂations covered a wide range of important topics that must be addressed in order to adequately

care for the Monument.

** The Committee’s R dations for M Plan Consideration Report is included as Appendix B to the

Draft National Monument Management Plan and Draft Envi { Impact St
This d provides the Mc Advisory Ci ittee’s dations and/or questions on the Draft

Monument Management Plan and Draft EIS. These recommendations and/or questions do not constitute decisions or
proposed Forest Service/BLM actions.

Cc on Draft M: Plan and Draft EIS ) Page 3

Committee’s Review of the Draft Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement: With
publication of the Draft Plan, the Committee agreed to continue to rely on work groups to review specific
aspects of the Draft Plan and to prepare written commerits for the entire Committee to consider. Similar
groups had been used to identify issues and develop potential management strategies earlier in the
Committee’s deliberations. Building on this success, a number of Committee members volunteered to

serve on a variety of specific work groups, identified below:

« Biological, Scientific, and Geological: Dr. Allan Muth and Jeff Morgan

«  Cultural and Educational Resources: Barbara Gonzales Lyons, Bary Freet, and Ruth Watling
e Recreation and Visitors Access: Fr:u;k Bogert, Buford Crites, and Jeff Morgan

*  Hazards and Fire: Bary Freet

e  Water Resources and Acquisitions: Bill Havert and Jeff Morgan

Each Working Group reviewed the Draft Plan and the Biological, Scientific, and Geological Working
Group, the Cultural and Educational Resources Working Group, and several individual Committee
members provided written comments to BLM/USFS staff. The Recreation and Visitor Access, Hazards
and Fire, and Water Resources and Acquisitions Working Groups did not provide written comments, but
indicated that members retained the right to provide comments during the public comment period, which
ends June 19, 2003. Many of the reviewers expressed appreciation of the BLM/USES’s efforts in
preparing the Draft Plan.

Committee’s Consolidated Comments on the Draft Management Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement: With the assistance of the Center for Collaborative Policy, BLM staff compiled all received

comments into a summary document that was presented to the Committee. To ease the Committee’s
review of this document, the comments are sorted by the chapter of the Draft Plan to which they apply. In
addition, comments which apply to the overall contents and/or forrat of the document are presented in a

“General Comments” section.

The Cc i iewed and di d the consolidated Working Group’s cornments at its June 7, 2003

The remainder of this dc presents the Committee’s consensually agreed upon formal

comments on the Draft Plan. The Committee understands that USFS/BLM staff will use these comments

This d provides the M Advisory C ittee’s dations and/or questions on the Draft

Monument Management Plan and Draft EIS. These recc dations and/or questions do not or
proposed Forest Service/BLM actions.
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Mc Advisory C June 2003 Monument Advisory Committee June 2003
Cc on Draft M Plan and Draft EIS Page 4 C on Draft M: Plan and Draft EIS Page 5
and questions, in addition to the comments received during the public comment period, to produce the 9. Pg.29 paragraph #2 - add Soboba Band to list of consulted tribes. "Pc DC](p
i G M ent Envirc 1 S
final National M, gement Plan and Env Impact 10.  Pg.29 “Preferred Plan (Alternatives A, B, and Cy", 2* bullet - change
“...significant cultural and historic sites and events” to P o qu
“...significant cultural and historical events”.
General Comments
11. Pg. 29 2nd to last paragraph - change “Desert District” to “CDCA”™.
. The entire Draft Plan needs a careful reading by a good editor to catch minor editorial, 12. Pg. 2-10 last paragraph, last sentence - change “Native American” to
punctuation, and grammatical errors. ‘Native A?e}t;zan Tnbles as identified during the public scoping
process and thru consultation”.
2. There are too many strategies that focus on "seeking partnerships” to accomplish. objectives (pages 13. Pg. 2-11 paragraph #3, 4 sentence - replace “fencing” with “protective
2-10 though 2-13 for example). While the Committee understands that many policies and PC 008 barriers to”.
strategies cannot be successfully implemented without other agency assistance, the emphasis 7
should be on the desired action not the partnering process. The Committee supports the federal 14. Pg.2-11 paragraph #4 - Review Section 304 National Historic Protection Act pc
aghencies' promotion of collaboration and recomimends the use of “in partnership with..." language and provide more detailed description of what law provides for. OQS
where appropnate. . . . "
15. Pg.2-12 “Alternative A, B, and C", 5™ bullet - change the word “ceramics”
3. Be consistent throughout Draft Plan. Make sure document is consistent with usage of the words IPC Oqs to “pottery”.
Tribe, Tribes, Native Americans, and various acronyms.
Y 16. Pg. 2-13 1 bullet - capitalize “Cultural Resources Management Plan”.
17. Pg. 2-14 last paragraph, 4 sentence - remove “(in most cases)”. Add clarifying PC oqq
Executive Summary language if maintained.
18. Pg. 2-24 “Management of Educational Resources”~ The cultural resources work
4. Table ES1-1 Pacific Crest Trail, Preferred Alternative is duplicated on pages group would like the Committee to further discuss the proposed approach, PC
p!
ES-22 and 25. and consider including more specific actions.
5. Pg.ES-23,26  Recreational Shooting alternative strategies are duplicated on both 19. Pg. 2-25 last sentence — delete the sentence “The following would be implemented
pages. * as a sign strategy:” as it is unnecessary.
6. Pg.ES-24,20  Strategic Recreation Management alternative strategies are 20. Pg. 2-26 Under “Preferred Plan (Alternative A, B, and C)”, 8" bullet - add “tribal lPC 0q5
duplicated on both pages. organizations” to list of parties to coordinate with.
7. Pg. ES-30 Strategic Recreation Management elements presented on ES-30 are 21. Pg. 227 “Management of Scientific Resources,” 4" bullet - ... all applications for
not numbered in sequence. research with in the National Monument would be addressed and
approved by the National Monument Manager.” This wording could be Pc ,(05
interpreted to mean that the manager would approve all applications for
Chapter 2 - Alternatives and Strategies research. Delete the quoted sentence and insert 2 new bullet with this
.. wording: “All applications for research within the Monument would be
- reviewed by the National Monumént Manager and approval or denial of a
8. Pg. 2-8 Bottom of page - Reference to Section 2-C.3 is misleading as the permit application by the National Monument Manager would be based
: more informative description of how Native American coordination on compliance with th_e conservation objectlv.es, Lan(,l' Health Standards,
and consultation is provided on page 2-14. Description of policy and Standards and Guidelines for the area of interest.
and management guidance included in Table 2-1 on page 2-37 . . . "
should be included iri a more robust discussion on page 2-14. 22. Pg. 2-27 "‘Management of Visitation, Facilities, Safety, and Uses-Access” - The

This document provides the M Advisory Cc ittee’s dations and/or on the Draft
Monument Management Plan and Draft EIS. These recommendations and/or questions do not constitute decisions or
proposed Forest Service/BLM actions.

narrative begins with a description of access to non-federally owned land Pc 183
across public land. The preferred strategy addresses access to federal land

This document provides the M Advisory Cc ’S et dations and/or questions on the Draft
Monument Management Plan and Draft EIS. These recommendations and/or questions do not constitute decisions or
proposed Forest Service/BLM actions.

Appendices M
70



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

Monument Advisory Committee ) June 2003 M Advisory Cc i June 2003
C on Draft M Plan and Draft EIS Page 6 Ci on Draft M: Plan and Draft EIS . Page 7

across non-federal lands. There is either narrative or another policy

missing. Please clarify. . 29. Pg. 3-23 last paragraphi, 3™ sentence - replace “Bastside” to “Diamond Valley
Lake”. .
23. Pg. 2-33 In light of the attempted exchange of Department of Fish and Game land 30. Pg. 3-25 4" paragraph - who are Garces, Diaz and Bautista? Add relevance to the ‘PC 037
that the Committee opposed, a policy against the disposition of federal . . .plan.
tand in the Monument was discussed. On page 3-81 there is a surnmary of - .
two land exchanges and the that "no other land is currently - S 3L Pg. 3-25 last paragraph, 3 sentence - add “gamet” and “tourmaline” to list of
available for exchange within the National Monument". This would imply PC 228 minerals.
that other exchanges could be considered later. This reinforces the
Committee’s suggestion that an exchange policy be addressed. The 32, Pg. 3-25 last paragraph, 6™ sentence - change “cement” to “concrete”.
legislation should be ref ed when addressing future land exchanges
applying to BLM and Forest Service lands. The committee recommends 33. Pg. 3-26 2" paragraph - insert description of earlier attempts to establish a Pc 0 3 8
that future land exchanges involving federal lands be brought to the National Monument in the 1920’s. This can be added to page 3-3.
attention of the Monument Advisory Committee for comment. The
Comumittee recommends that it be a notifying agency in NEPA 34, Pg. 3-27 3" paragraph, 6 sentence - add comma in 9,850.
documentation. The MAC would then request cooperation with other non-
federal land-managing entities within the National Monument in 35. Pg. 3-28 Under Section 3.C.3 text - change references to “Tribe” to “tribal
providing informatiqn about future land exchanges. members"”.
24. Pg.2-37 “Adaptive Management and Monitoring Program - Plan Monitoring” - Pc 233 36. Pg. 3-29 1* paragraph, 1* and 3" sentences - add “Monument” after the word
There is mention of "the task force" at the top of page 2-37. We could not “National”.
find an earlier reference to this task force. The task force needs to be .
described in greater detail in the Draft Plan. . 37. Pg. 3-29 Under Section 3.D.1 - add the geographic location of the Visitor Center. IPC |73
25. Pg.2-37 Table 2-1 on that page should have introductory language that describes PC 03 lﬂ 38. Pg. 3-29 Under Section 3.D.1, 7" sentence - delete the word “volunteer”.
the table. '
.. 39. Pg. 3-29 Under Section 3.D.1 - Change to summer season.
40. Pg. 345 Under Section 3.F - add “& Environmental Education” between t.hé
words “Interpretive” and “Concept”.
41. Pg. 345 Section 3.F. — The work group believes this section should be re—wriuen.‘PC l@o
Chapter 3 — Affected Environment a2 Pg. 346  What are “short trail signs”? This needs to be clarified. | PC 15(p
43. Pg. 3-47 The work group believes this section should be re—written.l PC ’Q?O
. 26. Pg. 3-17-18, Appendix G — Spécies accounts are incoroplete. Page 3-18 indi that -
accounts for endemic, sensitive and proposed species are in Appendix G. PC Obs
American Badger is not listed in the text (3-17 and 18). Jerusalem cricket
is duplicated. Black-tailed gnat catcher has no account.
. Chapter 4 — Envir tal C g
27. Pg. 3-23, 3" paragraph - The California Department of Fish and Game bas
- additional requirements for collection in a Garoe Refuge. Insert the
following: “Game Refuges are a specific exclusion on Scientific 44, Pg. 4-73 As part of the discussion of population and tourism impacts to resources

Collecting Permits. Collecting within a Game Refuge requires a specific

amendment to the Permit by Fish and Game.” beginning on this page, some mention should be made of the recently Pc 077

installed bighom sheep fence in Rancho Mirage. This fence is a good
example of the cooperative efforts of federal, state, local and private

. .32 M h - “are be” to “will be”. .. ] . .

28 Pg.3-23 2" paragraph, 47 sentence - change “are entities to protect bighom sheep from the impact of growth. Maybe in the
This document provides the M Advisory C ittee’s dations and/or questions on the Draft This d provides the Mc Advisory Ce ittee’s dations and/or questions on the Draft
Monument Management Plan and Draft EIS. These dations and/or questions do not constitute decisions or Monument Management Plan and Draft EIS. These dations and/or ions do not constitute decisions or
proposed Forest Service/BLM actions. proposed Forest Service/BLM actions.
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—- " '_ N CERTIFIED COPY

Monument Advisory Committee
Page 8

Cc on Draft Manag Plan and Draft EIS

second paragraph on page 4-75. Use the term protective barrier here and
add to definitions.

45. Pg. 4-7-13 Change references to “tribe” to “tribal members”. 1
46. Pg.4-7 Under Section 4.B.2 - the work group believes this section should be re- PC Ibo 2
written.
3
47. Pg.4-8 1% sentence - add a period (.) to “outlined below”. ] )
48. Pg. 4-10 Include a reference to a tribal member gathering policy for collecting in 5 '
areas within the National Monument. Policy will apply to tribes with
traditional ancestral gathering areas within the National Monument. ) 6 SANTA ROSA & SAN JACINTO -
49, Ppg343 Correct San Jacinto spelling 7
) L N S . 8
50. Recreation Section Geocaching - incorporate language to address monitoring this activity PC [ l5 - . MOUNTAINS NATIONAL MONUMENT
with future management changes to be added as needed. Include a . 9
component of education for this activity. :
L .10 DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN MEETING
51. Pg25 Management of noxious, non-native, etc. : Add the word animal. Use the \PC O 8 2 1 .
word invasive species.
- : 12
52. Pg3.72 Maintain pinyon campground road forward to the Forest Service to l PC '7 Z .
incorporate into the current Forest Service Planning process. 13
53. Recreationi Section Terminology : ultralight, parasailing, hang gliding, Need to consider other; PC 138 14
gliding sports. - 15
Non-consensus Recommendation: 16
Several Monument A'dvi.mry Commi bers r ded that a permit system may be adequate 1o 17 LOCATION: IDYLLWILD TOWN HALL
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“ "
1 . IDYLLWILD, CALIFORNIA; TUESDAY, APRIL 22, 2003 1 You can scratch the “nasty.

2 6:15 P.M. 2 . We have an interesting agenda tonight in
3 ~000—- 3 that you'll have a chance to formally part‘icip'ate
4 ) 4 "if you want to. And also if you want to give us
5 " MS. DUNNING: We do have a court reporter 5 written comments or if you want to talk to us one

' N
6 here tonight. I want You guys to be aware, to let 6 on one, that's also flvallable.

: ' ' 3
7 you know. The reason that we do that is so we can 7 We're such a small group, we're going to

: - : 8 do some introductions. Why don't we start with
8 properly characterize your comments regarding the

9 Draft Plan. 9° this lady right here.

- B . i 1 3
10 The purpose of the meeting this evening 10 AUDIENCE MEMBER: Hi. I'm Gabrielle and

: . . . . ; N jer.
11 is to give you information about the plan, to give 11 I'm with the Town Crier

12 you a chance to comment on the plan, and also to 12 MS. WENSTROM: Ruth Wenstrom. I know

. £ f ; ;
13 give you a chance to ask any questions that you H 13 most of you. I'm the f°’_:est public affairs

14 might have regarding it. 14 of_flcer.

15 .We're going to go through the meeting and 5 MR. FRATES: Jerry Frates with State
16 have a brief presentation followed by some 16 Parks.
' 17 MR. HILL: I'm Greg Hill with the Bureau

17 comments. We'll give YOu guys an opportunity to

18 comment for five minutes, because that'vs how we do 18 of Land Ma_nagement plannlng.

R f : " .
18 it at each of the meetings. If you want to say 19 MR. FOOTE: I'm Jim Foote, BLM planning,

20 more later, we can do that. 20 Palm Springs office.

21 We have to get into the habit of saying ) 21 MR. SHERMAN: Tom Sherman, Bureau of Land

22 our names. It's a habit I'm not used to doing. 22 Ma.nagement out of our Palm Springs/South Coast

23 office.

23 i MS. ROSENTHAL: I'm Laurie Rosenthal, the . ) ]
24 district manager. . I really appreciate you coming 24 MS. VELEZ: My name is Valerie Velez.
25 MS. MEYER: ‘Sheila Meyer. I'm a resident

25 out on a nasty night like tonight.

4 . 5
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of Pine Cove.

MR. BLAKE: John Blake, resident of Pine
cove. I'm here ;epres;nting California off-road
vehicles.

MS. ROSENTHAL: Sir, would you like to
introduce yourself?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Oh. I'm just visiting
from New York City -~ the Becks. Tﬁey live he;g.
I'm just coming down to watch.

MS. ROSENTHAL: This is a real live
small-town meeting. A quaint little meeting.

We were just going to give introductions,
if you want to.

MR. BECK: Bob Beck, Idyllwild. My wife,
Lynn.O'Neill, Idyllwild.

MS. ROSENTHAL: Thank you all for coming.

MS. DUNNING: Okay. My name is

Connell Dunning. I'm the community planner with

the Monument. For those of you who just came in,

we're going to give a brief presentation about
what the plan is and how to comnent .

After éhat we're going to have a time for
people to make public comments. fou'll have five
minutes each to do_ that.

And then following that we're going to

6
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open it up for questions and answers. The meeting
might not go all the way to 8:30, depending upon
the'ingerést level and if more people cOmg.

So I'm going to jump inﬁo the
presentation here. Maybe not. Here we are.
Okay; So first I'd like to say where are we in
this process and how about did we get here.

We started with some public scoping
meetings that were back in the spring. The
National Monument was designated in October of
2000. With its designation, we were required to
complete a plan, which is why we're here.

The fi;st step was p;blic scoping
meetings, which is when we met back about a year
ago. Wé used all the information we got from the
public to identify issues and to put them into a
proposed plan.

What we've done since then is taken all

‘of your input and put it into : draft plan. We

were able to publish that Marcﬂ 2lst. Our goal-is
a "final" plan. “Final® is in quotes here because
plans can always be amended and can alwaﬁs be
updated. This will be our final that we pegi; to
work on in terms of what our next actions are
going to be.

7
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We'll move quickly into this
implementation phase where our meetings are going
to consist more’of we're going to start doing
this, and we want you to help us. So the next
time that you see us up here, we're going to be
ready to go withrsome actual projects that we'll
want your help with as volunteers and your input.

Adaptive management is a term that we
use. We kind of use the plan as a living
document. We will judge the situations ahd use
adaptive management for making changes should there
need to be a change to what we're doing, depending
upon different circumstances.

One of the questions that we're striving
to answer with the Monument is how can we baiancé
the protection and preservation of biological,
cultural, recreational, geological, aducational,
scientific, and scenic values while providing
multiple use and enjoyment of the Monument.

This comes directly from the
legislation. So we were sent to do this because
the law that established the Monument established
it for those purposes. So a large part of what
you're holding is how ;e are proposing to protect

and preserve those resources.

8
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So for those of you learning about the
Monument for the first time or many of yoﬁ already
aré aware of this, there's a complex land
ownership. The green squares are the Forest
Service lands. The light yellow are the BLM
lands.

The plan that you're holding today will
be.talking about solely Faderal lands. So the
actions that we're proposing as the BLM and as the
Forest Service, we can only propose actions that
apply to Federal lands.

.So we're holding these meetings, and
Qe're communicating with many different agencies
so that we can work together and hopefully have a
similar view on how we're addressing resﬁurces.

So the red squares here are the Native

American lands. The blue are state of California
lands. Parks & Recreation. Up here,
Mt. San Jacinto State Park. We've got some
Fish & Game land. And there's some private
conservation lands. So there's quite a bit of
ownership within this green line, which is the
boundary of thg Monument .

As I mentioned, we started our public

scoping last spring. Now we've published this

9
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draft plan. We're taking comments until June 19th
on the content of the draft plan. So we're
acceptiné comments on what's in here until

June 19th.

At that point, we'll take a look at your
comments and make the final plan a better plan.
Your comments will help us address things that we
missed or clar;fy things that are confusing in
that plan.

We hope to have this proposed final plan
out in September. And then following that,
there's a protest period, and a record of decision
will Be the final document that we'll send out.
That wWill be what will guide us for the next five
to ten years in the Monumént.

The Forest Service is also underéoing a
planning process, which you guys are aware of. If
you're not, there's an information sheet in the
back that's labeled "How Can I Stay Involved."

‘ There's a Web page, which will direct you
to it, I believe it will, for information about
that Forest Service plan. It kind of looks like
this. It says "How Can I Stay Infolved." There's
information about how to find out ab;ut the status
of the Forest Service plan. ‘

10
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Okay. So what's in this plan. It's

-mainly a lot of coordination strategies for how

we're going to work together with all the
different entities that manage the landscape, some
non-trail recreation issues.

There is another planning process going
on regarding trails right now, and that started
prior to the Monument being designated. So
there's a separate trails plan going along
concurrently with the monument plan.

Those issues are not in this plan. -

Education, outreach, partnerships are in this plan.

Some tribal relationship building and facilities, for
example.

The non-issues of what's in other plans
or in the legislation are route designations,
specific rode designations. BLM has a wild horse-
and burro program, other special area
designations. Land ‘health standards, how we're
going to manage species, thaf's a really big
concern, and .it's addressed in our other planning
processes. Energy.

Mining is addressed specifically in the
legislation. ‘Lands are wiﬁhdrawn'from mining,
except for those existing rights that currently

11
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exist.

Off-road vehicles are addressed in our
other plans. Grazing allotment issues are
addressed in other plans.

So a lot of things are in other plans.
What we're trying to do in this Monumént plan is
to identify how we're going to work togetheér, how
we're going to coordinate:

So one of the goals for tonight is when
you leave, you're not going to be so overwhelmed
by the weight and the length of this plan. So
what we're going to do is we;r; geing to just kind
of fun down what's in it and where you need to go
for what your interests are.

There's an Executive Summary at the
front. 1I'll be using this little handout tonight,
which is just the Executive Summary of the-plan.
I'l)l be using it during the presentation.

Chapter 1 provides an introduction to how
we got where we are. It provides kind of the
criteria behind what'; in the plan. It describes
in detail its relationship to the other planning
processes.

Chapter 2 is where you'll find all your

input, how we addressed what you provided to

12
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us. Safety on Highway 74, for example.’ Chapter 2
is how we responded to that, what actions we
propose.

Chapter 3 is the affected environment,
which is the existing conditions. If you don't
see gomething in Chapter 2 and you're ‘woridering
why we didn't address it, then chances are it's
described in Chapter 3, which is the existing
conditions, What's out there, the éxisting
maﬁagemené. Some things we're not going to
charige.

Chapter 4, we took a look at how do our
actions impact with the existing management out
there. 1It's a really important step in this
process. Before we could propose actions, we
needed to take a look at how they're‘impacting air
quality, noise, how they're impacting recreation.
Things like that. So that's what Chapéér 4 is.

Then’chapFer 5 éummazizes how we
coordinate. It provides kind of a summary of who

was involved in the differént meatings. And it

_has your meetings listed that we had during the

-public scoping period.

Then there's some figures, maps, a

ﬂmuw,mmrﬂuum&aﬂthnmm
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appendices that include the léqislation. If
you're wondering how we got hére, the legislation
is an important thing to go back to.

So the legislation stated that we would
protect these following values: Biological,
cultu:al.zecreational, geelogical, educational;
scientific values.

So the plan is organized around just what
the legislation wanted us to do to show how we're

going to protect these things. 1In addition, from

the scoping comments, we gathered information

about visitation, facilitiés, access and uses, all
the concerns that people had. And we propose some
additional actions here.

Okay. So this is the whole plan, this
slide. Even though what you're holding is very

thick, the whole plan regaiding actions that we're

. proposing is broken down into a number of issue

areas.

So if you open up Chapter 2, I'm going to
refer now to this executive summary. I'll refer
to page ES-14. ES-14 is a summary of those
actions .that we've proposed regarding the;e
differént issue areas.

So according to your interests, you can

14
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find actions associated with the different value

areas. Private property, facilities, Highway 74.
How we're_gbing to monitor visitors, hazards, law
enforcement. How we're going to manage hazards,

fire, water and acquisitions.

S50 moving to the next slide, looking at
table ES-14 or page ES-14, the first thing you see
on there is a number of columns -- Alternative A,
B and C,land then Alternative D.

Throughout the plan, Alternative D is the
no action or what's existing. So if we don't
change -~ if we don't propose any change. to
anythi$g, that's what Alternative D is. So every
time we propose an action, we compare it to what's
currently happening, and_that's Alternative D.

A number of the actions th;t we are
proposing raﬁge —- there's only one action ranging
across the columns A, B and C. In some cases we »
Save éhree s;parate actions.

Flipping ahead to page ES-22, you'll see
there we hsve a proposal regarding hang gliding,
and that spans across four columns. So we have
Alternative'A, which is different than B, which is
different than C. 'And those range from intensive

management to a less intensive management. Or

15
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excuse me. From less intensive management to more
intensive.

S50 in some cases we don't have a change.
It's either we're going to do.it or we're not. It
didn't make sense to have that range. ‘And where
it's shaded, that's the pgefer:ed. That's what
we're proposing to do with the plan.

So jumping back to ES-14, this is the
first action that we're proposing. This is within
biology. 1It's howiwe propose to manage noxious,
non-native and invasive plant species.

We've heard from a number of people that
there's a concern for non-native species.. So that
summarizes vegetation mSnagement. The proposed
action is here on the left, and we compare it to
the new action,

So if you turn to page ES-15, you can see
the second two proposed actions under the biology
section, which are how we're going to manaée
special status species followed by what's our
mcnitoring program going to be. So those are the
three actions that we're proposing under the ‘
biological section.

V And next, E$-16, is cultﬁral reséu:cés.

That begins our section on cultural resources and

16
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how we're going to manage cultural resources.
You'll see here on the slide, we've summarized
it.

We propose to resea.ch and inventéry
cultural resources. We propose an existing
assessment for cultural resources. We propose how
Qe':e going to protect and preserve theg,
including a collections policy for any artifacts
that are_found in the Monument.

We propose ways we're going to coor&inate
with the tribes and with volunteers and with other
agencies for interpreting cultural resources. And
We propose a management plan. Each Sf those
actions can be found on pages ES-16 through
ES-20. Sorry. ES-21.

So this is the general organization.

That was.the main thing I wanted to show you. . We
don't have the time to go through every single one
of these page by page. What T wanted to do is
give you a summary bere, and then you can go and
find your interest area and know how to comment on
that. .

In recreation, we proposé limiting hang
gliding in bighorn sheep habitat. we propose to

prohibit paint ball. boes everybody know whaﬁ

17

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

10

11

12
13
14
15
.16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

paint ball. is? It's someone running out with paint
guns and putting up little barriers and shooting at
things.. We're proposing that the Monument isn't
the best place to do that.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Do they do that now a
lot?

MS. DUNNING: I don't know. Actually,
that's under impact analysis, if you go to that
section before that I told you. It's not
currently an activity that we see happening very
often at all. But it's a good point Eo say,

“Okay. We don't want that to happen in the
future.”

We propose a Pacific Crest trail
corridor. We propose to prohibit recreational
shooting within the Monument. It's already
prohibited throughout half ofvthe Monument because

of the State Wildlife & Game refuges. So the

‘additienal areas are very difficult to get to with

vehicles. N

We propose that pets be a}lowed in the
Monument only on leashes. And that's separated
between when they're in bighorn sheep habitat.

We propose a method for dealing with

feral animals. We propose that no adventure pass

18
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be required in the Monumgnt.

And we propose a future’strategic
recreational plan to hélp to put our arms around
all these different planning .processes that are
going 05 right now. So a year from now, we can
take a fresh look at what recreation-wise should
happen in the Monument long-term

In geologic, we propose an inventory to
help us with baseline methods for outreach, and
additional protection measures, including not.
collecting certain types of rocks within the
Monﬁment.

Educational. Just to locate you where we
are in the executive summary right now, we are on
page ES-30.

The preferred plan for educational
resources for public information, we're proposing
hcw are we going te get information out to the
public. Most of.the people don't even know
there's a Monument, and how we're going to get
information out. This is how we pr pose to do
that.

Signage. Also from the public, we heard
sigﬂs, s;gns and moge signs. Peéple jusé need to

know where we are.

19
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Scientific. We propose permits for
research. We propose ways to help secure access
to the Monumeﬁt-because it's hard to get to. We
propose.ways to work with our private property
owners nearby and to have that private
property/federal relationship strengthened over
time.

And we proposed criteria for future
facilities within the Monument. On Highway 74, we
had big concerns about the safety of that road as
going through a National Monument. So we propose
to work with Caltrans lonﬁ—term.

We propose ways to moniéor, how we're
going to figure out how many people are coming to
the Monument year after year.

We propose ways to deal with hazards in
the Monument, to work with search and rescue
teams, how law enforcement will ¢coordinate.

. For fire, we've proposed an interagency
fire plan to be completed between all of the
different entities that manage land in the
Monument. Not just BLM. Not” just Forest Service,
but taking all of those groups together and
actually géttingvthat started now, getting those

people talking.
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They do meet about once a year, all the
different entities that manage fire, but we don't
have one set fire plan. So that's a goal.

How to manage water resources, we propose
watershed assessments and some guidance for
acquisitions, how we're going to acquire land from
willing sellers in the future. .

So that is the plan in a nutshell.

Obviously, if you haven't read it yet, you need to

take some time and go through those proposed
actions that we have

We have until June 19th. So that should
be a sufficient amount of time for you to zea§
those parts of the plan that you're interested in
and also to see if @e adequately address those
issues.

There's a few forms in the back that have
information on how to contact d;.' If you leave
this meeting and make a verbal comment, or if you
don't, how to get information to us following this
meeting. That's on the back.

We have a public comment form. It 1oqks
like this. You can grab one those in the back
when ydu leave. You can e-mail them. Tbé e~mail

address is on thexe. You can fax them to us. You
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can mail them to us.

And of course, we're accepting verbal
comments. We have a court reporter present in
Idyllwild, Pinyon and Palm Desert. So you can
verbally comment as well. Every comment that you
make is going to be captﬁred. .

All comments are due by June 15th,

postmarked by that date. If you e-mail it, you

. can get it in at 11:59 p.m. And if it has that

date, we'll still take it, but we'd really like to
get them early. 1It's nice for us. It's a little
easier. So if you want to get them in early, go
for it. We'll take them.

The public meetings, there will be a
meeting on Thursday at Pinyos at the Elks Lodge
and a meeting down in Palm Desert.

After June 19th what we're going to do is
compile all of the comments and respond to them
and incorporate what we need to add to the final

plan. There will be some reviews at the regional,

state and Washington-level folks who kind of review,

wave their hands and give it their blessing. That
will happen in August. And then we hope to have
this proposed plan-.published in September:

So what we're going to do now is have a
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very structured time for people who filled out the
yellow caxd to comment for five minutes. Those of
you who have read the plan and would like to

comment, you can do so. You can also comment:

.regarding the areas as you see them here.

Following that time period, we're going

to have an open question-and-answer period. If

you feel like making a comment at .that point, too,
let us know, and you can £ill out a card too.

This is the easiest way to track your comments.
We'll give you a full five minutes to talk
uninterrupted.

The gueéstion-and-answer session, it's a
little harder for us to interpret your comments.
We don't want to misinterpret them. So that;s why
we give you a five-minute time frame.

So I'm going to turn it over to Ruth for
that, and I'll collect the yellow cards.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Like I said, my
name is Ruth Wenstrom. I'm éhe planner at the
public ;ffairs office for the Forest. I want to
let you know that besides the recording by the
court reporter, Connell is going to try to take
some brief notes on the flip chart. ﬁon'; worry

too much about that.

23

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

10
11
12
13
14
-15
16
17
s
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

This is what is going to count on the

public record. The flip chart notes are for us to

use to try to go through and work on the issues as .

best we can before we get the official record from
the court reporter. So your word-for-word
comments will go into the record.

If you didn't get one already and you do
want to speak, fill out a speaker card. What's
going to happen is I'm going to call you up one at
a time in the order that we receive the cards.

You can have five minutes to talk if you -
want that much. bYou don't have to use it all. TIf
you would rather not talk but have comments after
this evening, you're welcome to write jus£ your
conments on the back of your card.

Fill out your name and let us know that
you don't want to speak, but turn in the comment.
We'll be happy to accept it or accept it on like a
piece of paper.

I seé a number of you just picked up the
plan tonight and will be going, "How-can I comment

because I haven't even read it yet?" If that's

the case, please feel free to mail it. We give .comments

equal weight if you mail them in.

You way want to look at the plan, you can
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come to another meeting. The one advantage of
verbal comments is if we need clarification when
you're done with your comments, one of us may ask
you to clarify what you Eeant by such and such.

So don't be surprised if we do that.
It's not intended to embarrass you or intimidate
you in any way. It's just to make sure that we're.
clear and understand what you said. I do
sometimes do that to people. So don't be
alarmed.

Let's see. It may seem a little odd to
have the question-and-answer period later, but we
wanted to make sure that the No. 1 thing we got
was that you did have a chance to giQe your
comments in that you wanted to.

. So with that, I'm going to going call
Sheila Meyer.

MS. MEYER: Oh, me first? I'm inherently
shy.

MS. WENSTROM: One thing I forgot to say
is Connell is doing the time. If you run out of
time, I'll give you a sign. o

MS. MEYER: OKay. I would just like to
say that going back to why the Monument was

designated in the first place, which I didn't hear
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tonight, I think that it was designated to protect
the natural resources in geﬁeral in providing a
backdrop for the Coachella Valley.

I think one of the motivations for the
National Monument,jccrrect me if I'm wrong, the
Coachella Valley is being developed at an alarming
rate. I shouldn't say "alarming, " but it's being
developed quite a bit.

I think Ehat people down there felt that-
looking up at the Santa Rosa and San Jacinte and
so on, they wanted to have a natural backdrop for
the desert. I think that was one reason.

And also a big one is protec&ing the
bighoxn sheep I think was a major motivation. I
think there are others, but I think protection is
what I'm trying to say.

And maybe sometime this evening someone
from your staff could say why this happened in the
first place. I think it would be helpful. I ’
could be off base, but I thought it was for
preservation in general.

And I just want to say one thing about F%:
the recreational use side of it.
recreational use definitely is compatible. That's

one of the things about national monuments. You
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can go to Joshué Tree or many other national
monuments in our country, and certainly there is
recreational use.

However, I think it should be definitely

PC

of a low-impact nature so that it does protect the
natural resources so that future generations will l[)_7

be able to enjoy nature and what it's all about.

That's why I think the Monument was designated in
the first place.

S0 I feel real strongly that we need to
look carefully at recreational uses. I'm not
saying th;t they shouldn't be there, because I
think that's part of all of this, but I just think
they need to be looked at carefully.

That's all I had to say. I would like to
hear from Connell about how this all came to be in
the first place, the Monument.

' MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Thank you. When we
get done with the extraordinary amount of
testimony that we have, please remind us that you
want Connell to address that.

Okay. Next is Valerie Velez.

MS. VELEZ: My name is Valerie Vélez.

I've lived in Idyllwild with my family for almost

16 years and had the wonderful opportunity to

L 27

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

appreciate the environment here to a great extent
and raise our children in this community. So I'm
very grateful for the opportunity to comment, and
I'm very grateful for the existence of the
Monument and that this process exists.

I will study the document further. But
in general, I would say that I would be in favor
of the most restrictive or the most aggressive
form.of management. How is it termed in here?

The most intensive form of management, so that
looks like it's basically Plan C.

. Along with Sheila, I cthink there's many ft:
ways that we can enjoy the Monument with making .‘()7
minimal impact at the same time to the natural
environment. v

So I would be in favor of basically
having that be what is stéering our course in
terms of the management

Yeah. I would say éspecially diven the
rate and pace of development in our region of the
world, that the existence of’places like this are
exactly designated for basically conservation and
ﬁzese:vation. So I would want that to be the
emphasis of the plén. Thank you.

MS. WENSTROM:

All right. Thank you.
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Okay. Monica Bond.

MS. BOND: I'll just stand here.
Monica Bond. 1I'm a biologist for the Center of

Biology University here in Idyllwild. I just want

"to raise one quick concern.

One of- the.things that we're concerned
abgut right now is that it appears that we're
doing a lot of punting of some kind of kéy issues
off to the BLM and Forest Service management
revision processes. .

For example, there's a grazing allotment
on Forest Service lénds in the ‘Monument. It says
in the plan that nothing is going to be done about
this now. It's just going to be taken care of in
the San Bernardino National Forest reQiSion
process.

Also, there's a wilderness study area
that incorporates both BLM land and Forest Service
land. We believé that this Monument is it's own
entity, and it's entirely.appropriate to deal with

these issues in this plan. It appears we're sort

of being punted off to a later time. We would é

like to see some of these key issues being dealt

with in this management plan rather than putting

them off further down the line.
29
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MS. WENSTROM: Al)l right. Thank you,
Monica.

Anybody else that hasn't filled out a
speaker card that would like to speak? Okéy.
Lawrence Peabody.

MR. PEABODY: I'm interested in publies -
access to our public lands. At the very least,
I'm suggesting, as I did at the last meeting, that F%:;
there be no net_loss at the very least of trails l-]ES
and roads into our public lands.

At the very best, we could ask for a few

more trails and roads. But "no net loss”™ is the

phrase T want you to stick in your mind and make i
that a policy in the management plan.

I'm also concerned that the bighorn sheep F%:

074

public lands. That's all. s

are becoming an overly-managed issue, taking too

much precedence away from existing use of the

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you vezy much .
Anyone else that wants to speak?
MR. BECK: I'd like to make a comment.
MS. WENSTROM: We'l)l need your name for
the record so she can put it down.
MR. BECK: Yeah. . Bob Beck. I'm all for {DC:

recreational use in our public lands. I think l()?
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that we should be allowed to use what wes have, but
somehow I hear comments that human beings are much
more important than the animals and the trees and
the creeks and things like that. I do not believe
that. I think thére should be a balance where the
animals are just as important as human beings

EIE;

‘I think the only comment that I can make
on top of that is that tﬁe environment is the most
important thing that we have. You have to protect
the environment. If we don't érotect the
environment, then I think we're all going to go
down the tubes in time to come.

So that's my comment. Environment first,
the other things like recreation and so forth are
secondary. Thank you.

MS. WENSTROM: ALl right. Thank you.
Anyone else that wants to speak right now?

MR. WELILMAN: I don't have a card.

MS. WENSTROM: What?

MR. WELLMAN: I don't have a card.

M5. WENSTROM: If you would like to talk,
you can fill one out later.

It's Bud Wellmaq.

MR. WELLMAN: I heard comments about the
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more than that. Ten years ago we had trouble with

PC

Fish & Wildlife and Fish & Game, and their problem <)-7t{

was the mountain lion, not human beings, not
cattle.

"There's a little proof of that in the
last couple of weeks. They've found five mountain
sheep killed by a mountain lion just recently.

The other thing that's brought up in
there is the dogs. I don't see anything>to take
care of the feral dogs. That is another big
problem with the sheep and other game.

Several times I've talkeé to different
people that should be concerned about it. They
say, "Well, if you get.a chance, shoot them." But
nobody will tell me that in writing. I think it's
a pretty important point. That's about all I've
got to say.

M5. WENSTROM: All right. Thank you,

Okay. Anybody else?
Kevin, we are going to put you on the

spot. We've been doing testimony. Did you want

‘to testify?

MR. BRENNAN: No.
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MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Then we'll move
right on. We didn't want you to miss the first
round. If anyone should change your mind and
decide that yod would like tc, please just take a
speaker card from the back. They'll bring it to
me, and we'll give you another chance.

Okay. Let's start. We do have a
question for Connell. Let's get Sheila's question
answered by Connell about the purpose of the
Monument. And T picked up a couple of other
points that I wanted to address too.

MS. DUNNING: The question was why was
the Monument established. We usually try to start
the meetings with that, spending a little bit of
time going over that. ’

There's a copy of the legisiation sitting
at the back table. There's also a copy of the
legislation in the back of the big plan. It's the
first appendix, Appendix A.

In a section of the legislation it states
the establishment and purposes of the monument. I
usually end‘up reading this once a meéting, 50 you
can sit tigh; ;nd listen.

"The monumént was established

in order to preserve the nationally
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significant biological, cultural,
recreatipnal, geological, educational,
and scientific values found in the
Santa Rosa and San jacinto Mountains
and to secure now and for future
generations the opportunity to
éxperience and enjoy the magnificent
vistas, wildlife, land forms, and
natural and cultural resources in
these mountains and to recreate
therein."

Thank you for asking that question and
clarifying that, because that is really what
guides us and has been guiding us in how we )
dFafted and how we organized this Monument. So
that is why it was established, which makes it so
important to think about how we coordinate all the
different values.

MS. WENSTROM: I wanted to addréss
something that Monica brought up about why aren't
we looking at some of this in more detail now.
I'm just going to answer what I believe that
answer is for the Forest Service. Then if Connell
or somebody from the BLM wants to add to it from

their standpoint, they can.
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One of the things that happens when you
have multiple planning efforts is if people like
the result, then they want it to be done the first
time. But if they don't like the :esult,‘you get
to invent it again and again and again.

We really don't Qant to revisit the same
decisions. We're trying to make sound decisions
wé;h good input and only put people through the
pain and agony one time.

1 realize this being the first plan would
be the best time to do it and get it addressed
right up froent. )

The reason for 'us, what we wanted to do
with the land management plan with a lot of these.
things, when we start analyzing what we'll be
looking aé, we're trying ;6 make standsrds. In
fact, we have standards in our current plan that
are things we live by.

For example, standards for grazing. They
might be standards related to how we address T&E
species. So we can actually do a L:tter job of
analysis if we're going to be changing those
standards.

We want those standards to be consistent

so we don‘t have different standards applied in .
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different locations. S$o actually, we think it's a
more well thought-out decision with all the parts
in place if weldo it for the plan.

I appreciate your concern in wanting it
to be addressed early, but part of the reason is
because we think-it’'s a more (inaudible).

You had a question? ‘

MS. O'NEILL: I do. I still don‘t
understand why, for instance, grazing rights are
not addressed in the plan. I just don't
understand that.

MS. WENSTROM: Why they’re not addressed
in the Monumeﬁt plan?

MS. O'NEILL; Yeah.

MS. WENSTROM: There are standards that
we would apply to all grazing allotments. It's
kind of the same issue. We'll be looking at that
in the forest plan. We wiil be specifically
looking at the Monument as an individual unit in
the forest plan as well.

So we want to clarify what type of
standarﬁs we're going to have for all grazing
before we make decisions on whether grazing in any
one location is appropriate. So we are in the

process of looking at it now. We clearly doh't
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want to do it multiple times and keep revisiting
the same decision.

So that's the reason. I understand that
evéryone may not agree with that, but I wanted to
explain it to you.

MS. DUNNING: 1I'd like to add to that as
well just to give a complete picture. The term
“punting" in this case for the BIM side of
‘things, we've got all these different agencies
that manage land.

For the BLM side of things, the BILM had
begun a planning process addressing the land prior
to the Monument evening.been designated. It
existéd under it's own area called the Califorhia
Desert Conservation Area.

We made decisions regarding grazing
across the entire desert and in areas including
the Monument. There don't happen to be any
grazing allotments in the plan for the Monument
but we addressed that planning pgocess, which
finished in December of 2002.

So when they designated the Monument, it
required that we had a plan. There was already
these other plans in the works. We realize it

makes it very difficult for the public, very
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confusing. That's what we've been dealing with.

So the Forest Service has undergoing
these lands use plans, and the BLM is undergoing
the same things. -The Monument really gives us an
opportunity of how can we better coordinate
between these different agencies who are very
different to continue to manage things according
to different budgets as we start to move
together.

So this first plan really provides a
bridge between these different plans that are
already going on.r So we're certainly not punting
the issues from the BLM. We just made a decision
in December 2002 for the BLM. And the Forest
Service is going to come to a decision in —-

MS. WENSTROM: Our draft plan will be out
it's looking like early fall.

MS. DUNNING: -- early fall. So it's a
matter of months from when the Monument plan is
coming out.

MS. O'NEILL: .Just one comment. ' Why has
the Monument taken place? What's going to be
different about the Monument? I think that some

of us hoped that there would be more protection in

the Monument plan so that any grazing areas that
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fell under that Monument plan would be, you know,
looked at agaiﬁ.

MS. WENSTROM: Let me address that
specifically for grazing, because the Monument
legislation said that nothing in the legislation
would affect the grazing law.

So within the legislation, we will be
looking at other issues like species conflicts
with grazing, which is one of the big issues. And
we'll be doing that in the context of our land
management plan.

But the legislation found specifically
there were not going to be decisions on changes as

a result of a Monument designation, because that's

‘one the legislation makes.

MS. DUNNING: - What yéu have long-term is
that legislation. It's law. So the Forest
Service and BLM have to comply with the law. The
establishment and the purposes of that law,
whether it's called the Monument plan or called
the Forest Service plan or called the BLM plan, we
will be achieving thése objectives set forward for
the Monument. So we have that law to guide us.

MS. WENSTROM: Let me get Monica';
questions. Then I want a clarification of
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something.

MS. BOND: So I hear what you're saying
about the grazing issue.or the T¢E species, you
want consistent management. That's entirely

understandable. But wilderness is actually a

different issue because, correct me if I'm wrong,

it doesn't take a land resource management plan to
designate wilderness. That would be independent.
It doesn't have to be in this process.

Let's say that this Monument was

designated five years ago, and the Forest Service

and BLM weren‘t providing these plans. You should

still be able to designate a wilderness area. I'm
just Kind of wondering why that one wasn't done.
MS. WENSTROM: Let me clarify.

Wilderness actually can be designated by
congress. Right now there are two concurreﬁt
processes going on. One is legislation, and that
is independent of the Forest Service and BLM
planning processes.

The other is as part o§ the plan, we are
looking at wilderness designations as part of
that. I guess we could have -- I think it comes
from not wanting to make the decisions twice.

Plus the analysis that goes with that to do the
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technical analysis, we're doing that with the
planning process. I appreciate the concern very
much.

One other clarification. The existing
wilderness, that legislation already remains in
effect. That is unchanged.

So let me get a clarification on
something. One of you said something about feral
dogs. I th;ught I heard Connell mention that that
was in there. so I want her to let you know where
that's addreésed 50 you can look for that and make
any comments that you might want to.

M5. DUNNING: Feral dogs are addressed on
page -~ I should have this memorized.

MS. WENSTROM: I'm not asking you to Jump
up and say something now. I want to make sure you
know where to look so you can check it out.

MS. DUNNING: Yeah. On page ES-27,
there's an action proposed, "BLM and Forest

Service would establish a protocol

in cooperation with Riverside County

and cities of the Coachella Valley

to address feral and uncontrolled

domestic animals. Manégement 6; pets

would be consistent with the pending
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trails management plan."

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. So what that means
is we haven't really set up a pzot;col as of this
point.

MS. DUNNING: Right. We stated that we
will work with the county as part of our
implementationuof this plan starting immediately
as to what that is going to be.

MS. WENSTROM: So we're not there yet.
MR. WELLMAN: I hope you have bettér luck
with them than I have.

I have a question.

MS. EDWARDS: Okay.

The term was used “to preserve." Is there a
definition of what “preserve" means?

MS. DUNNING: I think we used the term.
I don't think it's in our glossary. That's a good
point. We can put it in our glossary and define
that.

MS. EDWARDS: You might compare and
contrast that to "preserve and protect."

M5. DUNNING: Yeah.  That's a good
comment. In terms of preserving, we want to
mainéain what is currently there in balance.

MS. EDWARDS: And then énother comment

would be made is to establish the baseline, What

42

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.

23

Appendices M
93

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

is it that you are trying to preserve in the
baseline?

MS. DUNNING: Preserving conditions,
something that you see now. What are the future
desired conditions.

MS. EDWARDS: I haven't read the plan.
I'm just looking at what's going to be achieved in
terms oé the land.

MS. DUNNING: Certainly the existing uses
are of imﬁoztance to a number of people; those who

frame the legislation. There's currently

recreation. People want to continue to have
recreation. So in terms of preserving that in the
current status, I think -- what was the comment

that somebody made? I think it was keeping -- no
net loss.

MR. PEABODY: No net loss.

-MS. DUNNING: No net loss. So preserving
what*s there, maintaining what's there.

MS. WENSTROM: I want to add to that a
liktle bit. When you look at what uas‘thé
intention of the law, because we didn't write it,
you have to look ét what was the intention of the

entire congress that passed it.

So one of the things that I have seen
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done before is to go back, you know, to the
discussion that happened in congress around the
law, and yoﬁ'cén see if there's anything in the:e
that sheds light on what their intent was.

That's normally what the lawyers do. I
would hesitate for us to answer as to what it
means.

MS. DUNNING: Yeah. There'; certainly a
huge, huge role for us to establish what's out
there right now. We don't even have really good
baseline data.

I'm using thg term "baseline™ as to what
is happening right now as opposed to what was
happening 10 years ago as opposed to what is going
to happen 10 years from now.

We might not have data from 10 years ago,
but we can stdrt right now and start monitoripg,
start figuring out what's there to establish at
the point the Monument was designated, this is
what it looked like. A snapshot in time almost.
So that's really one of the goals of this plan,, to
£ill in the holes.

MS. WENSTROM: Any questions? Yeah.

MS. VELEZ: ' I have a comment. I don't
h;ve a question. In terms of your reviewing that
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mission statement, for lack of a better term, and
kind of using the term "balancing" a lot and
specifically balancing relative to recreational
use, because that is basically a controversial
issue, I just would say that my impression from
hearing the purpose of the establishment certainly
weighed very heavily on the natural resources that
were being sought to be preserved.

And there were three words at the end,
“and recreate within," that almost implies within
Fhe context of this rare and important natural
resource finding appropriate ways to recreate
within that. So I just kind of want to make that
as my impression from what I‘m hearing.

And then a second one was just a factual
question. I'm curious why you all chose -- and I
have no axe to grind here. 1It's not a rhetorical
question ~- why you all chose to recommend not
continuing the adventure pass. That's one
differentiation of the plan. I was curious. What
was your tﬁinking?

MS. WENSTROM: Do you want me to address
that? Laurie, do you want to address it?

MS. ROSENTHAL: One thing we were trying
to do was provide some consistency. e wan£ to
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make this as seamless as possible. I don't think
people really care wﬁether they're on BLM land or
state land or Forest land. They care if they're
on private land.

The 'point is that it gets very confusing
for somebody oh, this is the Forest part of the
Mobument. This is the BLM part. So since BLM
doesn't have the adventure éass, it was one way of
doing the ccnsistency aspect so it didn't confuse
people.

Do you waht to add anything?

MS. WENSTROM: No.

MS. VELEZ: Is the plan to retain the
adventure pass on Forest Service lands, though?

MS. ROSENTHAL: Yes.

MS. VELEZ: So there still would be a
differentiation?

MS. ROSENTHAL: Not in the Monument.

MS. WENSTROM: We had to maké a choice
between being consistent across all Forest Service
lands and being consistent within the Monument
boundaries.

Quite honestly, there's not a lot of
parking within the Monument boundaries anyway.

And it doesn't make a lot of difference because of
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that, because most parking is actually outside of
the Monument boundaries itself.

So the forest supervisor opted for
consistency within the Monument boundaries for
those visitors. It doesn't reflect the need ror
fhnding. Those kinds of things hQVen't changed.
We're not seeing big bunches of money coming in.

Other questions? Yes.

MS. MEYER: Are th;re any plans in the
works for more turnouts along Highway 74 for
interpretive educational type things?

MS. WENSTROM: Connell is more familiar
with the plan than I am because I've been working
on the forest plan. I'm going to let Connell
answer that question.

MS. DUNNING: I'm familiar with what
Caltrans has proposed for the next three years or
so. They plan pretty far in advance in terms of
funding and projécts;

Over the next few years they do have a

‘proposal to upgrade and I think add two new

turnouts and upgrade six. I'm going to have to
check the numbers. If You want to contact me --
MS. MEYER: Is that strictly to 'let some

cars go by or is that for interpretive plaques?
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MS. DUNNING: That's step one. They have
that plan. That's Caltrans. We need to work with
Caltrans to-do that. The next phase is working
with them to determine now that we have-those
turnouts, which are safe enough to have
interpretive things next to them.

So that's the next thing that we have to
do. They planned these turnouts before the
Monument was even designated. They plan pretty
far in advance.

Now we're kind of jumping in and saying,
"Okéy. Now that you're going to be managing
Highway 74 and it happens to go through a national
monument, we have a need. Our need is where are
there places for safe interpretive
opportunities?"

So that will take some time to feed into
their planning processes, but we will be talking
to Calé;ans to work together. We certainly
wouldn't pick a spot and just do it. We have to
work very closely with Caltrans to do that.

There is an interpretive plan that was
completed about a year ago. It's serving as a
baseline to help us kind of geé started on
interpreting.
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We have those availablg. If you want
one; I could mail one to you. I don't have copies
of those, but that was completed a year ago. So
we have that as a starting pcint. It has
potential areas for future interpretive places.

MS. VELEZ: Is there funding to support
that?

MS. DUNNING: We've requested funding,
yeah. BLM and Fb}est S;rVicé are both requesting
funding. Interpresation and getting public
information out is a huge void. No. Not a void.
We're doing it c;rrently.

But it's a huge need. And it will
continue to be a huge need, especially when the
Monument -~ in jt's first few years, we'll start
building up that program.

We have started -- there's a few fliers
in the back -- interpretive things, basically the
Visitors Center and throughout ghe Monument. So
we're slowly building our interpretive program.

MS. WENSTROM: The interpretive part of
it is part of the Forest plan too. We've had lots
and lots of comments from the public about people
wanting to see more emphasis on that. I‘m

surprised how so many different people still want
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to see more of that. So yeah.

MR. CLAYTEN: You said earlier, when you
first started regarding to recreational shooting,
that half of the Monument is already closed
because of refuge.

Where specifically is the other half

that's not closed? For instance, regarding Black

. Mountain and Santa rosa Mountain, how much of that

is in’ the refuge or not in the refuge? You talked
about recreational shooting quite a bit.

. QS. DUNNING: This is the plan. It's
Figure 7. This is a zea; huge version of Figure 7
in the back of the plan. Currently there's a
state game refuge that encompasses a large portion
of the San Jacinto wilderness.

Theré's also a state game refuge that
encompasses the Forest Service Santa Rosa
Wilderness Area and quite a bit of the BLM lands.

‘These are the areas I was referring to
th;t are currently off limits to recreational
shooting. .

MR. CLAYTEN: This is the refuge, but
where is the road?

MS. DUNNING: Black Mountain, the right

side here, right up here. Those are outside of
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the refuge.

MR. CLAYTEN: Those areas and down at the
bottom of the hill is where it is. In here, too,
we talked about shooting out of these areas.

MS. DUNNING: Right. So what we would be
proposing to do in this plan is look for areas
outside of the Monument boundary that we can
direct people. Whether it's this area here, or we
need to work with our recreational shooting folks
to help us find areas outside of the Monument that
we can direct people.

So we're proposing that in those areas
outside of the state game refuges that there not
be recreational shooting.

MR. CLAYTEN: This is the first time I've
seen it, so I'll make a comment.

MS. DUNNING: Gobd. This is the first
time that a lot of people have seen it. That's
why we have until June 19th to take a look at
that.

MR. CLAYTEN: Has there betn a proposal
to have shooting areas outside of the Monumeﬁt?

MS. DUNNING: Currently they're all
over. Recreational shooting is.alléwable outside

of the Monument. So currently the proposal
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wouldn't be to -~ currently reqzeational shooting
is allowed on all BLM lands outside of the
Monument. That's the currene existing plan. So
that will contiﬁue to occur

If there is a need for specific locations
to shoot, that we haven't established. So if
there's a need from the community to do that, we
can look into that outside of this planning .
process.

MR. CLAYTEN: Okay. Because there's
areas up there on Blank Mountain that I know of
and Santa Rosa, you know, whers people who go
camping want to do some reczeacioﬁal shooting
while they're up there.

MS. WENSTROM: I think a lot of what
you're talking about is not in the Monument.

. MS. DUNNING: X think it's outside.

M5. WENSTROM: When you're talking about
Black Mountain, it's pretty much on this side of
the Monument. We may have to get a different map
for you.

MR. CLAYTEN: 1'd like to see the
specific line.

MS. DUNNING: We can bring that out.

MS. WENSTROM: Can we kind of like do
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that during the break so we don't hold the wholg
room up with the discussion?

MR. CLAYTEN: Sur;.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. You had a question
here? .

AUbIENCE MEMBER: Connell keeps using thé
phrase "recreational shooting" as if to imply
hunting.

MS. DUNNING: It does not. Hunting will
continue to occur everywhere it is now allowed
according to Fish & Game.

AUDIENCE ﬁEMBER: Is this gentleman aware
that there's a significant difference between
hunting and recreational shooting?

MR. CLAYTEN: Absolutely.

MS. WENSTROM: I'm sure he is.
“Recreational target shooting" would probably be
a more complete term that would help us establish
the difference that you're talking about.

Any other gquestions? You guys are making
this real easy. Anyone else that would like to
speak? We'll be around for awhile if you want to
talk one on one with anybody.

MS. DUNNING: Remembgr, June 19th is ‘the

date to get comments to us regarding the draft
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plan specifically.
(Off the record.)
{The meeting concluded at 7:20 p.m.)

-o0o-
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REPORTER"S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE )

I, SONJA CHAPMAN, a certified shorthand
reporter within and for the state of California do
hereby certify that the foregoing 54 pages
comprise a full, true, and correct transcripqion
of the proceedings that were taken before me at
the time and place therein set forth.

Dated this 1st day of May, 2003.

Qg A

Sonja Chapman, CSR #12504
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CONNELL DUNNING, National Monument, (Bureau of
Land Management/Forest Service)

JIM FOOTE, Bureau of Land Management

DANELLA GEORGE, Bureau of Land Management

JIM KENNA, Bureau of Land Management

RACHELiE HUDDLESTON-LORTON, Bufeau of Land Mgmt
LAURIE ROSENTHAL, Forest Service, San Jacinto
District of the San Bernardino National Forest -
District Ranger

RUTH WENSTROK, Forest Service, San Bernardino
National Forest v
KATE KRAMER, Forest Service.

JERALD FRATES, California State-Parks

TRACY LEIGLER, Interpretive and Outreach program

2

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.




Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

1 ‘ INDEX l 1 PINYON, CALIFORNIA; THURSDAY, APRIL 24, 2003
2 2 | . 6:30 P.M.
3 3 -000-
4 | TOPIC PAGE' T4
5 |. . i 5 MS. WENSTROM: There was some
6 [ Introduction 4 : 6 | miscommunication about the”time. S50 we’re getting
7 7 | the feeling that most people thought it started at
s | praft Management Plar §§erview 9 8 | 6:30. So we kind of held off.
9 9 With that, Danella, would you like to
10 | Public Comments ) 30 10 | kick this off?
11 ] ) : 11 MS. GEORGE: Ruth Watling wants to say
12 | Public Questions 63 ' _ 12 | something.
13 ' 13 Mé; WENSTROM: Okay.
14- Meeting> adjourned 113 14 MS. WATLING: Welcome to the Santa Rosa
15 ' 15 and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument Dréft
16 16 Managément Plan Meeting. And even more thah
17 : . . 17 wélcome --
18 18 AUDIENCE MEMBER: Could you maybe
19 19 | introduce yourself?
20 ‘ ) : 20 MS: WATLING: My name is Ruth Watling.
21 ‘ ‘ 21 {I'm on the Pinyon Community Council. I‘'m the
22 S22 Pinyoh representative to the Santa Rosa National
23 23 | Monument Advisory Committee.
C24 A . . — 24 More than welcome, a strdﬁq thank you to
25 25 | every person_in this room who has héd inpuf into
3 ‘ 4

GILLESPIE REPORTING &. DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT,”INC.”_V_

Appendices M
101



Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

-the plan.

It’s really important that this plan
has come together with everyone having a say so.
This evening has been organized to

provide the opportunity for public review.

Tonight the Forest Service and BLM staff will

present the plan to ensure that each individual

concern has been considered and included.

Danella, where did you go?

MS. GEORGE: I‘m right here. I‘m right

here. Give me a hug.

I'm Danella George. I‘’m the National
Monument manager -- Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument manager. We are

pleased that you are dll here tonight. We’re

pleased that you have participated throughout this
process to get to a draft National Monument plan.

We have had quite a few meetings here. I know

Connell and.Ruth have worked with you all
extensiveiy. .

I wanted to introduce a few folks
tonight. Some real general ground rules. - Connell
will go into them into greater detail'along>with
Ruth Wenstrom. l

But first with the introductions, we have
our ranger for Mt. Sap.Jacinfo Ranéef'DistriCt;

5
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Laurie Rosenthal.
We have the new botanist for the ranger
We ‘have

district, Kate Kramer.

Rachelle Huddleston-Lorton, who is a biclogist
with thé Bureau of Land Management énd is an
expert in Peninsula Ranges bighorn sheep.

of gourse, we have Connell Dunning, our
community planner. We have Tracy Leigler, who is
the:joint Forest Service/BLM interpretive outreach
specialist.

We have the Monument Advisory Committee
Who am I missing?

chair here, Mr. Ed Kibbey.

Jim Foote, the'recreation planner for the

Bureau of Land Management, and he participated a

great deal in this plan.

We have Mr. Jim Kenna, who is the fiela
manager for the Bureau of Land Managemeﬁt, Palm
Spfings/South.Coast Field office. Jim is here to
show his suppért of the Nationél Monument. He
kind of feels like he gave birth to this as well.

Duringrthe question—and—anéWEr period, if
we get to a place-where folks have sone questibﬁ;.“
about the future trails plan, we’re going to defir
those.over to Jim Kenna, because he’s workipﬁ.éhgxf-
planning'procéss. Aﬁd.then we have

6
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Ruth Wenstrom.

I just want to say you folks.are very
lucky to have Ruth Watling on the Monument
Advisory Committee. Ruth has contributed many
Saturdays -~ lots of Saturdays to the Advi;ory
Committee meetings. She’s also been a memﬁer of
several of the working groups, which folks are
always welcome to come to those.

We have the meetings placed on our Web
page so folks know about them, the work groups as
well as the committee meetings. So she’s been a
really a@eéome member of the committee. We thank
you, Ruth.

MS. WATLING: Thank you, Danella.

MS. GEORGE: Tonight I just want to let
you Know we havé a couft repofter during this
process. This is a little bit more formal than
the prior workshops that Ruth and Connell ‘have
conducted.

Sonja is our court reporter. What we’re
going to ask, folks, when we get to that public

comment period, Q-and-A period, séveral things.

Oné, we‘re going to ask you to raise your hand so
that somebody can pick you.
We‘re going to ask you to then coéme up

7
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this plan.

comments.

here where I’m standing, say your name, spell it

out so that Sonja can hear you. That’s the one
thing that'we'ask of you all.

So I thank you,_aﬁd I’m'going to hand
this over to Connell and to Ruth. .

MS. DUNNING: Okay. So tonight’s meetin§
ié going to be structured such that I‘m going to
give a short presentation.. I‘m going to say .
"short" because I’m not here to speak tonight.
We’re here to hear you guys talk.

So the goal of what I‘m going to talk
about is how to kind of break down this plan.
It’s kind of weighty. We hope you guys use it as
paperweights.

‘ But more so, what we’re going-to do ié
kind of guide you through and how to pick out
pieces of the plan and kind of how to digest it
into little pieces and to kind-of.direct you into
what’s the best way to-get your cSmments to us.
June 19th is th; end of the comment period for
We’ll talk more about that.
After that bfief presentation, we will
open up the ﬁeeting to a time for.publict
We have these public comment cards.
They are bublic speaker cards. There will be timéw

8
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for each speaker to talk for five minutes.

Following that, we’ll open to up to a
question-and-answer period following the time for
everyoné who wants to give a five-minute talk.

This really helps you structure your
comments so that we’re not wading through a
questién—and-answer session trying to characterize
what your comment is. It gives you a full five
minutes to just talk and geﬁ your comments out.

So I’m going to go ahead and start with
the presentation.

Did you have any comments?

MS. WENSTROM: ‘I just wanted to add to
some folks that I know you may have questions »
during the presentation. We may take a couple-of
brief qguestions for clarification only, but we
want to keép that short because we want to make
sure -- a lot of times you start asking questions,
and then it goes on and 6n and on and on.

We want to make sure we allow the time
for'you to talk. That’s why it_seems a littlg bit

backwards in terms of the order. We’re just going

to try to work with that as best we can. 'So—Wiﬁh'

that, let’s get started.

MS. DUNNING: Thank you. And the

9
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bathrooms, most of you know where the bathroonms

are. I didn‘t the first time I came and was kind
of wandering around for awhile. Out that back
door and around the corner, there are some
bathrooms.

And there’s a sign-in sheet. It’s a
green sign-in sheet. So if you didn‘t get a
chance, to sign it and you happen to leave early --
we know you won’t because you want to hear how
exciting everything is that Qe‘have to say. But
before you leave, be sure and sign in on that
green sign-in sheet.

MS. WENSTROM: If anybody wants to go
ahead and fill out -- if you know you want to
speak and you want to fill out a speaker card --
Jim, you’re not listening. If they raise their
hands, you’ll bring them a speaker card; right?

MS. DUNNING: Yes. Jim Foote will
deliver a speaker card to yoﬁ if you woﬁld like to_
speak.

MR. FOOTE: Is there anybody that would
like‘one?

MS. WENSTROM: You c¢an turn those in at
any time.v So if you hear something ahdidecidé.”
later on that you‘re going to want to speak,

10
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you’ll be able to do that.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: One quick question. At
one Pinyon meeting we pledged allegiance to the
flag.
MS. There’s a little

WENSTROM: Okay.

oﬁe up here. We can do that.
(Off the recérd.)
MS. DUNNING: I feel so inspired now. So
just a brief summary of how we got here. We were
here almost exactly a year ago today, starting out
getting scoping comments and just kind of opening
up to figure out what yéu guys were interested in
terms 6f the federal lands, estéblishing a
Monument and how to manage fhat.
You.helped us identify a bunch of

issues. We took all those issues, along with some

letters that we got, and we used those to create
our public draft plan, which is the document that
you‘re holding today and that we’re talking
about. ’

It’s open for a 9%90-day review period

until June 19th. We are going to take a;i the

-comments that we get regarding the confént}?%ha'

we’'re going to respond to those comments. And
hopefully with the comments'that we get, we’ll

11
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have a better plan.

That will be the "final" plan. I’m

putting "final" in guotes here because somebody
had a concern that that means it’s over and from

this point on, that’s all we’re ever going to do.

Actually, that plan can be amended through time.
The next phase using that plan is going

to be the implementation of what’s in that plan.

We’ll be coming back and having more meetings to

see_how we can use the community, how we can use
people that are interestéd to help us and how we
can help you as we manaée this Monument
long-term.

* The éerm'"adaptive»management" ‘is in
there in response to thap term being final. What
we;re doing over time is, as we manage and we
learn different things and we get different
information, we try to be flexible. And we can
change the plan over time.

So the word "final," whoever brought that
up before, it allows us teo get it out and have a
document to be working off of.

So the Monument was established to
protect and preserve the biological, c&ltural,

recreational, ‘geological, educational, scientific,

12
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and scenic values.
So we use that goal and those pﬁrposes in
I can direct

the establishment of the Monument.

you to the legislation. 1It’s Appendix A of this
document. So‘when you}re forming your comments,
it’s good to fead back and kind of see why it was
established.

So we use that to kind of help frame how
we structured the Monument plan. What we’ve tried
to do is address how we are‘protecting anag
preserv;ng cach of these different values. So
kind of keep that in the back of your head when
you’re reading through the plan.

] As most of you know, the Monument is
right here. The light green boundary is the
Monument boundary. We'do.have some small maps in

the back. It is a complex land ownership. The

green, Forest Service. The yeilow here is BLM.

The blue is state Parks and Flsh & Game, Agua

Callente land with the Santa Rosa Indian-

Reservatlon on the border here.

So theré’s quite a number of people that
we’ve been invoiving over the time of creating
this plén through interagency meetings.
to the public is adding to -~ getting public

13
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comments is 'also adding to getting the comments

from all these different land managers.

An important point to note when you’re
reading this plan is the ‘actions apply only to the
green and this light yellow here, only to the
Forest Service and the BLM lands, because BLM

signed the document, and Férest Service. We’re

comanaging ‘it.

Those acfi;ns apply only to federal
lands, but we worked closely with other land
ménaging entities to help write the plan.

Again, the Pinyon community here is not
within the bouhdaries of the Monument, even though
you‘re completely encompassed. So recognizing
that, we sometimes get guestions about that. So
this is not considered within the Monument
boundary right here.

So like I said, we started back in March
with our séﬁping meetings. We had the warkshops
here. We just published oﬁr draft plan with
comments due June 19th.

. The next thing that will happen is we
will put together a final plan. That will go
through a review period, and the next time” that
you’ll see.sometﬁing from us will be around

1a
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September. That’s when we will respond to yéur
comments and include each of your comments that we
get and how we respond to them in the final plan.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Will you come back here
again with the final plan?

MS. DUNNING: What we’ll do when it is --
when we come up with the next Qersion, what we’ll
do is we’ll have a series of meefings to figure
out how we Qant to involve tﬁe community in the
implementation.

There’s going to be a number of
strategies Qhere we propose a lot of volurnteers
and a lot of partnerships. So that next step will

be now that we have this document, how do you guys

want to be a part of it. So we will have a forum
for that.

Okay. So it‘s important to know wh;t is
in this plan. It‘’s a lot of coordination

strategies along with all thos: different
entities, all the different folks that nmanage land
witﬁin the Monument, how we’re goiné to
coordinate. .

There’s some spécific non-trail-rélatea.
recreation actions, because there’s a separate
tfails planning process going on rigut now. So
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when that separate trails planning process is
done, we és a Monument will be able to address
those through another recreation plan that will
kind of -- we‘’ll be able to come to you with
everytﬁing that’s been decided up to that point.

Education, outreach and psrtnerships is
focus. Tribal relationships, facilities.

What‘s not in the plan and what is also
in the legislation, things that were just
legislated and not things we’re making decisions
on, are route designations. BLM to&k care of in
their previous plan. So we’re just pulling that
information forward.

‘ Wild horse and burro, special
designations -- special land use designations for
the Forest Service and the BLM. Land health
standards and air quality management, ho% we're
going to do thoée things.

The Monument is withérawn from mining

outside of those existing wmining claims. That’s

in the legislation. Vehicles have to stay on
designated routes. That was something that the
legislation'stated. And grazing is being takgﬁ“

care .of fhrough the Forest Service and the BLM

outside of the Monument plan.

16 .T
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.comments.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Will there be a
situation where there will be a debate on the
issues that haven’t been finalized?

MS. DUNNING: I think the question that
was asked was is there going to be a debate over
anything that hasn’t been finalized. At this
point, we have come forward with some proposed
actions. The way that we get comnments is.verbally
in this setting and written comments. It’s not a
debate forum.

What we do is we respond via writing. In
the final version, we will respond to the comments
that we get. So you’ll be able to see how-we
respond to that.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Okay. The only thing I
was getting atlis the final decision, as long as
everyone agrees on it on both sides, will.ﬁhéré be
a debate? We don’t want to be in the middle of
arbit}ation on something that’s gcingrto affect
Go ahead. I‘m done.

all of us. I‘m sorry.

MS. DUNNING: oOkay. At the end of this,

as I said, there’s going to be a

question-and-answer periogd. So let me finiéh:
this, and then we’ll have the five-minute
"Let’s get back to that. I want to make

.1
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sure that evérybody understands kind of what the
processes are here.
Thank you.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: All right.

MS. DUNNING: Okay. Thanks. So the plan

is structured -- at the beginning there’s an

Executive Summary. We brought these here today.

These are a nice, easy-to-read version of the

Executive Summary, the plan.

'Chapter 1 is an introduction to how we
got to where we are in the plan, the relatiohships
to other planning processes, and kind of the
criteria behind what is in the plan; It lists ouf
what the legislation requires and that kind of
thing. »

Chapter 2 is where you‘re going to find
our response to what you brought forward in terms
of your comments and your suggestions of what
you’a like to see in the plan. .A lot of it is
going to be in Chapter 2 where we propose our
actions. That’s a good place to look and see how
we responded to your interests.

Chapter 3 explains the existing
management, what are BLM and F&rest Service
currently doing. And if you don’t seeé something

that you proposed and that you’re interesteéd in in’

i8
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Chapter 2, we explained it in Chapter 3 because
we’re not proposing changing it’

. So if you had an interest in a certain
area and don‘t see an action in that area,_lookrat
Chapter 3 because it’s probably in there, and
we’re not proposing cﬁanging the existing
management.

Chapter 4, we looked at our proposed
actions in Chapter 2 and determined how are they
impacting our existing management. That helps us
to make a decision on what’s a proposed -action and
what we can méke a decision on. So this' impact
analysis is very important. It kind of lays out
what all the impacts are. 7

Chapter 5 is a summary of how we

coordinated with different groups that we worked
with, who helped prepare the plan, how we
consulted with different interest groups. It’s

followed by some figures, a glossary, references,

and a number of appendices to help support the
plan.
The rest of this evening, I’m going to

focus on Chapter 2 and help you kind of wade

our

through that, because that’s where ve rieed
comments on how you feel about these‘deéisiohs

T19
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that we’re proposing. We’re not changing anything

in the others, but these help provide background.

So as the legislation stated that it was
going to protect -- or that we are Eo protect and
preserve these values, these are the same order
that the decisions are laid out in Chapter 2.
Biological, cultural, recreational, geological,
educational, scientific, followed by a number of
areas where through scéping, there-was an interest
in us addressing different issues -- visitation,
facilities, access, and uses.

‘ So this.is the plan in a nutshell of
Chapter 2, our proposed decisions, with each of
these different areas being an interest area.

So what I'm going to do is go through a
couble of exahples of how it’s laid out in the
Executive Summary so you can understand how we got
there.

If you could turn to page ES$-14, ES-14 is
the first summary of a proposed action. It says
across the top there "Preferred biological
resources habitat mapagemené, management of

noxious, non-native and evasive plant species.®

You can see that there’s an

Alternative A, B and C column. In this case wg, |

.%Q-
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have one action that we’re proposin§ as opposed to
a suite of three to choose from. This is our one
action. We’re proposing either we’re going tq
have a weed control program or we‘re not.

Alternative D, no action, that means
existing management. So all throughout here, if
you read‘what Alternative D is, that’s what is the
current management. Sc we would propose not to
change it if we chose Alternative D.

So you can see there to manage and
control the spread of non-native, noxious weeds,
we have listed a suite of actions here. So these
are the actions, the kinds of things we need youg
input on as to did we adequately address your
concerns here regarding non-native species and
unwanted plants.

So that’s the first one on vegetation and
management. If you turn to the next page, ES-15;
the second proposed action there is "Biological
resources management of special status sﬁecies;“

S50 these four bullets, this is how we’re
proposing to manage special stafus species,

threatened and endangered and enlisted species.

That’s followed by a monitoring action.

Okay. I‘m going to jump auead here. I

21
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prohibited within bighorn sheep habitat.

want you to look and see an example of an action
where we héve three separate alternatives.

On page ES-22, we have a suite of actions
here. Alternaﬁive A through C, with Alternative C
being the most intensive management, hang gliding
would not be allowed in the Monument.

Alternative B, hang gliding would be
And

Alternative A, it wouldn’‘t be prohibited, but

there would be a certain direction we have to

take. Our preferred action here is
Alternative B.

So as you go through here, look to see
where it says "preferred plan." Then you know
that’s what we’re proposing is going to be the
plan.

So does everyone understand we have
either a suite of three to chooselfrom, or we have

either/or? We’re either going to do it or we‘re

not.

CEAIRMAN KIBBEY: Connell, is the shaded
area the preferreg?

MS. DUNNING: It is. The shadgd'area is

the preferred. If you look im the big plan, the
-nading didn’t come out very well, but it still

22
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says "preferred plan".in front of it. So be sure

and look for the words "preferred plan," and then

you’ll know what the preferred is.

I'm on page ES-16 now. What I’m going to

"do is run through what we’ve addressed, and you

can follow along‘in here. We proposed to research

and inventory cultural resources. We proposed an
existing assessment of what’s out there so we can
improve our knowledge of what cultural résources
we have.

Protection and preée;vation. We proposeéed
a collection policy and ways that we can preserve
cultural resources long-term.

Methods for interpretation about cultural
resources, ways to include fribes, volunteers
iﬁteresfed parties in doing so with a site
stewardship program.

A management plén. Taking what we have
as a start here, and then having a document
long-term that we can add to as to how. we manage
cultural resources long-term.

~In recreafion, specifically, limiting
hang gliding, we just went over that actiéhl
We’re also proposing no paintball.

Does everybody know what paintball is?
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AUDIENCE MEMBER: That’s a good idea. No

paint ball.
Good idea. That’s a

MS. DUNNING: Okay.

comment. "Good idea. ©No paint ball." oOkay. The
third action we’re proposing is Pacific Crest
Trail, a management corridor to better coordinate
with any time there’s a budget going on in that
trail.

We propose no recreational shooting
within the Monument. That applies to those areas
outside of the state game refuges where there
already isn’t shooting allowed.

We’re proposing that peﬁs, when they’re
in the Monument, be on leashes.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: Cats too?

MS. DUNNING: Cats as well. Any pet in
the Monument needs to be'on a leash.

'AUDIENCE MEMBER: ITt’s a little hard to
control that. We live within the Monument.
MS. DUNNING: That would be hard to

contrel, yeah. Specifically on trails and places

where pets are. This applies only to federal
lands, remembef. So obviously; we’re not géihg.fo
tell you that if you live within the Monument, you

need to keep your pet on a leash all the time.

24
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This is only when you‘re on federal lands within
the Monument.

We’ve proposed a method for dealing with
fer31 anim;ls. We propose that there be no
Adventure Pass regquired within the boundaries of
the Monument.

We propose a strategic recreation plan.
As I mentioned, there’s a trails plan that’s
currentiy being developed with a. number of
individuals, a number of groups and cities in the
county. After tﬁat is completed, we’re going to
initiate a strategic recreation plan only for the
Monument.

We proposed inventory for geological

resources so we can have a better understanding of

what’s there. Outreach about geological
resources, additional protection measures for
those sensitive geological resources that are
there.

So where are we now?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Page 30.

MS. DUNNING: ES-30. Good. .Who said

that? Somebody gets a prize for following aiohg;

Okay. So education resources, how we are going to

get public information out. We heard a lot of

25
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that up here. "I don’t Kknow whe;e the Monument
is. There’s not enough signs.n"

We’re proposing how to get signs out.
That was one of the biggést comments we got from a
number of people ~- better signage. If we’re
going to propose certain restrictions or areas
that are open Sr closed, we need to have signs.

Education and outreach program. Again,
just the fact that there is a Monument. A lot of
people don’t know that. So we’ve proposed ways to
help get the message out.

To protect scientific resources, we
propose permits for research fhat would be éhared
between the Forest Service and the BLM that we can
add toward our information database regarding what
we‘’ve developed so far for the Monument.

This was a big concern. Access. Why
have a Monument if you can’t even get there? Sso
we'’ve proposed some ways to work with security
access and ways to work with the city and
conservatioﬁ.easements.'

Private prqperty rights and private
property issues wvere certainly something that we
heard when we came up here last year and alsq at
the other public meetings.
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We need to work long-term to build our
private property and federal relationship so that
there’s a lot of feedback back and forth between
what’s going on and how it’s going to impact
private land owners.

We proposed criteria for future
facilities in the Monument. Highway 74 Qas.a big
concern. We do need to work with Caltrans. So
following this Monument plan, wé propose to
develop an agreement with Caltrans where we can
identify how we will work long-term and continue
to talk back and forth regarding the needs of
Highway 74.

Monitoring visitors. How are we going to
know long-term how many people aré out there. We
proposed a method for that.

-Search and ‘rescue and law enforcement,

Zo that’s an element of

certainly a big concern.

the plan

that’s important.
We proposed an interagency fire plan so
that all the erntities.who manage fire will comne

together no matter where a fire is, and all will
act accordingly the samé way. So that’s a big

need that we propose happen following this plan.

We proposed a soil.survey and watershed

27
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assessmgnt to protect water resources. And

there’s some guidance for land acquisition for
willing sellers aﬁd how we go about doing that.
: So that’s it.

Okay. You‘re all ready to

comment; right? oOkay. So understanding that it’s
quite a bit to read, going through this Executive
Summary is a really great way. Then -it’s
imporfant to go back to the big document and find
in Chapter 2 where that information is and read
that.

One thing to mention is how té.comment.
We accept written comments mailed to us or faxed
Somebody asked me at

comments, e-mailed comments.

the last meeting, "What is a comment? What do you
consider a comment?"

We respond to comments that are
substantive, that have reference to content.
Certainly, responding with grammatical errors is

great, because then we can fix them. S0 that’s

good. But think about the content and think about
how we addressed your concerns when you’‘re writing
your comment letters.
So June 19th. Have I said it 10 times
yet? I told John I was going to say that io tiﬁés

tonight. S0 June 19th is the last time weé can get
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the comments in.

There’s another meeting next Tuesday in
Palm.Desert. We’ll_be taking verbal comments.
That meeting will be from 6:00 to 8:30 at the
Palm Desérf city Hall.

After June 19th, we’ll be compiling and
responding to comments and making the final plan a
better plan. And you’ll see that in September.
That’s the next time that you’ll see something.

Does everybody who signed in today want a
final plan mailed? 1Is there anybody who doesn’t

want a plan mailed directly to them? Okay. So be

sure and sign in. If you sign in, we’ll make sure
you get a.plan directly and you won’t have to wait
and get one. So if you sign in on that green
sheet, we’ll have one mailed directly to you.

Okay. So at this point we’re going to
open up the five-minute comment period. Again,
after this five-minute commgnt period, we’ll have
a time for questions and answers. So if you can
hold youf questions until that time.

Go ahead.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Great. Okay. Let
me talk real briefly about how this is going to
work. I’m going to call you up fron thé yellow

29 °
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.talk,

speaker cards you turned in. So if any of YOu

came in late and want to speak, please get a card
from the back and give it to Jim Foofe, and he’1ll
get them up here to me and we‘ll call on you.

If you want to make comments but don’t

‘x¥eally like getting up in front of everybody to

you’'re welcome to write them out on a piece
of paper or the back of the card and say, "I don‘t

want to speak, but here’s my comment™ or anything
like that and turn them in.

They all count the sanme. They.wiil go
into the record here with the court reporter, bhut
if you write them, we treat them the same.
Different people like to do it differént ways.

Also, if you make your commehts and then
you go home and you go throuéh the document and
you find more things you wished you commented on
becauge you didn’t know it was in éhere, feel free
to write again. .

You‘re noé limited to commenting only the
one time. Send a letter or come nekt Tuesday to
Palm Desertvif you still want to.get up in frornt
of QS some more, and we’ll be glad to get ibﬁfﬁ.yu
comments, We want your comments. ' o

I want to tell you real briefly, Connéll

30
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is going to be taking notes on this flip chart.
That’s for our use to start kind of digesting what
we heard before we get the official version back
from the court reporter. So don’t panic.
Okay. The wéy this is going to work is
I'm going to call the first person up. We’re
goinq to ask you to state your name for the record
and spell it for the court reporter. Then you
have five minutes. We‘re going to time yéu. If
you run out of t;me, we’ll politely call time.
You can finish your sehténce and that sort of
thing.

It depend; oh you if you use your whole
five minutes or not. If we havé time at the end
and somebody got cut.off, we can maybe allow more
time or if somebody needs more than the five
minutes. The idea is to give as many peoble as
possible equal time and plenty of time to share
their comments.

With tﬁat I want to just get st;rted.
Michael Watling.

My name is Michaelﬁﬁétlihg,

MR. WATLING:

W-a~t-l-i-n-g. TI‘’ve livéd in this neighbdrhoﬁd

for almost 30 years. I‘ve been involved in this -

.process since the very first meeting when it was

31.
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‘let’s see how much.

called something four or five names ago.

The reason I got involved in it was
because 1 talked it over with-myself, and I said
this neighborhood is -going to change. I wish it
wouldn’t. I wish it would always be the séme as
it is today, bpt it isn‘t.

It’s 120 miles from the second largest
city in the United States and the next development
area, and it‘s going to change. So I got involved
in this process to try fo make that not happen.

I‘’ve been glad about my involvement from
the beginning. I am now. It seems to me that the
way thingé are going right now is about what T
expected. It’s not the same as the good old days,
but it’s a hell of a lot better than a couple of
golf courses and 25,000 people in the Pinyon
Flats.

So I’m involved in it not because I want

things to change but becauée I don’t want things

'

to change. And I know they’re going to change, so

It looks to me like this is

working. That’s all.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you very much. Let

me clarify one thing. If anybody in the Forest
Service -- if you say something that we need

32
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clarification on or if you would like to respond
to this information or have a gquestion, please get
my attention and we may ask for some
clarification.

I just realized I forgot to say that. So
don’t be offehded if we ask you a quespion. It’s
intended to make sure that we understand your
comment.

Okay.

George Reeves.

MR. REEVES: My name is George Reeves,

R-e-e-v-e-s, My only comment after reading
through this, and I was on the Web site, I’m not a
hang gliding enthusiast. I'’ve never done it. But
I also do not think it should be limited.
Permits, yes. Andehether it lands in sheep
habiéat, you know, that’s the way the wiﬁds blow.
My question really along that line is
what is the maximum altitude that sheep normally

3,000 feet.

run to, Rachelle? I heard it was
MS. DUNNING: We can respond after.
MS. HUDDLESTON~LORTON: The critical

habitat line is désignated at 4,600 feet, Whéf?

Wwe expect to find them is closer to about 3,400
feet.
MR. REEVES: That‘s what I have been

33
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told.
That brings up my comment about closing

Dunn Road, because that i;vat the 4,000 foot

level.

Dunn Road is used by Desert Adventures and

several other commercial companies. Now, I don’t

see any reason why you can’t shut them down. But
I live on Dunn Road at the other end of it. If
you’re shutting down Dunn Road, that’s the end of
my street. So I don’t éee any reason to shut down
Dunn Road to us who live in that part of the
country. . -

I also agree with no shooting, no paint
balls and basically do not limit the recreational
aspecté that are nonhazardous tc the environment.

I don’t think hang gliding is. Thank you.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you very much.
Okay. Kate Reeves.
MRS. REEVES: I'don‘t have anything more

to say except I don’t understand the closing of
Dunn Road. We live on Dunn Road.
MS. WENSTROM: Is that all you want to
say? .
Uh-huh.

MRS. REEVES:

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Thank you, Kate.

Bud Wellman.

34

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.




Appendix M. Public Comment Letters

10

11

12

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

MR. WELLMAN: I didn’t know you had ny
card already.

MS. WENSTROM: Maybe this is from last
time. It is. Never mind. Did you want to talk?

MS. DUNNING: He’s holding it.

MS. WENSTROM: Did you want to talk since
I called you, Bud?

MR. WELLMAN: Yeah.

Bud Wellman. I think you‘ve got it from
last time.
I’ve got a question on the geological --

MS. DUNNING:

Bud, could you face this

way?

MS. WENSTROM: So she can hear you
better.

MR. WELLMAN: Now you got me all i
confused. -

MS. DUNNING: I'm sorry.

MR. WELLMAN: In the past we’ve had

several incidents where they ‘supposedly diad
scientific work like on the Southwest Willow Fly
Catcher.

Are we going to have a way of gefti;g
good science on anything that is put on the
endangered specieé list? This busines; of

35
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political science is what I call it, it’s nothing
more than politics to shut things down.

Can we have an outlet such as National
Academy of Science or somebody that can review
scientific reports if there’s some guestion of how
good it is?

Another thing, hang gliders was
mentioned.

Shooting. If it’s supposed to be a

multiple use, why can’t we include them some place

along the line? 1If it is multiple use, everyone
should have a chance to use the Monument. I guess
£hat’s enough yapping. Since you wanted my card,
you can have it.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you. Thanks, Bud.

Okay. Janice Christian.

MS. CHRISTIAN: My. name is
Janice Christian, C-h-r-i-s-t-i-a-n. This is king
of ©ld business, but it‘s something that hasn’t
been resolved vet. I’ve been locked out of ny

land on Dunn Road, 40 acres that T have up there,
I hag

for way over a year. received letters

saying that I would receive a key again.
I've had a key for Years and years to get
up there to my own place. And there’s thrée}f

solidly-locked gates now going up therefﬁhat I

360
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can’t get through. I don’t think that’s right.

I‘ve had it appraised by the BLM. They
wouldn‘t allow me to have my own appraiser. I had
to use a BLM appraiser. I was unhappy with the
low appraisal. So they did offer to buy it. I
can’t sell it to any outside sources. It was an
investment for me I_had hoped for my future.

I can’t sell it to outsidevsources with
I own half a mile

locked gates. 1It’s ridiculous.

of Dunn Road myself. I own the road and across it
on both sides. I haven’t had any satisfaction at
all.

’I realize that I can drive down toé the
BLM office and éet a key and sign it out aﬂd drive
back up and go up there, but I have to go back
down and sign the key back in again. That makes

it difficult for me to go to my place. So that’s

2ll I need to say. Thank you.-

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you very much,
Janice. 7

Okay. Nick Steffanoff. We don’t want
you to you trip on the cord, so go around, if you
would.

MR. STEFFANOFF: Okay. I’1l come up this
way. I‘m Nick Steffanoff, N-i-c-k
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S-t-e-f-f-a-n-o-f-f. I’ve been to several of

these meetings. I have reviewed the plan, and I
have sympathy for‘the work you’re doing here.
Been there, done that. It’s a tough job. I think
it’s kind of héaded in the right direction.

I have one kxind of generalized comment.

I have rev}ewed the Executive Summary, and I’m
wading my way through the thicker document. I do
have it on CD ROM, as a matter of fact. So
between them, I’'m getting back up to speed.
My general concern is probably one that
I‘ve heard here over and over, but is how the land
use element is going to play out in this.

It’s easy.enough to talk about saving
scenic values, cultural values,-fhe sheep, thg
five endangered animals and those things. But
after all is said aﬁd done and with the mix of
ownerships that you see and the staff of the BLM
and the Forest Service everybody is more than
aware of, I’'m a little concerned about the land
use element.

I'm going to assume that what'’s éoing to
happen is there’s going to bé probably sbéme *
inventories taken. And hopefully with'éémétsort

of centralized plan, there will be some way of
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getting even at the county-level how their land
use plan might be affected.

That;s a qpestioﬁ I’'m sure they’ll answer
later, if not tonight or in the draft élan, on
what is going to happen to the land use aspect of
it that has to do with tribal lands, private
property owners like myself and probably most of
yoq and then all the ones in between, which are
probably easier to deal with.

I tﬁink it comes down to what’s going to
happen to the private lands. I realize that the
act is written, and that we are commenting on the
plan, and the plan is not supposed .to affect
private lands.

Well,

we’ve heard that beforeée, and as you

say, yeah, it does. It sounds like rather than
let.it hang and be affected indirectly, if you
express it_mofe directly as to what should.

happen -- that’s what I would advocate, that it be
more clearl} expréssed as to wnat are those
impacts rather than what Janice was up here
talking about with the road being closed, that
kind of thing. . ‘

She’s been impacted apparently directly

by what’s going on. So if there was a plan to:
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going to be answered as it goes on.

start to deal with the .checkerboard pattern of

ownership and so forth, what does that really

mean?

The busines's about dogs in the National
Monument and the impact on sheep is a viable one.
But it doesn’t have much meaning if it’s confined
to federal lands and people have feral dogs
running over their individual properties.
Rivérside County has a leash law. There
needs to be some enforcement on that. I’11 shut
up. Thanks.
MS. WENSTROM: Thank you very much,
Nick.
Hawkinson.

Okay. Shawna

MS. HAWKINSON: I think my question is
Thanks.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you.
Ray, I think it‘’s Barﬁore. Did I get it
right? Did I murder it?

MR. BARMORE: Ray Barmqre. More bars.
First of all, I‘d like to compliment‘everyong

involved in this process, Connell aﬁd &im; They
have been out here to all hours of .the nigﬁt. And
I think they deserve a steak dinner after ali’this
wcrk. They’ve done an outs£anding job,
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Mr. Kenna.

That said, I think the frustration I have

with this is that when all this planning process

started, everyone jumped up and down and said,

"Don’t worry. Nothing is going to change.
Nothing is going to change."

I couldn’t open up the CD, so I had to
glance through this tonight. Though the changes
aren’t earth-shaking, they are for those of us who
enjoy certain recreational activity. They do
restrict our activities.

f’m going to agree with Mr. Reeves on the
hang gliding. It’s very hard for me to understand
how a silqnt glider gliding over the top of the
mountains would affect the sheep.

Noisy helicopters, net dragging, jabbing
and poking all these sheep all the time, th;t’s
perfectly good in the name of science. But a
siient hang glider is going to disrupt thei;
habitat, and they’1l never breed again, that kind
of gets me. v

MRS.

REEVES: Amen.

MR. BARMORE: On the dog issue, ‘Pinyon
Flats is roughly 4,000 or 4,500 feet. If you c¢an
control the dogs, you‘re going to be doing a
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better job than Riverside County has ever been
able to. Personally, mine are inside a yard, but
a lot of people do different things.

I guess my big point of this is I saw
recreatiénal shboting. There are those who have
been shooting responsibly for a whole lot of
years. If I can reéd what it says here on
recreational shooting.

The impact of wildlife occupying habitat
adjacent to designated shooting areas may include
disrupting of feeding and displacement.

Is there any kind of evidence of any of
that ever occurring in Pinyon because of
recreational shooting?

If not, why would you

restrict that from shooters? Do we have any goed

biological evidence that recreational shooters are
wiping out the Iiving creatures in that area? If

so, I’1ll go along with it.

Most of us set targets up, and we pling

at tin cans. We’re not out there trying to shoot

Tweety Bird. We‘re siting in for hunting seéasdn.

We‘re not trying to kill anything that ﬁo@es.'

Okay. Designations of shooting'areas
would help minimize illegally dumped -- actually, '
if you will talk to the recreation office,
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designated shooting areas have a massive amount of
dumps, and you get every piece of garbage that you
can possibly dump off -- refrigerators, car

bodies -- while people are shooting them all up.

We don‘t have that problem in this area
because our shooting is in the Forest Service
land, San Bernardino National Forest. We have not
had that problen.

So you’fe putting in here that problem
may happen, and there is no evidence to my
knowledge that it ever has happened. S0 someone
said it could, so we have to.get rid of that.
Other than that,

good job, guys.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you. I‘11l give you

my boss’s phone number so you can tell him aboiit
the steak dinner.
Okay. Elizabeth Webster.

MS. WEBSTER: I‘'m Elizabeth Webster,

W-e-b-s-t-e-r. I haven’t had a lot of tine to

look at this.- We got a lot of copies from the BLM

where we met people there, and they put a lot of

copies of this at the fire station as well.  So

there’s, I’'m sure, still extras.
I agree with a lot of what other»people
had to say; so I won’t go over all of that. But I
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had a specific comment on this document. It’'s

Chapter 3 under "“Affected Environment.®
First of all, there are definitions of
biological community I think that go down through
all the -- Mesquite bosque, Desert dry wash
woodland.

This is page 3-14 to 3-15. 3-15 is the

one I’'m lookihg at. This relates in my mind to a
later page which is 3-66 which has to do with fire
management categories.

I cannot find anywhere here a definition
of our area. We have a Peninsular Juniper
Woodland and Scrub, which says it is a somewhat
dense woodland domihéted by California juniper
rather than pinyon pine.

Everybody else seems to be a higher
elevation, or we might have all of this plant life
throughout the area. But our community, as far as
I can see here, has no definition.

I'm sure we know that I think that’s
probably really important when you begin to apply
fire management responsibility.

So we are still a non—eﬁtity in some
way . Because if we are defined as a pinyoh

juniper woodland under fire management in

Category B on page 3-66, then that requires
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immediate suppression as opposed to fire

management Category C.

So if you really look at this, I have a

problem with that because even under a new system

of cooperation between government agencies, if our

community is not defined in here, then what kind
of fire management category do we fall under?

» So that’s my initial comment. And I711
give other written comments about things to do
with noise and air pollution and things like
that. So that’s my question. Thanks very much.
I’m still not through it all.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you very much,
Elizabeth.

Okay. Joe Ingram.
MR. INGRAM: My name is Joe Ingram,
I—n—é—r—a—m. I haven’t read every word of the
draft, but what I did read, some of it was gquite
pretty well-written, parts of it. Other parts had
very serious f}aws, T would say, almost to a point
I mean hard to really pin

of innuendo. By that,

down or understand what was being said. At times
stuff being said was absolutely meaningless.
I’ve noticed on and on and I‘ve expressed

myself before about flawed land policies,
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especially from the Coachella Valley Mountains
Conservahcy, the people that seem to be
representing us on the council, a clique of people
that I believe that are doing disservice to the
very thing that they claim that they’re
protecting -- biéhorn sheep, animals, lizards,
birds, whatever. ‘

One thing I found particularily
interesting in the draft was the hiétory of land
acquisition -~

in 1917, land acquisition by the

state of California. 1917. Exactly when the

British we;e.invading Irag. It just Elew my mind
reading that.

Now, here I 'think it was 96,915 acres
were acquired in 1917 to protect the large herds
of bighorn sheep and animals, and look at the end
result.

I read literature ;hat I got at the BLM
the day thatvI picked up the book there with the
owl on the front by the Coachella Valley Mountains

Conservancy. They have big plans to acquire

another 1.2 million acres for $150 million. T

-don’t see any of our policy.

I see a guy with a jeep at the bottom of
«ne hill that’s in a $1 million house. I see him '
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parked up by the old drinkiné fountain. From what
I hear from people, he kills,more shzep than he
saves. The sﬁeep are -- you look at them this
year and last year, they hang out around Vista
Poinﬁ. I’ve never seen them hanging out along the
highway, alohg that elevgtion.

So the sheép are not really sheep
anymore. They’fre just captivated,
screwed-around~with animals, which is against the
Federal Endangered Species Act, I believe.

So environmentally, I think what has

happened, there afe some so many groups. I mean,
there are so many different abbreviations ana
groups in this book that they’re not even in the
glossary or abbreviations section.

So it’s really hard to understand. I
mean, you’‘ve really got to study thi; to even
understand what is being discussed in the bocock.
Thét's what I mean by innuendo.

Another point, reinterpretation>of
history. Whoever wrote the section on history,
parts of the history are very specific about Paiﬁ
Springs. There were some good parts, but there
were also some parts that just left out whole

sections, whole generations of peopl-, value of

47

Pc:

GILLESPIE REPORTING & DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT, INC.

Appendices M
123

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

23

24

25

where the county and where the state was at at the
time.
You can‘t look at history and leave out

whole decades of people and things happening.

Values and people change over the years. So that
was very distorted.
The cultural aspect. "Cultural" means

Indians or Native Americans. I don’t know what to

think about that, but it doesn’t seem right to me,
parts of it.

And I think the whole Monument plan toulad
have been a lot better. People could have
concentrated and really got into it if there
wouldn’t have been this cligue and this outside
Center for Biological Diversity lawsuit tHat
disterted and has shut Dunn Road off and put tﬁe
gates up, so we‘re told.

I still don’‘t believe the Center for
Biological Diversity is just workingrby
themselves. I think ﬁhey’re a part of this
clique. That’; my opinion. ’

There’s an article -- if you ever read
the Desert Weeklz, there’s a whole article in the
Earth Day section by Patterson, which is one pf .

the head people-in the Center for Biological
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"the Pinyon Community Council.

Diversity.
If you read that, he kind of shows you

some of his wvalues. He attacks Bush, Bush's

policies, but he really basically doesn‘t know

anything about the environment, especially here.
He’s not from here. That’s my opinion.
MS. DUNNING: One minute left.

MR. INGRAM: Okay. One more minute. And

one thing I would ask from the Monument staff or
the Forest Service, please give us the addresses,
names, telephbﬁe.numbers, fax, Web sites of who
this.plan is going to be sent to in congress. Who
are the people in condgress that are going to read

this, and also in the president’s advisory

committee. We want to know the names, teléphone
numbers of the people that this plan is going to
be sent to. That’s it.

WENSTROM:

MsS. Thank you, Joe.
Okay. Darryl James.
MR. JAMES: I'm Darryl James, and I‘m on

Ray, you’re a

preﬁty'hard act to follow. ' You’re pretty

dynamic. But I agree. I think that you’ve dong;
an excellent job in trying to put all the elgménts
of what is needed to make this plan work. I think
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you’ve got -- as it’s been indicated here tonight,
I think you‘ve got a long way to go, but I think
you‘ve got a good foundation laid. -

Just some guestions that I had to ask.
I‘'ve been a resident of the community for
12 yearsf I think it’s very important for us, fof
the residents who are here.

Did I understand you right? Did you say
that we are not in the boundary? I looked at your
boundary{ It looked like the Pinyon communities
were in the boundary.

MS. WENSTROM: By definition the
community itself is excluded from the Monument.
That’s defined in the legislation;

MR. JAMES: But so far as the actual '
qebgraphics, we are in it, but not —

MS. WENSTROM: You are within it, but fou
are excluded by legislation from the Monument.

MR. JAMES: What

All right. i’d like to

know, I think that we need to know what are the

projections of the influx of tourists -- of people

coming into the area? I think as residenfs, this .

is the thing that has everyone up here concerned.
Are we looking at thousands, tens of thousands,
hundreds of thousands?
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I think that somehow this commission
needs to address itself to that point, because if
we‘see that this is really going to be somewhat
similar to what’s happening over inrJoshua Tree,
thenbwe better get ready for a big‘influx of_a
tremendous amount of people: That means we have
to maké changes in the way we live. Therefs no
doubt about it. »

So the second thing I‘d like to know is
are you envisioning a gateway city or a gateway
coﬁmunity? Is it going to be the community down
at the bottom of the hill? Because people are
going to be scattering all over.

They'fe going‘to be stopping at the Sugar
Loaf. They’re going to be stopping at the fire
station. I know there’s going to be some changes
made over at Vista Point. What about a gateway
community?

The third thing I have to ask, and these
are all.dovetailed togéther into the same'problem,
the same guestion, the 'same thing that influences
us as a comﬁunity. That is what about ouf .
security? Are they’re going to be some directives
as to what type of law eﬁfd;cement is going to be
in effect? Bécause it’s going to be needed if the

51°
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numbers are big.

Again, we need to know what kind of
security as far as the police is concerned. Anad
what kind of security -- how are you going to beef
up our fire protection? Thank you.
- MS. WENSTROWM: Thank you.
Okay. Dale Hodges.

MR. HODGES: Hi, neighbors. I‘m’

Dale Hodges. I live here. I haven‘t really lived
here long enough to figure out the difference
between Pine Crest or Pinyon Crest and Alpine
Village.

I’ve been on earth for 50 years, and I‘ve
seen the beaches eroded, and I’ll use the
euphemism here of "rock hounding."™ There are no
sea shells from Santa Barbara to Mexico. There
are no orange trees anymore. It‘s because the
place has been cemented over.

The original gentleman that suggested
that we’re going to be able to stop some golf
courses, all power to that.

For me personally, I think the absenc:

anybody from Mary Bono’s office or a supervisor’s -
office, I think that tells a lot to me
pefsona;ly. I'm disappointed not to see a little
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further participation from those offices.
I have a couple of things here marked in

the book. I‘'m on page A-4, which is the

appendices just after the maps in the big book. I

have a little bit of a'problem with the words

"general" and "substantially" under the part of

management plan. It says "Development of a

Management Plan, in General." And then down at
the-bottom of that page there, it says,
" -- National Monument ‘substantially
consistent with current uses

occurring on such lands and under

the general guidelines and

authorities of the existing

management plans" -- then it goes to the
next page ~-"of the Forest Service and .

the Bureau of ‘Land Management

for such lands, in a manner consistent

with other applicable federal

law."

Well, for me thét’s a red flag beqause
the BLM doesn’t have a really good track record
for managiﬁg lang. They’re very.much an
extractive, almost even lobbying group, if you
will. ©Nothing personal to the folks that are
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employed there. But, you know, the mining and so

forth. Extraction.

The Forest Service, same thing. They.

build more roads than anybody on the planet to get
these ‘logging trucks in and out all over. So to

put the management plan under their guidelines and
auspices generally and substantially, it’s a bit
of a red flag for me. ‘
Then just going down there on
A-5,

Appendix "Cooperative Agreements,

General Authority. Consistent

with the management plan and

existing authorities, the

secretaries, méaning Gail Norton and
somebody else; probably, "may enter
into cooperative agreements
and shared management
agreements which may include
special use permits." Reed Enrond,

somebody like that. That’s my concerns. Okay.
That’s that page.

If you care to follow along to
page 2-24 -- and as long as fou're lookiﬂd'at'this.
page here, I agree that the gliders got hosed on
this. That‘s jus£ brutal to the hang glider
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people.

50 what am I reading about here? Leave

No Trace. Okay. This comes from my spiritual

place a little bit. I‘m not into -- I think the

word "natural resource" is an oxymoron. I mean,

we have got this planet here, and to be taking
things from it as if it were a resource for us to
grind up and utilize to make even our species
better, I have a little bit of a problem with
that.

Growing food on the land and giving back
to the land in a stable manner, I can work with
that. But here it says "enéourage geologic

research in the National Monument." To me, that’s

about academia. If you‘ve ever heard of Ishi,
whét happened to him after fhey_found him?
U.C. Berkeley found Ishi, and he was dead in
10 years.

- Restrict the collecting of rocks and
miﬁerals., Preferred Plan (Alternative A, B, and
c.)" Halfway.down the page, "Geologic
Resources. ™

Again, geological resources is an

oxymoron to me. Okay. "Restrict the collecting

of rocks and minerals within the tufa and coral
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reef formations located along the watermark of
Laké Cahuilla."®

Maybe it doesn’t apply to us, but the
point is made. I’ve heard the number of maybe
50,000 people coming up here to visit. If you get
50,000 people taking two or three rocks back to
Idaho, back to.Minnesota, wherever it’s going to
go, it’s going to be just like the beaches of
California. There are no shells there.

These lichens -- the biologist, please --
how long does it take for a lichen to grow?
10,000 years maybe. 100,000.

Wow. It’s nice and

green. It matches the carpet at the house. Boom!

There it goes. There’s language in here that says
a reasonable amount of rocks can be taken by
individuals.

MS. DUNNING: One minute.

MR. HODGES: One minute coming up. And
then if you want to do it commercially, you’ve got
to get a permit. So I don‘t know if you can
translate that.

S&mewhere in here it talks about
cross-country bike riding. That’s ridiculous. It
says no cross-country bike riding. I think it’s a
fecommendation from some committee. But. it says
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it’s okay to do cross-country horseback riding.
No for thé same reason. The Monument is
too fragile. It’s been here for too 1ong! and
there are some people -- actually, these bigger
rocks are relatives, and they have a message for
us. I‘d encourage yYou to consider their message.
But if they do start bringing in 50,000
people up here, there’s a thing called an air
toilet so we don’t have to use any water. Just
let the record show there’s a thing called the air
toilet. It’s certified by the Forest Service, if
you can imagine that, something sustainable by the
Forest Service. Thank you for your time.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you, Dale.

Okay. Charles Clayten.

MR. CLAYTEN: I‘m Charles Clayten. I'm

from Idyllwild. I'm a 32-year resident of
Idyllwila. I’ve been recreating on the National
forest land and within the.Monument -- proposed
Monument area;

Anyway, I'underétand how you talked about
the Forest Service and the BLM was addressing
other issues like OHVs and shooting:. But I just
want to see that the language regarding those is
in that Monument document. 7
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For instance, I’'d like to see no more
closures of existing roads and spurs, which are
currently legal for travel by street-legal
four-wheel-drive, motorcycle and SUVs.
keep the roads open for recreational use and for
fire fighting needs.

I would like to propose a-redesignation
of Santa Rosa Mountain Road to allow for OHV use.
I want to continue hunting opportunities per the
Department of‘Fish & Game regulations. I realize
there’s a lot of game refuge in the Monument, but
I den’t want to lose ény more hunting
opportunities.

1’d like to continue dispersed
recreatidnal target shooting as opposed to .
designated areas. As Réy was saying, all the
trash stays in those designated areas as opposed
to dispersed. In my opinion, léss use.
was talking about,

The one thing the guy

maintain forest health and the fire issues, which

we talked about at those other meetings -~ you

know, sustainable yield of the forest.

big timber stand that’s all dead on Santa " Rosa.

I'd like to see some kind of maintenance happening.

up there. That’s within the Monument.
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I'd like to continue mountain bike
opportunities on existing roads and trails. I’'d
also like to reopen Dunn Road for street-legal
access and fire fighting personnel as well.
That’‘s it. Ray gets the rest of my minutes.
Thank yau. -

MR. REEVES: Dunn Road is open- for fire’
fighting.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you. Is there
anybody else that hasn‘t done a speaker form that
would like to? Okay. Go ahead and give your
name.

MR. WOODS:

Good evening. My name is

John Woods, conventional spelling. I don‘t have a
lot of comments, sut I do have a lot of
questions. I think that since the people that are
here tonight that are from this community are
basically the only Voiceé this community has
regarding this plan, then you all should be asking
at least some of these questions.

I‘m concerned about -- first of all, I’ve
bgén concerned all along about on this plan, how
do our comments affect the plan? Who makeé the

decisions on those comments? Is this a political

‘process that’s voted on?
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Is this a process whereby the Advisory
Committee says, "That’s what we’re going to do.

Let’s do it." The BLM makes the decisions? I

really don’t know the answer to that. I don’t
know how many people here do.

We have an_issue about access that I
think Darryl James brought up. The access that
I’m concerned about is where is the access up .here
in the Pinyon communities? Highway 74 cuts right
through the Monument. We‘’re dead smack in the
middle. Although we’re not in the Monumént, we’re
completely surround by the Monument.

So when people come up here to access the
Monument, how do they do that? The propbsal, or I
the Monument Advisory Committee at one
advised

point -- I don’t know where it’s at now =--

that there be an access point off of Palm Canyon.
This would be coming iﬂ from Highw;y 74 to the
gate at Palm Canyon where it starts Dunn Réad.

Now, that means traffic, facili;ies,
health issues, PM-10 dust issues, a iot of issues
to be looked at. Alpine Village. Palm Canyon
runs right through the center of the Alpine
Village tract.

Aipine Village is a private tract, angﬂ
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those are private roads. So it’s a guestion you

might ask. How are the people going to access the
Monument when they come off of Highway 747

I‘d like to know when we’re talking about
sheep habitat, Connell brouéht up an issue that
waé in the Executive Summary that I guesé'was
talking about the hang gliders and referred to the
essential bighorn sheep habitat.

Rachelle, you brought up an issue about
the critical bighorn sheep habitat. One of the
gquestions that I’d like to know -- and I know a
lot of people here know it, and I probably could
pull it up if I remembered it --

how many acres

are the entire Monument? Oout of those total acres

of ‘the entire Monument, how many of those acres

are critical sheep habitat? How many of those
acres are essential sheep habitat?

If you have a restriction on use, say
like with the hang gliders, due to essential sheep
habitat, what about the rest of the acreage in the
Monument? Or is the whole Monument essential
sheep habitat? I really don’t know.

I think for any use 'of the Monument, T
think when we have the huge acreage that we have,
unless that whole acreage of the Monumenf is
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concerned with essential or critical sheep
habitat, than this plan proposes to shut down a
lot of legitimate uses of that acreage‘of those
square miles, one of them hang gliding.

I know everybody has their pros and cons,
but if we can be as objective as possibie, these
are public lands. If you‘re going to manage
public lands, then why are we restricting the
reasonable use of those public lands to thé
public?

So things 1like hang gliding,.recreational
shooting, things that have been in effect legally
in areas of the Monument, this‘plan is proposing
to shuﬁ that use down. I certainly disagree with

that. Public lands. The public should be able to
use them.

Now, Janice Christian brought up an issue
about her property. What happened to the doctrine
of the willing seller? How is that corrupted by
the-process where the BLM is the only person or
ohly entity that’s going to appraise that private
property? So what good is it being a willing
seller?

These are all questions I have. They%rg
nct really comments, but I think they‘re thing; we
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all need to take into consideration. Thanks.
MS. WENSTROM: Thank you. Ookay. Anybody
else that wants to do a speaker card? Okay.

M5. DUNNING: Okay. We’‘re going to take
a short break for a couple of minutes.

MS. WENSTROM: And then we’ll do
questions and answers after that.

(Off the record.)
(Brief‘recess taken.)

MS. DUNNING: This is a time that we’re
going to have for questions and answers. A lot of
you might have the same qguestions. So if you
could all kind of gquiet down, get your question
all ready in your head. Okay.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Who has a

question?
MR. HODGES: I do. Dale Hodges again.

MS. DUNNING: Actually, could you come up

to the front? I know it seems kind of odd, but
it’s hard for our court reporter to hear you.
Thanks.

This ié

MR. HODGES: Tharnks for this.

good. So did I read this properly that it was two

years after the fact that you invited indigenpus

people to get into the process, and that you’:e_ L
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primarily hooked into the Agua Caliente tribe for
resources? Did I read that properly?

MS. DUNNING: ©Okay. So the question was

did we wait two years to involve interested
tribes?

MR. HODGES: No. The question was the
iﬁitial letter sent to the indigenous two years
after? The initial letter.

MS. DUNNING: I'm not sure what letter

you’re referring to. They were invited to be

involved in the process prior to the Monument even

being designated.
MR. HODGES: Okay.

MS. DUNNING: Yeah. There’s been a

series of consultations prior to the Monument

"being designated, at the Monument’s designation.

I think the letter you’re referring to is
a letter for consultation purposes. We did send
out letters to 11 tribes. We did so for the
scoping process. We have a
government—to—governﬁent relationship with the
tribes. So ‘that letter tracks that.
The second part of your gquestion wa§ gre
we mainly working with the Agua Caliente tribe?
Because the Agua Caliente Band of cCahuilla Indians.
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falls within the boundaries of the Monument, there
éertainly a large part of how we’re working
together and how we hope to coordinate within the
boundaries of the Monument.

And Agua Caliente is mentioned within the
legislation. They activeiy wanted to be a part of
that legislation and worked to do so.

Now, Michael Kellner is here with Agua
He’s been a part of what we’ve been

Caliente.

doing to try to bring in all of the other tribes,

~and Agua Caliente has offered to kind of serve as

a conduit to help bring in additional tribal
interests and concerns.

MS. WENSTROM: We have made visits to
various other tribal forums. I know we did a
meeting specifically with the Santa Rosa tribe
after this meeting here last yéaru

They’re mentioned in the 1egislation;
The Agua Caliente do have a spot on tﬁe Advisory
Committee by the legislation. Thank you for the
question and the ciarification. We appreciate the
oppo;tunity to clear that up.

Any additional questions? Yeah.
MR. BARMORE: Something near and dear to
all of us up here, and that is fire management and
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fuel management. What is the Monument plan for
proper fuel management in the way of fuel breaks,
added crews?

With all these people coming up, we have
the increase of fire hazards. What are you doing
to lessen the impaéts on that? What is.in there
in the way of help from the BLM for the Monument
for fire suppression and fuel management?

MS. DUNNING: The question was from
Ray Barmore. It was concerning fire and fuels.
There’s an interagency fire group that will be
meeting to address those concerns specifically.

It was important for that group to have
the BLM and the Forest Service estabiish land
health étandards and habitat conservation
objectives specific to fuels management and what
habitat needs arée there in terms of fire{
long-term and looking at fire history.

That

overlaid what structures need to be

defended in a fire situation. That interagency

fire group is going to look at all of that stuff
together and develop an interagency fire rlan
following the Monument plan. They’re just getting
started.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Is Tom Sherman involved
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in that?

MS. DUNNING: Tom Sherman will be
involved with that, yes.
MS. WENSTROM: I know right now fuels is
a tremendous issue on the Forest Service plan
because we have so much dead trees and dead
brush. We actually have been Qorking in bofh
counties on the forest to try and address fuels
treatment. This is independent of the ﬁonumeht.
It is not exclusive to the Monument.

In fact,

the Monument, having a lot of

wilderness, is probably not going to receive quite

as much attention. But we are doing some work.

' We are doing a triage to try to address the most

critical areas.

Those include fuel breaks around
communities, making sure we try and take ﬁazard
trees down off the evacuation routes. So if we do
get an incideqt, we can get people out of there.
And grying to protect our communication sites, so
that we’ll maintain radio contact and that kind of
thing if heeded in an emergency.

We’Qe done fuel breaks in Idyliwild, and
we’re starting to work cn the Pine Cove area.
Laurie was telling me'Pinynn is a 1 ttile bitrmore
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complex to do, but Pinyon is on the books also.

It is still triage. We can only do what
we have the resources to do, and there isn’t
enough pecople for every tree out there. But I did
want you to know, because I know that’s a concern.
for everybody up here.

If you have more questions, Laurie or

myself can talk to yod. Jim, do you want to talk
about it?

MR. KENNA: Well, it‘s the perfect
opportunity. I want to also do one other thing,

because I do this in a lot of the communities. I
want to plug fire safe councils.

This is something that is really

.important to both the BLM and the Forest Service.

Wé’re wérking around Southern California with a
lot of communities on these issues. And a key
mechanism for that is the Fire Safe Council.
So I know that’s going to get going up

here. I guess I‘m trying to tell you we’re

sﬁpporters of that forum and encourage your
involvement. I think that could provide some éood
opportunities as we work through the issues that
Ray talked about.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you for jumping in.
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Okay. Additional questions?

MR. STEFFANOFF: I’d be curious to hear a
gquick overview of Dunn Road, the historj and it’s
current status. I keep hearing all this stuff
about Dunn Road. So from somebody at BLM or
whoever.

MRS. REEVES: Can I add to that? I know
California state law does not allow land lockirng
property. l
it just doesn‘t seem right that they closed a road

that we use always.

MS. DUNNING: Okay. That was
Nick Steffanoff before.
MR. STEFFANOFF: Yeah. Sorry.

MR. KENNA: I can do that. Jim Kenna,

BLM. bunn Road, a couple of things. The Dunn

Road situa£ion in history is complicated, and
probably most of you know that better “than I do.‘
But let me talk a little about the about recent
history, specifically some comments that camerhp
tonight about the lawsuit.

The lawsuit clearly had some impactﬁ”éﬁ'
Dunn Road and it’s availability and its usd
placed some fairly significant constrgints=onf3ﬁu

as to who could have a key to the gate.

I realize_the feds trump the étate) but
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Traditionally, gate keys were available a lot more
easily.

Well, we signed a record of decision on
the Coachella Valley Plan Amendment which includes
bunn Road. The designation of that road under
that plan is it has been acknowledged as a road in
a road system. It will.be available for
administ;ative use, and it will be available for
other uses under a permitted basis.

Dunn Road has been locked behind a locked
gate since it was built in the 60’s.

MRS.

REEVES: Not from our end.

MR. KENNA: That’s the second point that
I was going to make. There’s a portion of Dunn
Road to which we have no control -- the BLM, This
was mentioned I think in John’s comment.

Thé;e’s a portion between Highway 74 and
when you get to the point where you reach public
land thch there‘is no public easement across. So

obviously, we don’tvhave control over all of Dunn

Road if you take it out to Highway 74.
What we will do, we will work with the
land owners who are behind the gate. That
particular piece of the lawsuit chapged-onde_qe
got out.from under it and sign the r.cbrd 6f
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decision in December. So I do have some

flexibility that I didn’t have before. We will
work with land owners behind the gate on keys.

Was there another aspect of Dunn Road
that somebody asked a guestion of?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: If yourll h;ye jeep
tours come through, will they have to go back the
way they came sa they go through to the finish?

. MR. KENNA: 'I don’t know the answer to
that.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: There are port;ons of
that.

MR. KENNA: Yeah. There are two reasons

that I can‘t tell you the answer to that. One is

we don‘t have a current active application. We do
have a decision in the Coachella Valley Plan
Amendment that says Dunn Road will be available
for permitted uses in the fall months, which is
outside of sheep landing.

But it does have to go through a
biological opinion process. I ¢ouldn’t tell you
what the outcome of that is going to bé_un#i;,we
have an application ang weﬁt through it.

That really would deal with some of the
sjpecifics like what you‘re asking about, exagtyy
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what would be the constraints on use.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: They’‘re using our
neighborhood.
MS. DUNNING: I don’t know that that’s

true. It may not be. Obviously, we don’t have
the ability to give authorizatiorn to use a road
that does not have a public easement.

MS. WENSTROM: I‘m hearing a question

‘that what you would really like to get across is

that -- am I correct that you don’t really want
your neighborhood used for the tours?
AUDIENCE MEMBER: No. I think they
should have to turn around and go back the way

they came. They shouldn’t be able to use the
roads that we have to maintain for theif being
paid for. They get paid to go up and down the
road whether we want them there or net.

MR.

KENNA: Falir point.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: It’s like the

bicyclists using our community.. Same thing, you
know.

.MR. REEVES: Historically, Desert
Adventures came in through the Cathedral -City gate
and came up as far as the picnic benches where -the

Art Smith Trail dead-ends. They would cone dﬁ
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down a couple more miles and turn around and go
back. I don’t think I ever saw them come clear
across.

Well, I 4id.

MS. WEBSTER: I live on

Palm Canyon. I used to see them come all the
way. I've seen them come by my house.

MS. DUNNING: If you have a question, I
know ié breaks the conversation, but we need you
to step forward or stand up fo project your
question so that you will be able to make sense of
this when you read it. There’s about 15 minutes

left for some gquestions.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Joe.

MR. INGRAM: I‘d like an explanation. Do
I have to come up here?

MS. DUNNING: Yes, please.

MR. INGRAM: I’d like an explanation of
what is meant by *landscape level appreoach,
landscaped base approach, landscape species
protection" in regards to the CVMSHCP and the
NCCP. Thank you.

MS. WENSTROM: Thank you for asking for
clarificatioﬁ of all that jargon.

MS. DUNNING: .The“first question.

Landscape level approach is a term that we use as
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opposed to looking solely within the BLM box of
land ownership and putting lines on a map that are
Wwe‘re trying to expand that

BLM lines of boundary,

and think rather thqn these imaginary lines of
boundary, we’re trying to think of the landscape,
the whole region.
We tried to erase all the lines in our
heads and think what does the landscape need. So
when we use that term landscape, you can
substitute the word "regional" or "overview" or
"large scale." That’s what that’s referring to.
CVMSHCP refers to the Coachella Valley
Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan.
That’s a plan that isn’t out to the public yet for
review.

It should be sometime in the summer.

That plan started several Years ago and
is a plan that the cities are working on with the
county and BLM . together. That trails plan that I
mentioned is a part of this.

It’s important to have all the cities,
each of the cities who own land, to all agree on
where the trails are going to go, because you
aan’t want to start and walk two feet and come to
a sign, and there’s Agua Caliente land, and then
come to a sign, ané then there’s Palm Springs
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land.

So we’re trying to all work together
through this process. That’s a habitat
conservation plan of which there are several going
on in different areas.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: is there a

representative of the Pinyon area on that?

MR. INGRAM: That’s what I was going to
ask.

MS. DUNNING: I believe every fourth
Thursday, there’s a meeting that’s open to the
public. I don’t know if any Pinyon community

members have come to that or have been. But they
have them at.ézoo.every fourth Thursday down at
the Coachella Valley Association of Geovernments.

There’s a sheet of paper in the back.
It’s called "How can I stay involved?" If you
turn on the back, there’s a Web page for th;t
specific plan.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Is that 9 a.m. whe?
working people have to be at their jobs?

MS. DUNNING: It ‘is at 9 a.m.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: So how is it truly an
invitation to us to have a meeting at a time

that’s unaccessible?
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MS. DUNNING: I think there are other
avenues of getting input and updates on that
plan. It’s at a point now where the scoping

period -- you know, we came last year and we got

scoping comments. So that period is kind of
ended.

But what these meetings are is a general
update. They post everything word—for—wqrd. They
have a person,.you know, taking all of that
information. They post those on their'Internet
site.

You can go and download that and see
exactly what was talked aboup and what the.update
is. But they‘re not at a point now where they’re
opening it up for comment. They did that.

Now they’re working on kind of
fine~tuning it. And the next step where thére
will be a time for you to go physically will be
when that’s open or when there’s a public draft,
which we think will_be in the summer or fall.
This fall. So that will be a real important

opportunity. They will have meetings, many

meetings, to ' explain that plan.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: ‘We feel like all the

cities down there who get to be int.lved are all
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“guestions.

makin§ plans for what they’re going to do with our
lives, and we don’t get té be involved. I think
that’s the problem.

MS. DUNNING: I‘m not going to debate
that you feel that way, of course. .A lot of their
issues do revolve around the lower elevation
areas, a lot'of issues and the potential trail
impacts.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: At the moment, because
they haven’t really looked and seen them.

MS. DUNNING: Well, I think in terms of
being a parﬁ of the processes_that are going to
affect your landscape, the fact that there’s so
much Forest Service land nearby and your being a.

part of the forest planning process is reaily a

'very good place for you guys to be right now.

Certainly, take a 1ook_at that Web page
for that plan. We’ll make sure that you’re
notified of when that becomes ayailabié to the
public.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Different question
over here?

MS. WEBSTER: Elizabgth again. I had é&ﬁ
One was related to this fire safe

.ouncil. How is that a mechanism for helpihg to
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determine what the kind of response would be to
the larger numbers coming into the Monument?

My comment had to do with if we‘’re not
defined, but immediate suppression is a goal. So
is that fire safe council something that feeds
into the larger picture that way and is not just
something that has to do with, you know, weed
trimming?

And then I‘m curious about how all of
you -- what you see as defining our community?
You talk about community and community boundaries
or within the Monument or how you see, you know,
we’re not a city. So we’re not recognized in that
way. I feel that that’s an ongoing problen.

Someone said how do comments we make feed
in so that they are actually reflécted? TIs it
nunbers of comments on an issue? So those are my
two gquestions.

- The first one was

MS. WENSTROM: Okay.

about fire safe councils. Fire safe

councils give the community an avenue to discuss

Okay.
what’s important to them. So they only deal just
with maybe clear around your home or something if
that’s what you want them to do.

They give the community an avenude to work
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‘on the problems that are most important to them.

So in some areas it might be education for

community members on how to clear around their
home. I know a lot of ,that is going on in the
Arrowhead side of the San Bernardino forest.
In other areas it might be need fo¥
street signing so the fire engines can find your

home,vor it might be something else. But what it
does is give you organization, discussion, a
regular forum with the agency folks to talk about
the places where the lands interchange and the
issues{ where they interchange.

I think it makes you part of involving

yourself and working on the fire issues as opposed

to just sitting back and saying, "Agencies, you
need to do a better job of that."
So that’s in general the concept. There
I’'m not

are Web sites about fire safe councils.
sure what all has been going on here.
AUDIENCE MEMBER. The Community Fire Safe
Council meets the second Thursday of every month,
Lot 51, éinyon Cfest, 7 p.m.
AUDIENCE -MEMBER: Lot 90.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Oh, Lot 907? okay., ..

Lot 90.
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MS. WENSTROM: So if that was the issue

the community wanted, to really work with the
agencies better on anticipating impacts of these
additional folks, then I‘m certain. that the
agencies would work with you on that. It gives
you like an avenue to do that.

We kind of heard loud and clear the last

'time we were here that folks didn‘t want all those

visitors in this community. I heard that gquite a

lot.

MS. WEBSTER: If they are coming through,

say we have 74 on Santa Rosa Mountain,

particularly, you know, let’s say that’s a

reality, the signage or whatever that we have that
increased volume, it is going to have an impact.
Fire will happen.. It just seems that it happens

throughout everywhere that is a large public’

area.

This is such -- I mean, when you look at

Santa Rosa Mountains, that’s the concern. It does

affect our community, even though it is -- you

kﬁow; this is where we are, but we are not of, but

because it is, but it isn‘’t.

MS. WENSTROM: We sure hear that you want

to be involved. We’re really glad that

80
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communities are getting involved. As Jim said, it

makes things a lot easier. Thank you for pointing
that out. I appreciate your getting involved.
I heard you ask a question. Now I get to

ask a guestion. It was about -- oh, shoot. It’s
in my head.
MS. DUNNING: Right here.

MS. WEBSTER: How you’re defining our
community.

MS. WENSTROM: Oh.
the

MS. WEBSTER: In other words,

community boundary, that definition. And how,
then, all the comments that are being made --
what’s the weight of the comments?

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Okay. When I refer
to your community in terms of a fuel break that
will be going in for community protection, that’s
probably a little different than the legislation
defining a distinct area that is exempt.

But essentially, I.guess in terms of the
community ~- in terms.of your involvement, it
doesn’t matter. The definition of who is in thé
community and who is out does nét matter. We'wént
to hear all the comments. We want to involve and
address your concerns.

Lo _'-_81-:
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Hopefully, the folks that are doing the
planning for the fuel break that I mentioned,
particularly if you had a fire safe council, .then
we will be doing that work with you involved and
be sure that we put that in a place that’s going
to affect everybody.

We can look at the private land
boundaries and kind of look at the topography, but
I don’t think anybody is saying, "No. These
people are in and these people are out, and those
and their comment%

people are legislated out,

ther’e count," if that’s kind of what your concern

.is.

The comments, we don’t take votes. So
sending 10,000 postcards with the same thing on it
is not particularly helpful. What’s most helpful

to me is Bearing folks say, "Hey, I really have a

‘concern about this, and the plan isn‘t clear about

that" -- we heard>some those things tonight -- so
we can make a plan that we can work witHh.

We want to be able with the community to
implement it. You are key to implementing it.
It’s the content and things that help us improve
it.

"I like

In general, comments that say,
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this large,

this or I don‘t like that" are more difficult than

the comments that say, "You know, this is a

concern to me and this is why." It’s more helpful
because it helps us understand what’s behind it
and to improve the plan.

Does that kind of address your concern
about how comments are used?

MS.

WEBSTER: Yeah.

MS. WENSTROM: There’s not more weight to
the Coachella Valley than up here.

MS. WEBSTER:  That’s really the gist of

the guestion in terms of the weight that had to do

with all these other guestions and meetings.

MS. WENSTROM: No. There’s not a
meeting. Typically,
your comments will relate more to the
area that you‘re closest to, and theirs may be
more about the general geographic area. That kKind
of goes to the issue of the habitat.

But we try to address each and every
comment and look at the concerns for what they
are, and we don‘t look at your address, exéept to
make sure you get the finished plan. .

Okay. Yeah. Question here, thenﬂIkll

get -back to the back.

where you have an area that’s’
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MR. WOODS: I would like to say, first of

all, that I do appreciate this process. Questions
were asked about the processes of various agencies
and how we kind of get overlooked up here. But we
do that Qith every agénéy.

I think if you just think about it a
little bit, how often do you see, you know, a
local, a county, a state/federal agency or any
kind of process where they come up here and have a
meeting for public comment from us? So I do
appreciate this process.

You’ve been giving sone answers to the
questions, and you’ve said a lot of "we’s." T
think that kind of leads to answering one of my
questions in terms of the comments affecting'the
plan and who makes the decisions.

So I‘m guessing that this plan is
something that the BLM and Forest Service together
work to decide based on their history and
the comments from the

experience, background,

public, and internally they make a decision on

each of these items in the plan. The plan comes

out.
The draft plan that you have now, what
’d like to know is just what is the plan? Is the
84
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plan something that is like an ordinance? 1Is it
something that is a guideline for BLM and the
Forest Service? Does it have the weight of law?

‘The Forest Service and the BLM, do they

enforce everything in this plan once it’s adopted
by the BﬁM and Forest Service? There’s no
political process here in terms of approval for
this other than internally with the BLM and Forest
Service?

That’s some of my questions.
Additionally, I‘d like to go back to the issue
about the habitat. If you can tell me how many
square miles or acres are included in the entire
Monument boundaries, and how many of those are BLM
and Forest land.

And of the BLM and Forest land, wﬁich is
what we’re here to talk about tonight, how many of
those acres are essential or critical sheep
habitat? And define the difference so we all
understand what the restrictigns are.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. I‘m going to hold
that one, and Rachelle, you remember all ﬁhe pé;ts

of that for me.

MS. HUDDLESTON-LORTON: €onnell is

writing it down for me.
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MS. WENSTROM: As far as the decisions,
the Forest Service and the BLM do make the
decision. It doesn’t have to get congressional
approval. It doesn’t go back to them to say yes,
you did right or you did wrong;

The Advisory Committee is there to assist
us and to provide input and help in-sorting out
some of the discussion, and they have AOne that.

Danella; do you want to clarify anything
more?

3

MS. GEORGE: The Advisory Committee does

have a great deal of weight on that legislation to
specifically advise the Secretaries in the
preparation and the implementation of the pian.

So that committee does have a lot of
just like

weight. And it’s very participatory,

these meetings here. The public is always

welcome. They meet every other month on the first
Saturday. We have been .-for a year; right, EQ&?
We have public comment periods. We have

it now from 11:00 to 12:00. We have them .on

Saturdays because we wanted to be responsive to

people that work. .So that is very, very
important.
The record of decision that will be

86
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signed by the Regional Forester and the State
Director, State Director of Bureau of Land
Management and the Regional Forester for the U.s.
Forest Service for Region 5 will sign the record
of decision.

It will be with a lot of discussion with
Jim Kenna and Gene Zimmerman and Laurie Rosenthal
and myself and the community planners for what
those final altérnative decisions Qduld be or
strategies that are in the document.

And there will be an appeal period or
protest period that Connell can talk about. It

Wwas on the time line.

Does that answer some of it, John?
MR. WOODS: Yes.
MS. GEORGE: All right.

MS. WENSTROM: There was another piece

that you asked. It was does it have the force of

law? In the things that we do, there’s law and
there’s regulation that implements the law, and
then there’é the plan, which is for direction.
For the most part, yeah, it’s a
requirement. It doesn’t just get overtu%qedbby
political pressure, but it can changeé a 1ittie‘

more easily than law, for example, bécausé itrs
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within our control as opposed to_having to go back
to congress to change pieces of it.

One thing about plans is they give us a
direction to go. I know this with our land
management plan. We don’t always implement
everything in it. That’s just a piece just to
know that we can use it as a direction to go.

It’s kind of like your county general
plans and zoning plans. It tells you what kinds
of things are allowed where. We don’t write it
ju;t for putting a paper together. We do it to
implement it and enforce it.

Now, let’s get to the habitat portion of
your gquestion.

Ccan you help me with that?

MS. HUDDLESTON-LORTON: Sure. The total
acreage in terms of the Monument is 272,000.
Asout 90,600 of that is BLM. It looks like 65,000
is Forrest Service, and there’s about ‘187,685
acres of essential habitat. That’s.within the
Monument boundary.

MS. DUNNING: Slow down.

MS. HUDDLESTON-LORTON: Sorry. In term$
of essential habitat versus critical habitat,
essential habitat was defined and delineated by

88
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the Fish & Wildlife Service in the recovery plan
which was released in October of 2000 by the Fish
& Wildlife Service.

‘ That line was drawn based on elevation,
based on where they have seen sheep historically
and trying to encompass all habitat.that’s
necessary for bighorn sheep to have all the
necessary reguirements for feeding or foraging --
same thing -- bedding,

mating, and rearing of

their young. So there’s a real biological
definition to essential habitat.

Critical habitat is pretty much the same
thing except that it is in the regulatory
context. 1It’s something that Fisﬁ & Wildlife
Service has thé authority to do under the
Endangered Species Act. It requires the Federal
Register notices apprising the public that it has
been propose. They take public comments, and then
they publish their final rule. So that’s
basically the difference.

MS. WENSTROM: I believe éritical
habitag, we have té consult if wé make changés.to
the habitat and not just direct changes to the -

animals; is that correct?

MS. HUDDLESTON-LORTON:

89
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has the potential to adversely modify critical

habitat, yes. We have to consult with the
Fish & Wildlife Service, yes.

MS. WENSTROM: I do want to clearbup
something that was said earlier, because somebody
asked a question about designation of hébitat.
That is not within the purview of either the BLM
or the Forest Servicé. That is done by the U.S.
Fish &.Wildlife Service. I know there are

concerns about that in this case. We appreciate

that. We were not the ones.
MS. HUDDLESTON-LORTON: If 1 cou;d
just -- Elizabeth, your comment about leaving

Pinyon Pine’s vegetation community out of the
plan, that was an 6versight and that will be
corrected. Thank you very much for bringihg that
to our attention. That’s a done deal.

MS. WEBSTER: Tha* would be great.

MR. WOODS: VI have a question regarding
the example that Connell gave for hang gliders
based on that essential habitat.- The reason I was
asking is because you’re dealing with BLM,aﬁd
Forest Sérvice lands and not the overall.
So the gquestion had to do with of those
90,000 acres BLM manages, how much of th;{ i; -

90 i
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critiéal or essential habitat? And if it‘s all
critical or essential habitat, I can see where the
restriction in your plan would be hang gliders
aren’t géing to go there bgcause it’s essential
habitat.

MS. WENSTROM: What I’'m hearing is we
need to identify where that doesn’t apply so
people can tell. Is that what I’m hearing?

'MR. WOODS: No. I think.if you identify

the acreage where it doesn’t apply, it would give

people a much better idea of how much acreage
should be available for recreational use.

MS. WENSTROM: Right. Because right now
you can’t look at the plan and teli. where you can

hang glide or not.

MR. WOODS: Right.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. That’s very
helpful, because then we’ll know how to fix it.

Okay. I was going to go back here after
you. Did you have a question?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: My concern is with
safety in the neighborhood. Right héw who is
going to épvern -

MS. WENSTROM: Come on up so we can hear
you, and give us your name so we can get you in
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the record. I‘’m hearing a comment.

MS. PETIT: Just one comment, but I do

have a question. My name is Mary Petit. I'm
concerned with the safety and the ﬁrivacy of the
community.

Who is going to protect us from the
influx of people in our-neiéhborhood and also
protect us from the crime that comes with the
influx of people?

MS. I think the first

DUNNING: Okay.

step of that is monitoring. How do we know how
many tourists are coming up here, and where are
they going. We need a feedback loop to know are
you getting'fivé tourists at your door knocking
and net knowing whére they‘re going?

Our way of responding to that is to work
with you to get signs posted. We can’t put signs

that say "Do Not Enter" on non-federal property.

So that would bé something that we would
work together long-term to identify where are
these spots where it looks like people are heading
off in the wrong direction. So those are wayé
that we would kind of deflect and defer.

What we think about in terms of the
Pinyon commﬁnity and you not wanting people here

92
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is think about Highway 74 as a big people mover

and how you keep them going, going, going.

One way we' can do it with our signs is
"Visitor Center, 10 miles." That way people know
if they turn left and they head down your road,
they’re not going to come to the visitor center.
So we have wafs of trying to help direct tourists
as they come. Thét’s step one.

Step 2 is we do have law enforcement
rangers =-- Forest Service and BLM rangers assigned
to the federal lands within the Monument. We need
to know are there trouble areas? Are there places
where we need more control? That’s also feedback
that we need information from you in terms of
those federal areas, and are.things happeniné‘
where we need a little bit more enforcement? We

don‘t Know until a problem comes up .

MS. PETIT: So you’ll work with us?
MS. DUNNING: Yes.
MS. PETIT: Now, I think having bicycle

riders on the Sawmill Trail, which is already .

established, is a very good idea. However, 'when

they’re in our neighborhood, because we doh;t havg”T”

sidewalks and gutters, they don‘t recognize this

<5 a neighborhood. So théy feel théy can go

1
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wherever they please. They would not want us in

their neighbor, you know, picnicking on their
lawn. So that‘s the concern with that.

How do we kéep them off of there?

MS. DUﬁNING: One .good thing to do is
there’s a lot of really good bike shops tﬂat they
send people up, anq they send people a map. They
say you can go up there.

Informing them starting at that level and
saying, "Definitely don’t piénic up there. Don’t
go off fhe streets," and helping with tﬁe
information at that level is another way we can
deal with that.

MS. WENSTROM: Or find a good spot just

past. Go to here. There’s a great picnic spot.

MS. DUNNING: We will work with you to
help find out whére the problem areas are.

MS. WENSTROM: I want to add one thing to
that. That- is that both agencies law enforceément
folks work with the local jurisdictions as well.
I know they have agreements and work with -- I
presume you would be sheriff?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Yeah.

MS. WENSTROM: I know that they already
have those agreements in place to do that.
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Additional gquestions? - Right here.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: I just wonder what
kinds of plans they have for the campground that’s
up here in Pinyon Flats. Are they planning on
expanding it?

MS. WENSTROM: Related to the Monument or
in general?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: No. Just the
campground.

MS. ROSENTHAL:

Well, we put in to try to

upgrade it a little bit. Has everybody been to

the campground? It’s kind of falling apart. It’s

not real pretty. It’s the only campground in the
Monument. We did put in for some money.

There was steep competition, and we
didn’t get it.

We're looking at possible other

ways of just making it more inviting. So if you
make it more inviting, also you might get a
different type of camper in thefé, if you know
what I’m saying.

So.we really don’t have a clear vision at
this point ether than wanting to upgrade[:haygr_
better bathroom facilities, things like that. But
we don’t have the funding right now. So uantil-wa®

gec the funding, it’s kind of, unfortunatély,
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we’re going to have to just maintain it as it is.

- MS5. WENSTROM: Okay. Question here. You

were next.
MS. WooDSs: Okay. Sandy Woods. Let’s ga
back to the sheriff.
Ms.

WENSTROM: Okay.

MS. WOODS: Are they going to designate
us a sheriff up here like we used to have?

MS. WENSTROM: ‘See, we’re not responsible

for the shériffs because that’s done by the

county. What we do is where we identify problens,

we contact the sheriff and try and work with

them. There’s relationships there.
MS. WOODS: Okay.

MS. WENSTROM: So I probably overstepped
my bounds in implying that.
MS. WooDS:

Okay. The other thing is as

far as the campground goes, is there anything that
says that we can‘t put up signs that post that
this is a private community? Because with
campgrounds, we have a lot of people on guads
running up and down our dirt roads. That’s ﬁot
only just noise, but it’s the dust. .
We’re saying if the campground Has mégé

people, a lot of those people are going to be

.96,
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pulling trailers with guads and motorcycles and
things like that.

So can we put up signs coming into our
community saying ﬁhat this is a private coﬁmunity
;na this is not part of the National Monument?

MS. DUNNING: My response to that is
they‘re private roads under the jurisdiction of
Riverside County; right?

MS. WOODS: Right.
MS. DUNNING: There’s probably some
county sign ordinances. There are probably signs
that they have for private roads. It’s going to
be something the coﬁmunity is going to have to
work with, because again, the federal -- we can’t
pbut signs on non-federal lands. » .

MS. WOODS:

Okay. Got you.

MS. DUNNING: So it would be something
that you could talk about at the Pinyon community
council level. We can help in terms of locations
and stuff, but we éan’t put them in.

MS.

WOODS: Okay.

MS. WENSTROM: We can do things like, you
know, if we have any interpretiye.materials or put
something .on the bulletin board at the campy cund,
put something there that says "Please fes?e&% ?he

97
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private neighborhoodé." You know, try and help
that way with the messages we give out and the
things that we tell people.

MS. GEORGE: We can also work with them

on our lands, the public lands, your lands. You

know how you have those "Leaving the National

Monument" signs? We can have those "Leaving the

National Monument" signs.

It would be the private landowners’
responsibility to post their own property through
working with the county.

MS. WOODS: That’s a good idea.

MS. GEORGE: Okay.

MS. WENSTROM: I want to give somebody
else a chanceé.

MR. REEVES: A quick question on the
campground. What happened td the SAnta Rosa
campground up at the peak? It‘s always been

there. That’s also within the boundaries. You
said only Pinyon Flats.

MS. ROSENTHAL: Those are yellow post
signs, which are more disbursed camping as opposed
to a developed éite.

MR. REEVES: Okay. So you can still go
up and camp at the Santa Rosa campground?
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MS. ROSENTHAL: Unless we’re in fire

restrictions, yes.

MR. REEVES: I realize that, ves. It’'s

always closed at that time. Okay.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. A question.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: I‘'m with the firg
council, both Pinyon community and I sit on the
board with the mountain communities. I was

wondering if you’re contemplating closing the
Monument for fire protection this summer.

MS. DUNNING: What’s your name?

MS. BOWLES: Oh, I’m Jeri Bowles,

B-o-w-l-e-s. I reside in Pinyon Crest.
. MS. ROSENTHAL: That’s a good gquestion.
As yéu know, last year we did have some
restrictions. We got to the point where the fire
behavior -- we have folks that have been in fire
now for 30-plus years, and they’ve never seern fire
behavior like this before.

So they got to the point where they felt
that the ability to evacuate, and the initial
attack was just not workihg. In the past,.

90 percent of the fires in this area in Southérn
California, they got with initial attack.
This past year, 90 percent of therfiré;
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they did not get with initial attack. So you can

imagine how our concern level went up. So as a

result, we have started a process of -- really
what we’re doing is we’re balancing the community
safety. Saving lives and property is the most

important thing. Obviously, everyone probably
would agree with that.

How do 'you balance that with tourism and
the economics and the recreation and visitor uses
and so on? There is no answer that is a perfect
answer.

We have started a dialogue with -- I
don’t know if anybody was here from this area.

The invitation did go out. We have started a

dialogue with community members that are

representing different organizations.

We‘re going to have a larger meeting
coming up in May where we’re going to really talk
about how to balance, and we’re really open for
creative ideas. i’m ;eally being quick because I

know we’re running out of time.

For example, the possibility of having

-soﬁething where you have every single exit point

you have somebody stopping traffic, and that
eyeball contact, you know. Handing them something

100
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‘better,

.completely out of business. They depend on'ther

and saying, ™We're in great fire danger." Those
kinds of education.

So we’ve been listening to all of this.
We don’t want to make our decisions in a vacuum.
We want to be balanced. So it’s a process that’s
happening; It’§ a process that’s in the works.
MS. WENSTROM: Let me add a little bit to
that because I‘m working on the process.

MS. ROSENTHAL: Ruth is coordinating this
next meeting. -

MS. WENSTROM: The decision of whether to
close or not is really based a lot on the weather,
the field moisture, ‘all the factorskthat have to

do with burning.

Wwhat we’re trying to do with this process’

is we heard that we could have done some things

and we‘re trying to figure out what those
are.

For example, we left areas in the
comrunities so there would.be something -- we

didn’t send communities like Idyllwild, and I know

Big Bear has a huge concern that we put them

tourists for their livelihood. The mirute we say

the word "closure," everyone cancels out of their
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with the

motel reservations even though they can still go
to town and do a lot of things.

S0 we want to look at are there areas

that are kind of essential to keep open for the
benefit of the communities. Are there ways we can
do it better. Are there way we can announce it
better. Just all of those factors.
And are there ways we can work better
community on fire prevention. Because I
think we haven’t even begun to tap to where -we,
you know; have all the messengers in the community
helping us make those contacts.

I don’t want to get totally off on that
It’s a forest

track, but this is forestwide.

issue. What we don’t want to do is -- in this

part of the forest, we’re doing it based on
activity level. .And in this parf of the forest,
we’re doing it based Bn something else, because it
confuses the heck out ef the p=ople down the
hill.

MR. BARMORE: She talked about the
balance.

MS. WENSTROM: Right.
MR. BARMbRE: I guess for some of us up

here, it’s hard for us to understand #hy the sign
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over here on 74 to this day -- if you drove up

here, you went by it -- I think it still
séys "Campfires permitted outside of
campgrounds."

Now, here we are spending our time
volunteering on the fire council to cut down dead
trees up in Idyilwild and evefywhere else, and
here we’re inviting peqple. We’re finding them
out on the back roads out here with fires. it
doesn’t make any sense to us if we’re so sensitive
that, gee,.10/90, 90/10.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Laurie is hearing
that loud and ciear, and I’m hearing that.

MR. BARMORE: Is there some way that the
sign could bé "Campfires not permitted"? It makes
sense to us.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: It look us 110
telephone calls to BLM to get that sign taken down
for Memorial Day two years ago. 110 phéne calls.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Is it a BLM sign or
Forest Service?
AUDIENCE MEMBER: We were so terrified of
everybody coming up here for Memoriai'Day wgeyghd.
MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Herll fik it. = - :
MS. DUNNING: Okay. Can we talk about <-
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we’re going to have this May meeting. If YOu guys

have specific fire concerns, can you bring them to
this meeting? Then we’ll also hear them as we're
developing this interagency fire plan. It sounds
like there’s a meeting comiﬁg up specific to this.

MS. WENSTROM: There’s a Qifferent issue
that’s Forest Service wide to deal with the issue
of whether we need forest cliosures and how to do
it better if we do get in that boat.

. I don’t want to-get everybody saying
they‘re going to close the forest tomorrow,
because that‘s not the case. Bdflwe’re trying to
at least think ahead this time so we can do.a
better job of it if we get in that position
again.

I want to get back fo the Monument. If
any of you want to ask Laurie or I about the
closure issue afterwards, do that. That’s a.
little bit separate fro@ this proéesé.

So let me go to Joe.

"MR. INGRAM: On page 4-74, it §tates -
and this ties in to Qhat we're diséussiﬂg -

“An éxtrapoiation of data from

variqus access points in the

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
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provide an estimate of 2.3 million

visitors and pass—-through commuters

(via Sstate Highway 74) annually."

So we’re getting 2.3 million every year
driving through here, plus whatever the Monument
is going to bring in extra. Then you go back to

page 4-6, and it discusses pollution. It says

there will be no impact of pollution. So figure.

. MS. WENSTROM: We need to look at that.
The real question is how do we know how many
additional folks there are, because that’s‘what
the real impact”oflthe Monument will be.

MR: INGRAM: You’re saying 2.3 million,
but we know we’re going to get more. Theh it
gives the_figures of people that go into the
Indian Canyons. 1It’s says 90,000, and then

Tramway, 375,000. We might get another 150,000.

MS. DUNNING: We're off the record for
about two seconds.
(Off the record.)
MS. DUNNING:

Okay. John Woods.

MR. WOODS: I’‘m John Woods. fThis ié
specific to more thaﬂ just the'Monqunt.
local area, specifically regarding the PiprH

Flats campground and the Pinyon Road'csmiﬁg in,
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the four blocks of péved roads the campground is
off of.

That is, when we have, for example, I
think it’s Wednesday afternoons typically, we’ll
have a whole lot of hicycles come up and park
along the side of the road there. On weekends,
we’ll have parties where your campéfoundy as
attractive as it is, we have people that decide
that they don’t want to pay the fee or whatever
they have to do to go in there. So they’1ll park

outside. When they leave, they don’t necessarily

take everything with them. I‘’ve seen a lot of
national parks that restrict parking along the
entrances to the park.

Is there some way maybe through
interagency use -- none of the Pinyon residents up

here use that area for parking. It’'s always

'visitors, and it‘s people that don‘t want to go

into the campground. They just want to hang out
outside and park, leave their trailers with their
RVs or their quads or whatever, their bicycles.

When they leave, it’s a mess a lot of thé‘time.

So is theré something you can do i

interagency that you can talk to maybe the county”
or whoever is involved and see about maybe
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restricting parking on the outside of the
campground?
MS. ROSENTHAL: I‘11 talk to you
afterwvards.
MS. WENSTROM: Okay. We have one more
gquestion.
Ms. One more.

DUNNING: Okay.

MS. WENSTROM: Two more.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: My name is

Joe (inaudible). What I’d like to ask is the
designatioﬁ that we're goinq to go into, is there
any funding changes as to fire suppressions angd
fire fighting? And is the county involved with
any of this?

If you would have heard the radio
transmissions between the federal.government,
county and state as to who is going to take care
of the fire that came through here awhile agb, it
was rather unsettling.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Your guestion was
wiil there be additional funding for fire fighting

as a result of the Monument designation?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: I was just beingy

sarcastic on that one.

MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Well, the answer

qd7ft
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for the Forest Service is we have been seeing
additional Eunding in the last couple of years
related to the overall national fuels issue, not
directly to the Monument.

How about you guys? Is money coming down |
the tube?

AUDTIENCE MEMBER: The only reason I ;sked
about .the funding part is will the federal
government, county and state be arguing about
whose fire it is?

MS. DUNNING: Part of our proposal action
is following the Monument plan that there be a
stand-alone interagency plan where everybody hés
agreed what will happen. So everybody will Bbe at
the table discussing it. So when this happens,
you won‘t hear that kind of a radio transmission,
hopefully.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: What type of vegetation
should be fought in whét particular way?

. MR. WOODS: Does that really concern the
BLM andvForest Service?
'MS. DUNNING: No. Interégency.

MS. WENSTROM: No. We work with

Riverside County. CDF does Riverside County

fire. We work with them gquite closely. You
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sometimes hear that at the beginning of a fire,
especially when there are multiple fires.
Sometimes they’ll share even different --
they assist each other automatically. And
sometimes when there’s multiple fires, it gets
feported in three different jurisdictions. So we
have to figure out.exactly whére it is, because
the reports come in ﬁessed up.
The other thing that I have seen
’it happened with the Palm fire

happen -- in fact,

in 1194. That started out in CDF’s jurisdiction,

and they handed it off and said, "Oh, by the way,
it’s yours."

And that partly has to do with othker
activity going on and the ability of folks 'to
manage it just because there’s other multiéié
fires.

So you will sometimes still hear that,
but that doesn’t mean they’re not talking. They
do talk a lot. And they’‘re talking eQen ﬁ&re
about ways to prepare in aavance now'beC§ﬁég of
the increased hazardous fuéls that . we have fight
now. :

With the Monument, there’s a 1otim9re

onversation. The fact that they’re trying to
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sort that-out, don’t take that as a bad thing. I
think it’s a good thing. You want to get the
lines of conmmunication really clear so they’re not
stepping on each ogher's toes.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Exactly. Aand if they
can all agree at the start of the process and work
it out.

‘ MS. WENSTROM:

Well, usually you’ll hear

that with some of the manager types. The enéines
are still going to work, and all the different
colors of engines ;how up and do their thing.
While they’re sorting that out, that’s usually a
whole different set of people than the ones
squirting water and doing all of that.

I think that process actually works
pretty well with different jurisdictions helping
each other during fires. We’ve sure benefited
from it.

_Yeéh.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Just a quick comment.
Oon that fire at that time, there were.a lot of
fire engines sitting along the road that they

wouldn’t let help. We lost a lot of property

because of that lack of cooperation. You can see -
a lot of dead stuff.
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We saw hundreds -- I don’t know if it‘s
hundreds, but 30, 40 fire engines parked along the
It’s not

road here that they said, "Buzz off.

your fire." Hopefully they’ll fix that because
that was terrible when you saw all those engines.
MS. WENSTROM: I know because I took a
lot of your phone calls, and we didn‘t have good
information all the time. I hope we have learned
from that. I think it’s going a lot better. I
understand and gppreciate your frustration.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: My guestion was what
about water? We’re all up here worried about
water. If you bring in 90,000 people and they all
flush their toilet once, that’s going to take a
lot of "our" water. "OQur," I pﬁt that in quofes.
There’s only so much in the ground here,
and there’s plenty of us using it. It would seenm
to me it‘s going to put a strain on it. I don’t
know. I‘ve gét a well tﬁat went from six gallons

a minute to two. Now, if we start bringing in
people, I don’t know if I’11 have a well that will
work at all. l
MR. WOODS: The cCounty of Rivefsige
Health Department --
MS.

DUNNING: If you want to say
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something on the record, you’ve got to stand and

speak a little more slowly. Just so you know.

MR. WOODS: John Woods. The County of

Riverside Health Department has a moratorium on

new hookups at Alpine Village for the water

system.

MS. WOODS: Sandy Woods-. Is Hurkey Creek

net in the Monument?

MS. DUNNING: Not in the Monument.

MS. WOODS: It is not in the Monument?

MS. DUNNING: Not in the Monument.

Are there any other Monument questions
for the record?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: What was the answer?
What do you think about the water?

MS. DUNNING:

Oh, sorry. We just skipped

right past that, didn’t we?

MR. RICH: And the name is Paul Rich..
MS. DUNNING: Ritz?

MR. RICH: Rich, R-i-c¢-h.

MS. DUNNING: Rich. Well, the air toilet

éuggest;on by Dale Hodges. I mean, those are
things that we need to think about,
sustainability.

If we‘re going to be bringing folks up
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here, we need to have the facilities that can meet
those, including water, electricity, structure.

So we‘re not going to put‘a big ad in the paper
right now that says "Hey, go see the Monument.
Show up in Pinyon and drink lots of water."

So we need to think about that. If we
were to improve the campground, we need to provide
a wéter source. Any project -- any future
projects that we do, we’re going to have to go
through this kind of analysis of can we support it
and what are the impacts going to be? And the
water up here is a No. 1 iséue.

So any future projécts of the Forest
Service and the BLM in the Monument together,
water will be of concern. It’s certainly one of
the highest priorities to think about if ve‘re
going to be bringing more people up here.

' So I don’'t mean to not answer it, but
what we will have to do is address those- in the
future as we monitor and as we start to see where
people were going, whﬁt wafer are they using,'and
how can we work to fié the people that are
coming. So it will be kind of an adapﬁive
process.’ .

'Okay. So if that’s it, I wanted to
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remind people that June 19th isvthe final date
that we can be e-mailed, mailed or faxed
comments. If you call us on the phone and say
something, we’ll talk. But it won‘t be a comment

that we’ll be able to respond to. So thank you
for coming.
WENSTROM:

MS. Thank you so much.

MS. DUNNING: Thank you.
(Off the record.)
(The meéting concluded at 9 p.m.)

-o00o-
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@ ®  MS. GEORGE: Okay. Good evening,
[4) CONNELL DUNNING, Natlonal Monument, (Bureau of i8] everyone. For those of you that are public,
151 Land Management/Forest Sarvice) 1 welcome to the last Santa Rosa/San Jacinto
18] DANELLA GEORGE, National Monument, (Bureau of Land ® Mountain National Monument Draft Plan public
71 Management/Forest Service) - Natlonal Monument ) meeting.This is a series of ih:cc meerings. One
(8 Manager tio} 'was held in Idyllwild. Last week there one was
8] JIM FOOTE, Bureau of Land Managemen 11 held in Pinyon, and then togight's meeting.
[t0] GREG HILL, Bureau of Land Managememt 2 It going to talk very brieﬂy rm
{11 JM KENNA, Bureau of Land Management ~ + . 7o |61 Danena George. I'm the Santa Rosa/Sa.nJacmto
113 RACHELLE HUDDLESTON-LORTON, Bureal of Land :
13 Marmgemert - [14] s National Mc
{141 LAURIE ROSENTHAL. Forést Sérvice, San Jackrto (9~ Assome folks kmow, the Monument hzs 2
116 Distit ofthe San Bermarctno Neonal Forest - e Mc Advisory Co associated with it;
115 Dlistrict Ranger 07 ‘We almost have 2 quorum hctt tomghLWc have
{17} RUTH WENSTROM, Forest Service, San Ww ) tie) Bary Freet, who represents the ciry of Cathcdral
{18} National Forest 115 City. Wé have Ba.rbam Gonm.lcs-Lyons, who -
119] JERALD FRATES, California State Parks o) represents Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla °
201 211 Indizns. Allan Muth, who represents the
[e2)] rz University of Cz.l.v.fomm, uc vacr&dc Deep
22) e (23 Canyon. . -
@3 2§  We have TcrryAndemon, who tcprcscnts
24 . 25 the city of La Quinta. Buford Crites, who
. = Page 4 -
Page-2 -
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{1 represents the city of Palm Desert.

@2 We also have Jim Kenna, the field manager

@ of the Palm Springs BLM South Coast Field office.
111 We have Rachelle Huddleston-Lorton, who is the
15 wildlife biologist and sheep biology is her

18 speciaity. She bas been working here for the last
m two and a half years.

G We have Jim Foote, who is our recreation

© planner from BLM. We have Tom Sherman
o] representing the Forest Sexvice and BLM with
1) fire. We have Greg Hill, who is working with
g planoing for BLM.

1131 ‘We have Steven Stoddard, who has just

114) come on board to work with both the Forest Service -

15) and BLM in the National Monument trails.

ver * This National Monument is both US Forest
1 Scrvice, Department of Ag., BLM, D:part.q‘lcnt of
ne) Interior. It's 2 mixed bag for those of you that
9] are new to this process. There's a Iot of other
o1 land owners. Connell will go into that in her

21 overview about the National Monument. So it’s
tzzj very unique.’

23] Our court reporter tonight is Sonja I

241 gucss I 'would ask that people idenrify themselves,
s spell your name, speak slowly. This would be

Page 5

) was first an effort to create one back in the

@ 1920s.This made it all the way to congress. It

m was a federal effort. If focused on Palm Canyon.
®¥  But whar happened was folks had failed to

= consult with the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla

15 Indians. What they were hoping to do in 1922 was
M to purchase the land. They had never gone through
] a consultation, and the tribe wasa't interested.

® So it just kind of went to rest for 2 period. -
0] There were cfforts with the California

(11 Department of Fish & Game. There wére

1121 acquisitions. We'll show you the maps of the

1a checkerboard patterns of land ownership of the
114) Natiopal Monument.

1151 -Many of those lands that are now pubhc

s lands, BLM, and state lands were the efforts of

7 folks in the '60s under the Catiforpia Deparoment
(18 of Fish & Game.

g Then we became a national scenic area in

1200 1990. At that poiat the boundary for the National
2] Monument excluded the Forest Service lands in
©a 1990.So it just had BLM lands, state lands, Fish

P & Game lands, and local jurisdictions.

49  Backin about the late '90s, there was an

129 effort to create National Monuments. Ours at one’

Page 7

) helpful for Sonja.And she will also raise her
2 hand — orlet us know if you need us to repeat
7l something.
0] Okay. So just briefly, I'm. going to go
‘1 through two slides, and then I'm. going to band it
15 over to Connell. Connell will walk you through
m some background of the National Monument.
- ‘We will then take public comments.The
® yellow cards that you were handed, if you will
g hold those up if you haven't turned them in,
1 somebody will pxck them up fom you You'll be
g ~calledup: We'tl take your comments:They-will
" 19 be on the record.
[} After that we'll go through a Qand-A
s period. Then we'll be finished for the evening.
116) ' We have plans, if you don’t have one, up on the
17 top where you came in up there. Draft National
11§ Monument plans. I think everybody picked one up.
g Okay.There we go.T'll give youa
9 litle National Monument history.
3] Did we miss a slide there, Connell, or
~z-did-we-go-te-history? - - - -
#s  MS.DUNNING: History.
4 MS. GEORGE: History. We went straight
(25 to history. Okay. The Nationai Monument There

Page 6

{51 point was almost proposed to go through executive
@ order. . .
‘7 Many of the folks who are in this room

i became involved with the creation of legislation
@ at the local level so that our National Monument
151 bas it's very own legislation. It's part of the t
1 appendix to the draft plan. It's in there. It's

@ very unique,

®  Most monuments adhere to the Antiquities
) Act. Ours doesn't. Much of what we'te doing and
(11 ‘what this pfan is about — in fact, all of what

"loz the plan is about was found in the legislation.

i) The legislation was designated October the 24th,
(4 2000.

vs)  'We consider the planning process to be .

6] what we call community-based planoing. Wc 've met
117) with our public starting last spring. We've tried -
ue 10 get the word our as much as possible through

(1% the newspaper, through radio, through ads, through
o word of mouth to get folks involved with this

23] planning process. . N

1 We had a series of workshops where people

1z ‘gathered informiation, the Monument staff did, of
12 what were relevant issues to the public. We then
) had additional-workshops to go over some issues’

Page 8
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1) that arose from that. .
@ - And topight we are sill in this
@ community process, and you all are here. So with
1) that, I'm going to hand it over to Connell, who is
5 the community planner who has helped us through
(& this draft plan.
m  MS.DUNNING: Thanks, Danella. I guess
@) the good rhing about this planning process is I'm
1) wearing the same shirt in that photo.So it
101 hasn't beea that long. So that's kind of neat.
110 Somie of these plans tend to take 2 really long
11z dme. So I'm proud of that fact.
03 Can you hear me without the microphone?
@4) Okay.I tend to move around a bunch.
s The Mopument was established to protect
ey and preserve the biological, cultural,
un recreational, geological, ::ducauonal saenuﬁc
ne) and scenic values within the Monument while
1) providing multiple use.
20) The Forest Service and BLM have had a
121 moultiple-use mandate. So the goal of our Monument
22 is to try to meet that goal of protecting and
@3 preserving all of the differcnz values.
“eat It you look in the lcgzslauon — there's
125 a copy of the lcgnslauon in the back App:nd.tx 1,
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(11 the edge there whose boundaries go into the

12 Monument. So we work with all of our partners,
@ but our actions apply only o Forest Service and
4 BLM lands.

=1 So we started back in March of 2002. N
15 Public scoping meetings were held here in this

@ facility. There's also two other places in the

) valley, up in Idyllwild, up in Pinyon.

& ‘We had from March untif October to go 10

1oy the public and ask what are your interests for

(11) these mountains, what are your interests

1121 long- temi, what are your visions for these

(13] mountains.

[54) ‘We took all of that input and used thzt

n1s) to develop the draft plan. So what you see today
16 was in a farge part — we helped write this by the
117 inpur that we got from the public scoping

18] rﬁectings. .

9] The deadline for comments is June 19th.

120] So that’s a fult 90-day period berween March 21st
1] and June 19th. And T'll be talking today about

2 how we can get those comments from you.

e  There will be a review period once we .

1eq) think we have a propose final plan, an internal

g review period during the month of August. X
- Pags 11

) of the plan There's also a separate legislation

@ that you can pick up. If you read that in

@ “Establishment and Purposes,” it says exactly

fa) this. ’

m  Sowhat we try to do in trying to get -

(e input from the public is getting input in all

1 these different areas and try to identify how we
[ can protect and preserve these values while

® finding a balance between all of them. -
()] So as Danella mentioned, there's a

11 complex land ownership in the Monument. The greea

12 is Forest Service light green - * -
113y boundary all the - this map, which i§ the
114] boundary of the Monument.The brown are the BLM
ps lands.
18] So actions that we're proposing apply
1171 solely to Forest Service and BLM lands, yet we're
18 working closely with other groups that manage land
‘1o within the Monument.
20 ‘The red squares are Agua Caliente land,

’ e Cahuia Indizns. The blue ate some state parks,
29 Anza Bor:cgo and Mt San Jacinto state parks.And

3 there's also sOmE ofhier Dcpa:tmem of Flsh & Game

4] Then we'll come out with a proposed

@ final, That proposed final pl'an will be available

@ again for review.And we’ll have hopefully a

w record of decision before the end of this year

5] which will be our management plan, which will
6 guide us long-term in how we're going to

m coordinate along with the different agendies that
(6 manage the Monument and how we're going to pmtcct
1 and preserve those values.

1oy So an important d:snncnop to make right

(11 now are the issues that are addressed in the plan

“litz1 and those that are addressed elsewhere. As we

(12} mentioned, there’s many different land owners

114} 'within the Monument.

15 So our main focus is how are we going to

1 coordinate, and what strategies do we have to work
171 with those different Jand-managing entities.

it:] There are some sp;cd.ﬁc nontrailrelated

119l recreation actions. We'll go through those

20 today. Education, outreach and partnerships is a
121 big focus. Qur tribal relationships and how we're”
12z going to buiid +those long-term and com:muc to
1e) work with those relationships that we have.And

4 lands. 124 facilities management. )
st There's quite a few cities right along s, Non-ssues, those things that are .

. Page 10 Page 12
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(1 addressed in other pians or are addfessed in the
@ legisiation and are not up for discussion or up
@ for change are things like route designations,
2] The Bureau of Land Management on
5 December 27th, 2002, finished a land use plan for
6 the BLM lands thar fall within the Monument. A
m number of items were determined — a number of
=1 decisions were determined through-that plan.
¢ So route designations, wild horse and
1o burro management areas.And for the Forest
un Service, special designation, special areas.
2z The Forest Service is going through a
113) forest plan revision right now, so they'll be
114) addressing similar things. Their planning
5 meetings are still ongoing. They'te expectinga
tie draft, I think, in the fall of this year.
un, s that right? Okay. So the fall of
8 this year, the Forest Service will come out with a
19 plan. .
o We also addressed Jand health standards,
1] epergy. Mining was addressed in the legislation.
&2 The federal iands within the Monument are
8] withdrawn from mining, excluding any existing
1e4] mining claims and applications that are out.
es And offroad vehicle areas were also

Page 13

] addressed tfn-ough the CDCA plan, BLM's other

ta plan. But specifically, the Monument legisiation

@l states that'vehicles are only allowed on

# designated roads. So because of the legislation,

F there can be no open play areas or no vehicles

) driving off the routes.

m There's a grazing allotment mcmioncd .
' @ specifically in the legislation. That is the

® Wellnoan Aliotment. And the designation of the
1e) Monument did not affect that grazing allotment.
M So going back to the issues that are not
“raddressed; I mentioned that we have specific
115} non-traif recreation actions it this plan Trail

114} actions are being addressed through the habitat
s} conservation plan. . .
t8  Many of you may have read aboit that in .
1171 the paper or are aware of that. Decisions

11y regarding trails specifically, we’re wzmmg to

tts) mozke decisions on those because all of the trails
ra are multijurisdictional in nature, We look to

1) work with the cities and the county at the same
{z2-time to make decisions on trails.

g’ So that process is ongomg,They expect

24 10 have a draft plan in the fall of this year. So

&5 there will be another plan that will come out and

Pags 14

11 address trails.

] So just to look at the draft plan

® structure and how it's organized, at the

# beginning, there’s an executive summary. We also

15 have executive summaries that we brought today

5 that are kind of plastic with binding that look

m like this. This is what we'll be using today.

® We'll be using this to go through. It's a lirtle -

19 easier to hold, a little easier to read. So we’ll -
o be going through this for the purpose of today's
p1) talk, ) ’

1121 Chapter 1 is an introduction to how we
(13 got to the information that we have in the plan,
4] what is thie criteria that we used, and what is the
11s] reladionship between this plan and other plans.
e So if it sounds like I'm talking about a lot of
7] plags today, T am. Chaprer 1 will help explain
s} how those are all interrelated.
ns) - Chapter 2 includes all the proposed
120} strategies and actions that we are proposing. So
1) Chapter 2 is where you can look for decisions that
[22) we're proposing making.Aad that's what we need ©
s your input on regarding whether or not those
4 decisions adequately address your concerns.
5 Chapter 3 contains what we call affected
: : Page 15

1 environment. That's the existing management,

@ what's currently thpcnmg out in the Monument
# now.

®  So if you look at Chapter 2 and you think

m there should be an action under a certzin

@ category, chances are it's described in Chaprer 3
m and we're not proposing changing what that

19 existing management is. So look at Chapter 3 for
@ a more flushed-out uplanauon of different

“jnop exdsting actions.

11 Chaprer 4 is what we call impact .

(13 analysis. We looked at the actions that we're

It proposing compared with what the existing

(14} mavagement is, and we have to determine what's the
15} impact of those actions that we're proposing.

e That's Chapter 4. . B

1 Chapter 5 is 2 summary of how we

(te) coordinated the different scoping meetings that we
1e] had, the different people that were involved in

te0) writing it, our inferagency working group. So

121 that's 2 good one to read if you're curious as to

122 how we all worked together with the different

|1 groups to get this plan.

R4 There's 2 numbcr_of ﬁgu.pcs in the back,
s 2 glossary, references, and a nurober of

L e o
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m appendices. 1) examples here in the table so you can see how we

@ So as I mentioned, we'll be focusing on
@ Chapter 2 today. Does everybody have one of
1 these? Raise your hand if you don't. Okay.
. B We've got helpers. Okay.
®  SoasImenrioned, the Mopument was
- @ established to protect the biological, cultural,
& recreational, geological, educational and
1o scientific values. So those are how the plao is
fioy organized. It's organized according to those
t values, and we're saying how we're going to
‘iz protect and preserve those.
9 In addition, through the scoping meetings
114) 2nd through discussions with our interagency
tis) groups, there are 2 iumber of other areas that
' 11g) were of interest. Visitation, impact of visitors,
un facilities, access and other uses.
i) So at the end, you have also 2 number of
i19) other actions in response 1o our scoping meetings
or and other things that we Werc able to bring
1 forward of interest.
. = AUDIENCE MEMBER: Can you say where
- 1 Chapter 2 begins? I'm totally lost.
4 MS. DUNNING: We're going to go through
5) that. Yeah. We'll go through that. This isan

Paga 17

121 organized them. So this is each of those

[ different action areas broken down into the

@ actions within.

19 Ifyouopen to page ES-14 — everybody

(&) there? Okay — that’s the first action that we're
7 proposing undéE"Biological Resources.” So

@ habitat management, management of noxious,
[l non-native and invasive plant species. If you
(1) look at that box, there's a aumber of bulleted

"l items. This is how we're proposing to address

121 noxious, non-native and invasive plant species.

119 - You can see that this action spans across

(14 these columns — Alternative A, B, and C — such

115] that there’s only one action that we're

116)" proposing.

11 Alternative D is what we're comparing

8] that action to.Alternative D is the no-action

18] alternative, What that means is if we weren't

20 going to do anything else, we were 10 do no action
21 right now, the current action would continue to

[22) occur.

[23) So Alternative D is our existing action.

124) So everything that we're proposing, we're

5 comparing against what's currently happening right
Page 19

1 executive summary. I think the question was in
1 this, where does Chapter 2 start. It actually

@ starts on page ES-14.We're about to jump right
@ into that. So we'll get there.

© AUDIENCE MEMBER: Thank you.

& MS. DUNNING: Okay. So the management

@ plan, as I menrioned, was broken down into

m different areas. X you look at this slide, this

= shows the different topics of each of the actions
e we're proposing. We've got biological, cultural,
{8 rccrcatmm.l, gcologlml, educational and

(12 scientific. LT

[iE] We also have access actions, actions
(14 associated with private property, facilities,

s Highway 74.There were concerns about Highway 74,

(e specifically, how to monitor visitors, how we're

1n addressing hazards in the forest, how we're

1e addressing fires, how we're addressing water, and

e then land acquisitions. ’
"pw  Sothese are the different arcas that are

21 addressed in Chapter 2. Depending upon your

122 interest area, you can look up those actions. You

sl can also see in Chaptcr Jhow We describe r.he
124) cx:su.ng envu'onmcnt of those actions.
9 So we're going to go through a- couple of ;

1 there.
@ Soif you jump ahead, I want to show you
©] an example of where we have an Alternative A, B,

| 141 C,and D. Page ES-22. Here we have a range of

[ actions. We have more than just one action. We

1 have an invasive weed management piognm Versus
m not doing it.

®  ‘We have more options to choose from

@ here. We developed a range of alternatives

110 ranging from less-intensive to more-intensive

111] management. S0 we have a less-intensive

"1z management proposed for hang gliding. You can
“[va read that there e do have hang gliding able to "

(14 occur throughout all of the Monusment with some -
ey spécific restrictions off of Vista Point,

et Alternative B proposes that hang gliding

i would bé allowed throughput the Monument except
(1) for within and ad;acem: to asenual bighorn sheep
11e) habieat,

120)  Alternative C proposes that hang gliding

ey would not be allowed on BLM and Forest Service

r2) lands.

‘= So h-clrc we have 3 fange of alternatives. m——

41 This was a specific action where we thought that

25] we could have a wider range. We thought it was
Page 20
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{1 necessary to have a wider range to choose from.

@ So a number of these, you'll see an action.

@l Going back to table ES-14, as you read .

(4 through r.hcsc_. there’s a number of them where

15 there is one. We're proposing to do one thing

{8 versus to not do something. So that's how they're
m organized differently.

@  Turning to E$15, that’s the second

@ action propose underneath our biological section.
o That's how we're going to manage special status
{1y species. So there ate some bulieted items there.
1tz That's how we're proposing managmg special status
13 species.

1141 The third action, the bortom of ES-15, is
how we propose to monitor, what’s our momtormg
program going to be for biological resources.

Turning to ES:16, I'm going to refer just .
to the slide now, but you can follow along in the
book. We have proposed research and i inventory,
how we're going 10 research and inventory cultural
resources. .

‘We've proposed how we're going to do an.
existing assessment of the cultural resources to
berter undesstand what's happening now and add 1o
our baseline understanding of what we have out

Page 21

n there. .

ic] ‘We have a specific action fot protecting

19 and preserving our cultural resources includiog 2

@) site stewardship program involving the community

& and involving the local tribes and invoiving

® volunteers.

7 We have actions for how we're going to

) interpret, how we're going to get the cultural

B resources message out there by working with the
fta tribes and working to 1dcnufy ‘what that mcssagc
1 is going to be. P
121 And-&i {1y P + what we--- .
tia1 have in this plan as a smmng point to establish
114 2 stand-alone cultural resources plan.
15 Moving to "Recreation,” we're proposiog

ue; limiting hang gliding in bighorn sheep habitat.
7 That was the exarople that we just wéat through.
18 Our section action, we're proposing to .
15] prohibit paiathall. Does everybody know what
201 paintball is? Guas with paint, Okay. So we'te -

®1] proposing that pot happen in the Monument.
2 _.__The Pacific Crest Trail we propose. . -

23] establishing a Ipanagement corridor 0 work w:th
f24) our partners in managing that rrail long-ferm ' We
5] propose to prohibit rectearional shooting within

Page 22

m the Monument. It’s already prohibited in the

@ state game refuges which take up quite a bit of
) the Monument. We’re proposing to prohibit it in
tq those areas — outside of those areas and also

15 within the Monument. So there would be no

If] recreational shooting in the Monument.

m There would, however, still be hunting.

@ We treat those differently. Hunting would

[ continue to occur ‘where the Department of Fish-
110) & Game currently have hunting areas.

1y -'We're proposing that pets be on leashes

" {2 when they're in the Monument. And we're proposing

113 to work with the county'to establish a protocol

114 for dealing with uncontrolled and feral animals.

5] - We're proposing that there would be no

e Adventure Pass required on the Forest Service

117) lands within the Monument. They're cucrently

(18] required. We're prdposing that they'll no Iougér

s be rcquu—cd And We're proposmg that we dcvclop

20) a strategic recreation plan

211 Once all of those other plans that I

z2 mentioned earlier are done — we've got a number

1 of planning efforts going on-out there that are

w4 making it a little confusing now. Once those are

25 done, we want to take another look at all .
Page 23

1] recreation within the Monument and have a

@ strategic recreation plan addressing all types of

P recreation.

©l Moving on to geological values and how

© we're going to protect and preserve those, we're. |
16l proposing an inventory to help understand what we
1 have out there. We’re proposing ways to‘outreach

1 @ about the geological resources that we have.

©  We'rc proposing some additional .

(10 protection measures to protect those geological

(1] resources, including identifying specific areas

2] Yor acquisition that may hold spcclz.l geologic

13 values.

14 Okay. Moving on to “Educational.” Who

1) is following along? Where are we?

e AUDIENCE MEMBER: ES-30.

17 MS. DUNNING: Okay. Good. You win the,

e prize. Okay. We're on pagé E$-30 at the bottom

t19) now. For education values, we're proposiog a

120} strategy for public information. How are we going

1] to get information out to the public regarding

22 where youca.nh.ike,whcnyoucanhxke what is

123 opcn, what is closed. We definitely need a

124 strategy for that.

s} | - There's a lot of confusion. We've heard .
. c Page 24 ’
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11 that in the public meetings. People just don't

2) know things. So we have ways that we can bc more
{ active in geming information out.

“ Signage. We have proposed actions for

15 how we're going to sign areas in the National

sl Monument to help get that information out.

m Educarion and outreach. We have an

) intexpretive plan rthat was written last year. We

®© have that zs a base, and we're kind of going to be
f10) building upon that over the next few years. We

(1] propose how we're going to do that in this

(12 section, how we're going to build our education

113 and outreach program in the Monument.

14 . For scientific values, we propose having,

(15) permits for research that are the same for both

(e Forest Service and BLM lands so that wé can work
17 together to coordinate that. We’re proposing

ue keeping our GIS database and a2dding to one

t1s] stand-alone database of information that we can

o) keep adding 16 Jong-term,

1 Access was dnother issue that the public

2 was very interested in. It was our No. 1 issuc at -
(23 our scoping meetings. We've proposed ways 10 work
B or. mcr.hods to proactively sccure access and to

9 *works swith private land owners and cities and

l Page 25

(1 be real important long-term to see what kind of

(2 impacts they may be having,

m  And we propose search and rescue protocol

© working with the county and also ways to

8 coordinate with local law enforcement. For fire

161 management, we have proposed an interagency fire
@ plan including all the different entities that

® manage fire within the Mofiument.

@ For water resources, we propose a

1o third-order soil survey and also a watershed

111) assessment.Again, this is to add to our

vz knowledge of what's out there now and how can we
113) better manage the land. We proposcd some guidance

" |u4 for acquisitions.

18 So I've blazed through that. That's the

ey" first tablé here.That's 2 summary of all thc

117 actions that we proposed.

115y Chapter 2 of this plan has the extended

19 version of that. So you can refer to Chapter 2

o 2nd use this to look. The same executive sumrmary

211 is also in the beginning of this book as welL

e So the important thing is understanding

3 how to get comments in, and when comments need to
124 be in by.They need to be in by June 19th, and

rs) they need to be in written format. If you give us
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{1 counties to identify conservation easements and

@ that Kind of thing.

(] Private property concerns wetre also a big

) interest of the community. We proposed a method
m for improving and working on the good

te1 relationships that we have, ways of commuaicating
m with private property owners within the Monument.
® . We always say that the Monument doesn’t

@ affect private property. Very specifically in the
o legislation, we are only going to be addressing
111} federal lands, but we're aware that the actions
117 that we have do affect private propetty gwaers * -

113 indirectly. So we want to woik with the private
4] property owners side by side as we manage this
11§ Monument.

el We propose criteria for furure

n7 facilides. Highway 74 concerns. Highway 74 is

18 under the jurisdiction of Caltrans. So we can

(1) 'work to make sure that we are continually

o) communicating with Caltrans about improvements and
121 safety and getting in their radar screen for

24 can know if we are getting more visitors in the -
129 Monument and where are they going. It’s going to
- : Page 26

"|uz tast chance for verbal comments, but it doesa’t

“|ue

11 2 czall, we'll cermainly talk. We'll answer your
‘m questions. But to get your concerns down in

[ writing is what we need in order to respond to
© them in the final plan.

11 You can e-mail. You can fax You can

16 send them via mail to this address. There is a

1 comment form up on the table above. If you

8] comment tonight or have more comments when you
@ leave, you can send it to us.
[0} If you don't comment tonight and you read
11 through and have some things to say, this is our

113 mean this is ‘the Tast teae you can get input in.
114] So the kcy message to take away is all

115 input nceds to be in by June 19th. June 19th. So
el this is the last of our public meetings, as I

67 said. ’

1n July, following June 15th, we will *

1 take the comments that we get and compile those
2] and respond to them, and we'll make the final plan
1 a better. plz.u.This is when we say all comments

1z are good comments because it helps us mzkc this
123 final plan abetter plan.” .

f24] I.fyouhken,tdlusyoulikcit. .

125 We'll feel good. K you don't like it, offer

Page 28
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1] suggestions. Don't just say, “T don't like that
12 section of the plan.” Offer suggcs:ioris and ways
@ to make it better. That really helps us when we
1 respond to thase comments. As I mentioned, in
@ September we hope to have a proposed final plan.
© So at this point, we're going to open up
m the comment timne period. Is there anybody in the
1 room who needs a yellow card? Anybody who wants
@ to £fill out a card? You need to filf out one of
g these if you want to comment.
o Is there anybody in the room who wants to
(12) commei? You need a yellow card? Okay. Jim can
1137 bring those to you.
19 1 want to introduce Riith Wenstrom. Ruth
tt5) had a fiat tire on the way here and she still’
(te) came, So she deserves the award. Ruth works qu )
u7 the Forest Service in the supervisor's office i
" a1 San Bernardino. We've been doing these meetings
18] in pairs throughout the way.So I'm glad Ruth
o came. She's going to run you through the comment
121 period.
ea  MS.WENSTROM: Okay. If you should
131 decide later on in the evening that you want one,
24 just geta comment card. We'll make sure we'll
B3 gi'vc everyone a chance to speak if you want to.
. . - Page 29

(1) everyone has a chance to speak and that no one
f2 stays up here for 2 very long time and uses the

[ entire time.

W . Sowe're going 1o go through these. Like

@ [ say, if you should decide when you hear somebody
@ else’s comments that you want to comment, they're
 happy to keep bringing me cards. .

] ‘When you come up, we would like you 0

19 state your pame and spell it for the record for -~
119y the court reporter. With that, we'll just get

111 started because ‘you don’t want to hear me. We

112 want to hear you. ) )

113 So James Blakley, please.

14 MR. BLAKLEY: Hi, my name is .

f19) Jim Blakley. It's'spelled Blakd-e-y.I live

116) at 1754 East Sonora part of the time, I came to

17 this meeting thinking we're going to talk about
ps|' teail closures and found out I'm kind of at the

g ‘wrong meeting for that, but that I can have

29 coroments on trail closures anyway. Then there

121) will be a record. So I'm going to do that.

22 First of all, just a comment on what was

23) presented.That is, I'm 2 part-time resident of

¢ this area. I know a lot of other parttime

9 residents too. I notice that the public scoping
Page 31

" I'wanted to'let you know a couple of .
1 things. First, we'rc going to obviously have your
# comments recorded for the record. At the same
t9 time, Connell is going to record some notes that
 may help us during the meeting or to really kind

" of get a handle on what the comments are before we
@ actually get the official record. '
)  What] want to do is not worry that, every
® word you say isn't on Connell's notes, because it
to] is going to be on the official notes that we’re
11 going to receive.And we will address the

Iz enfixety of OUr G 5 olien We dctyally
19 respond. .
g Sowith that, the way this is going to
115) work is for anyone that I have a speaker card, 'm
ite going to call you up here. We're going to give
w7 you five minutes, Many of you won't use the
[18) cntire five minutes. N
fte If you do use the five minutes, we'll
@ kind of give you kike 2 one-minute warning. And
121) then when your time is up, we'll let you finish

T your sentence.We won't throw you out of the room
w3 immediately. But we'll ict you finish up,and =~
4 thén we'll move on to the next person
23 The iotent of that is to make sure that
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1 on the plan is done between March and October, ‘
@ which-is when most part-time residents aren’t in

r the valley. So by design, it almost excluded

@ input from 2 lot of people. That's just 2

© commeot. '

®  Also with regard to the trails thing,

m it’s not been done yet. It’s going 1o come out, T

@ guess, in Septemmber or October. And most of the

5 opportunity for public input on that is going to

o be when those of us who are part-timers aren’t

111 going o be here.” '

2] It Seems to me that, you know, you have

119 an economy here that's somewhat — I don't ‘want to’

_|u4 say dependent, but it's certainly nice to have all

nsi of the visitors down here. To make public policy
ie without their input I think is not the best way to
117 £0.Anyway, just an opinion.

s  I've been coming down here for about five,
e years and have really enjoyed hiking the trails.
en 1live in Palm Springs, and I particularly like

.| being able to hike the trails that are close to
ez where I live.

9 = Ihave scen the document that proposes
4] to — it's already, in fact, closed some of the

125 trails that I routinely hike. For example, Murray
Page 32
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m Peak, which I can't hike right now undi June.

@ I don-’t koow how many of you here are

@ bikers, but June here is pretry warm. Even if I

) was here, I probably wouldn't be hiking Murray
® Peak, which means that, you know, the time

(! available to hike Murray Peak is really limited

m from after the summer until the first of the year,
g whichisa very Limited time as far as C'm

18 concerned.

top  “One thing is that the pending closures

1] are reducing the numl:gcr of trails that people can
2 hike for free.You can get a ticket up at the

13 tram‘and hike up there.You can go out on the

114 Indian Canyons and pay a fee and hike, but some .
1t people don’t have the resources to pay those

1] fees. So the opportunity for hiking is réally

7] being imited.

pe I think that's-nota good plan,

" e especially when you consider that bilking is really
pa good exercise that any of you can do, as long as
(21 you'te reasonably healthy. And it has good
@2 cardiovascular results. According to a lot of
&1 studies that have been done on it, it’s very
4 helpful with regard to staying healthy.

#5  Any diet plan I've ever read, exercise is
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e MS. KUPI_:ERBEHG: I'mTracy Kupferberg. 1

11) aware that we were there. I think if we tried to
@ get closer, they would run off, but they didn't.

© So my question is really how scnsmvc

) the sheep are to human br.mgs

© I also ran into a Bighormn Institute staff

6l member who said that hiking there wouldn’t be a
m ‘probiem with regard to a shccp as long as I didn’t
© have 2 dog.

™ I know that we have gotten fences in

100 Rancho Mirage to keep the sheep from comipg into
11 our areas and getting hit by cars-and so forth,

o2 but 'what we're doing is proposing to close a lot
1ai’ Of trails which 2 lot of us reatly like to hike.

114 Ihaven't seen any sheep signs in most of

(15 this area, so I wonder whether there's really

16] going tobe a benefit. There's certainly going to:

1171 be a cost. Thank you. .

g MS.WENSTROM: Thank you very much.

1191 Okay. Skip Goodell. ’

2 MR. GOODELL: Ler somebody else speak

21 first.

2 MS.WENSTROM: Let somebody else speak

3 first? Okay. We’ll come back to you.

1241 Tracy Kupferberg.

Jrery
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1 a component of losing weight. So on one hand we
@ have a society which is becoming more and more
3 obese and more and more unhcélthy, resulting in
@ bigher and higher healthcare costs, yet we're

19 talking about public policy is going to limit

| options for people.

1 Another thing is that since Tma

@ part-time guy and haven't been around that long,
@ I'ma little bit confused about the rationaie for
0 closing the trails.
] You know, I understand there’s an
Jie:] d Species Act a.ndwc 'te trying'to hclp v

Brd:

t1g) some of the endangered species grow in number and
(14 multiply. But at the same time, I wonder about

151 some of the things that are being argued with

6] regard to trail closures.

un  To give you an example of my confusion,

115 eariier this year I hiked up Magnesia Falls. How

"ts1 many of you have ever hiked in that area? Okay.

w  We were very lucky because we noticed

i} there were about 17 bighorn sheep that were going
22 down to that watering hole. So we stood and ’
) watched the bighorn shéep for about d Balf an hour
14 as they'watered. We probably got within 30.yards
s of them. They weren't spook_cd by us.They were
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oz

1 live at 45-447 Rain Court in Indian Weils. T also
@ am a hiker. I just want to reitcrate mostly. what
@ Jim Blakley has said. We spend a great deal of
[« time hiking in our immediate area. If we have
19 trail closings, it's going to affect us. It's’ BN
@ going to affect many of us greatly.

m  We're very sympathetic to the bighorn

# sheep. We want to see them. I'mvery .

® ecologically minded as are many of my hiking
o friends. We just don’t see adequate reasons whyl
{11 we can’t hike up there if we don’t have dogs.
‘We really enjoy the Ait Smith trail,and =~
1) ‘we want 10 be able to continue hiking up there.
14} And we introduce our visitors here to this

15 wonderful area, and we want to have them back in
[1e] those areas and be able 1o see¢ and enjoy the

17 things that we try not to take for granted. So

1] that’s my comment. I hope it will be given due

119 copsideration. Thank you.

=0 MS.WENSTROM: Thankyou

1) Okay.Abe Siemens.

2 MR. SIEMENS: Hi. My name is

3] Abe Slcmcns, Sie-mens. T'mat 47 Princeton

24 Drive, Rancho Mxrage California. Po.a penmanent
sy resident of this area and have lived here for some

pe. 44
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) 20 years.1 do not escape the summers. I endure
@ them, and I can enjoy them most of the nmc

=] Tam also an avid hiker, and I've hiked . ’

1] on many ofr.h; trails which are closed in this

‘el $peakers said, encourage physical fitness and
@ hopefully reduce obcmq.::hcy’;&also a
6] prominent tourist atraction. .
19 I think human beings as well as bighorn
110 sheep are a part of the natural ecology of this
111 region, and I do not think that human beings when PC
1121 hiking without dogs rezlly interfere with the ‘Ltl.f
13 bighorn sheep.
M We see that the bighorn sheep seem vcry
19 content to much on the flowers which are
1] generously raised by The Lodge, one of our*
7 prominent resorts here. They are frequently seen
(g there. When we reach the pbint where we have to
he build a fence w0 keep them out of the city, they
o) are obviously not afraid of the human population
f21} in this area. L
22 SoIobject to the closing of the trails,
122 and I think this is ap acute case of overkill, Tt
24 is totally needless. It is a major dewriment to
25 the human population, and I don’t thiok it has any
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o) property and having a good time.

o] 1 got aerial photographs and looked at

@ the trails. So I inctuded trails to continue

[ connectivity from the populated aress to the

9 unpopulated areas. I thought that was a pretry
“161 'wise decision. Then I got beat up by Fish

m & Wildlife, “No.Dox’t do that. We're trying w0

) protect the bighora sheep.”

[t Isaid, "Well, BLM would like to have . .
1o} these trails open.” So I've got two agencies kind
(1) of bucking heads or antlers or horns, whatever,
123 over this sitnation.

113] So I would like to have a little bit of

14 flexibility and continuity and I think a certain

(157 amount-of freedom in providing a good design for

el the connectivity of our private property with the

(17 exdisting trails which I think ought to be

g recognized and preserved as much as I can.I-

ey think fencing is an issue too.

120) Do you deal with fenciog here in any of

w1} this, or is that a technical thing?

2 MS. HUDDLESTON-LORTON: We address that

3 in the CDCA. plan amendment on BLM lands.

®4  MS.DUNNING: The question was do we

125 address fencing in the mandgement plan that we're
’ Page 39

1 significant impact ox the sheep population. So I
@ would advocate keeping the trails open. Thank
@ you. -
.l MS,WENSTROM: Thank you very much, Abe,
[E] Okay, Mr. Goodell. We're back to you. |
& MR.GOODELL: Thanks.
m MS.WENSTROM: Sure, .
@ MR.GOODELL: My name is Skip GoodelL
-® It's G-g-o-d-eH. I live in Cathedral City;
o California. I think there is — rm working ona
1 projectin Cathedral City right next to Palm
Hz]—Spnngs—l-;usr-ba,slczuy havea Lmle
13 question,
{141 Is the Fish & Wildlife wa:i.ng ‘well with
115 the BLM — I mean as far as how to handle the
e trails, ct cetera?
17 MS. DUNNING: Sure. Was your question
(1g] are we working well together? - ’
vs  MR.GOODELL: Yes.
200 MS. DUNNING: Yes. We meet rcgu.larly
21 MR.GOODELL: Okay.To give you an
zLexample of what's.going on is whcn I mma.uy
<] dcsxgncdmypm;cct — it's like over 100 acres —
249 I noticed rxght away there were trails, hilding
25) trails, and I could see people going across the
: . . Page 38

|

1) talking about here tonight. The 2nswer is through
@ BLM's most recent plan amendment to the California
 Desert Conservation Area of which the Monument is
i) part of, we proposed a bighorn sheep strategy.
] Part of thar strategy was the potential
[ to have fencing. So we provide in that bighorn
@ sheep strategy the ability to work with the city
) at specific locations specific in the future for
 fencing should we need that.

g MR, GOODELL: Okay. Well, I'd just like

11 to report that Fish & Wildlife did a good job

1 working with me on fencing. We still need to

i1 complete the design of it. But Fve located it on

(14) our particular project, and they’re nice people to

118 'work with. Bven within their agency, they have |

1rs different views about the bighorn sheep, whether

- {un they’re timid or they’re very friendly wnh

e people.

So I would venture to agree with yow A

ot human being without 2 dog is okay around the

@y bighorn sheep. I've seen a whole buich of them in
3 Rancho Mirage going down the sireet. They don’t
2 seem to be intimidated by any means.

(24 So I would say copsetve the property and

[e5] mz.nzg:x;w:ll’l‘hatswhatwcrchcrcmdowﬂh
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) the checkers. But what I would hate to scc is, 4 have any? My gosh. My hardest thing today is

‘1 you know, 2 bureaucratic nightmare or an 1 changing a flat.

21 imposition o human beings to execute it. So @ MS.DODD: Name is Jane Dodd 1live in

{9 minimize the red tape and the bureaucracy and @ Rancho Mirage. I'm just curious about the visitor
15 maximize the effect of the plan is my suggestion. @ center as a facility. I saw that new facilities

181 Thaok you. ' & were addressed in the plaa but not existing

m MS.WENSTROM: Thank you very much. m facilities, as least as presented by Connelt. [

@ Isthere anybody who would like to speak @ personally think it needs sore updating and

@ who hasn’t yet filled out a card? You guys are @ improvement. -

11 copy of that, we can get you a copy of that. "

m  AUDIENCE MEMBER: Wel, I'm just a naive

(¥ citizen here, but I can tell you that the

“ abundincc of plans is way confusing. There’s a .

.15 whole separate onc just for bighorn sheep, which

i has a huge impact on the trzils. I mean, how do

7 you get 2ll this information? @1 parameters of what you can do within the spcc:ﬁc
-@- MS. ‘DUNNING The bighorn sheep : 18 plan. It seems to me like that's backwards.

1) management strategy is actually within the BLM'’s ©  MS.WENSTROM: Okay. First of all, can .

The question is you've got the CDCA plan,

13 which is a general plan.And then it's gota

) bighorn sheep management component to it, if I

t¢9) understand correctly. So now you have the general
® plan set up, which would seem to me, if you're

18) following it logically, that it defines the

fc rf

po going to make it easy. ! o) MS.WENSTROM: Thank ybu for the comment g h
(1 What X'want to do now is remind you that {11 part of that. 1o Pl":" '-h“_ TI've been talking about that will be (t0) you give us your name for the record?
1121 1 know some of you haven't asked to speak because wa  Connell, do you want to address that? w1 finished in December. . i) MR. BLAKLEY: Yezh. It's Jim Blakley
12 you agreed to take that fat thing home and really 1w  MS. DUNNING: Yeah. The proposed ua ., AUDIENCE MEMBER: It's in here? 12 again.
13 MS. DUNNING: No.We finished it in (3 MS.WENSTROM: Okay.Thanks.The answer

(14] criteria for furare fnci.lity_ development, in the
1 plan we didn’t propose any specific changes to the
ey visitor center. That doesn’t mean that we can't

g digest what it says.
18 So I'want to remind you that we treat
e your comments the same whether it’s in writing or

114) December of 2002. It's the CDCA plan amendment.
18 Tt's the California Desert Conservation Area

114 is the broader plan scts the overall plans, and
15 the vety specific plans get more specific. So no,.

17 whether you got up here at the podium and spoke.
1e) We would like to encourage you to send you:

18] comenents in if you have comments after you get
120) this home and go through it.

e Ialso want to encourage you if you have

221 questions after you get this home and go through
23 it, Connell will be available to you by phoe.

241 And you can 2lso use e-mail to get your qucsuons .

17 do those changes in thé future.
] Those would require additional

0] the ground. We would go through a process of
2 or to biological resources ‘with any future

2 changes.
ra  Interms of space, we didn’t include any

118 environmental review of any additional impact to

t2y) determining potential impact to culmral resources

116 Plan. We do havé a proposed final now. We

(17 haven't come out with a printed final plan, but we
) hope to soon because it was just finished. But we
119 cap get you a copy of that.

rg  MS.WENSTROM: The CDCA plan coversa

121 larger area than just the Monument, and it was

122t started before the Monument plan was started. We
23 didn't want to just stop it in the process and

24 change everything around for the Monument,

(18] it cannot go against the overall plan which sets
117 sideboards and maybe standards, things that you
18) can't exceed.

e It can refipe it more. It can set

o) additional direction. That's probably why we

2 haven't tried to repeat it, and we tried to ..
122 separate the topics to reduce the confusion, even

(= though it's still very confusing. N
2] Unless we amended that plan through r.h.ls

125 answered. (251 changes specifically for the visitors center for e _
Page 41 Page 43 »s o terms of timing, this Monument plan is sl process, that would be the only way that we could
t  Sonow since everybody has bad their time 1 this plan. So that is correct. We do continue to - - -
@ to speak, we would liké to open it now and give [ use the visitor center. We proposc to continue to ) corming arouod at a time that makes it most t go against what's already in the overall plan.-
st you a chance to ask us questions if you have @ "use that as a facility to provide information and 12 confusing bcca.usc of the 'ﬁa.ct that.both BLM and @ MR. BLAKLEY: That's my point.
1 questions that we didn’t answer at first. We like  to continue in the way it is now. I think Danella m the F°r°sf S.CI“CE are T,CV.‘S’-DE their general A MS.WENSTROM: Because they're so close
® o gét right to having you speak so that we make = wanted 1o provide a littie bit more information. ) plans. 50 it is _VCTY confusing. . w| together in terms of time, we've tried to get the
1 sure we allow everybody plenty of time. If there ® MS. GEORGE: The visitor center has very DN mpaMc !JCCZUSC Leven find ‘“ & decisions and carry them forward and notbe
[ ase unanswered questions, we'd be hﬂPPY to do that m limited actual acreage. We're sandwiched berween © °°“f”sm5'm?d Tjust encourage you ifyouneed 1 ® amending it immediately, at least until we've had
1 since we've done all the speaking. @ the Bighorn Institute and the City of Palm m help unraveling that confusion, we would be happy m time to monitor and find out that, you know, maybe
®m  Yeah.Back here.’ ® Desert. . ® to try and help you find the H_Sht placcs.\X{; | m there neéd to be changes. So we're not even in
@ MS. GEORGE: Ruth, thé}'c's one thing. ) There is going to be a nice loop trail ®l admow_kdgc thzt and appreciate your patience. @ that time frame. .
1) There are quite a few that have specific questions (1) that the City of Palm Desert is putting in. We'll 1) Other questions? Yeah. o Do you have another question?
113 on the trails and the trails plan.Jim Keona is -+ - |t work in partnership with ther for interpretive ) AUDIENCE MEMBER: Where can I get one of - - |ltm MR, BLAKLEY: Just a comment, It seems -
(13 hete t0 e the expert 10 Answer those QUESHOIS. ~ """ "|us opportuhifies oA that trail. It's about two iz the plans, the CDCA plin? Where carl I pickupa 12 to me like you're letting the function control
¢q  MS.WENSTROM: Thank you, Danella. I 14 miles. We'll have set walks, and we’ll have 13) copy? . 119l 'what's happening, rather than, you know, what the
s didn't even realize that was you back there. 11 different folks that will be able to give talks. ta MS.WENSTROM: Whete can they pick upa 119 facts are and what reaily showld be happening.
e  What I would like to do is see if there m  We re going to g0 into a process of 2 15 CDCA plan, Connell? 1 MS.WENSTROM: Well, both the general
©n are questions specifically on the Monument before 17 facility plan. Most federal facilities have el MS-'_DUN_NING: Yc'bu can comac.t me. 6] plans should be based on what the facts are and
8 we get into the trails plan, so we can make sure e facility plans, and we've just initiated that un There's an information sheet on “How can 1 stay 1 what's happening also. It's just a lirtlc bit
19 ‘we answer all the Monument related questions 19 internally, And Jim Foote is going to take the e Invotved.™ You éan contact us via e mal, and I 1 different tone and direction. The Monument bas a
o because the trails plan is separate. 201 lead on that. And hopefully in about a year, 19 can get you a copy of that plan. We'll mail val lot of intérpretation and additional things that
@1 So ler’s do Monument-plan-related 12 'we'll have a pice facility plan that our public o) them. i 129 may not be covered in such detail in the general
12 questions if there are any.And then if after 221 can look at. Thank you. . el MS. WENSTROM: Anybody else? Yeah. 121 management plans.
T A AT WE Ve Hailf GEESOnS; W e going to put P MS.DUNNING: Greg Hill just zeminded me " AUDIENCE MEMBER: Justa question. If P ‘We can talk in more detail afterwards if
24 Mr.Eenna on the spot and let him answer those. 4 that we do meation the visitor center in oux =2 you have 2 general pian which is broadeér than this 231 you have a specific issue. 3
®a  So Monuméntrelated questions. Anybody 129 interpretive plan, So if anybody would like a e one and scts the parameters, will you deviate from g Isthatall the general Monfiment
. Paged2 | - . Page 44 ws] the specific plan? * 9 questions? .
- Page 46 - * ° Page 48
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m  MS. DUNNING: Just an additional comment
1@ to your concern.The San Bernardino National
@ Forest is very large. Within that, there's the
4 San Jacinto Ranger District. The Monument is a
= subset of the San sznto Ranger District.
© MR.BLAKLEY:I understand.
m MS.DUNNING: I'm doing this kind of for
@ everybody's purposes.
® MR.BLAKLEY: All right.
pg  MS. DUNNING: So the Monumcnt is a2 small
iy part of the Sanjacmto Ranger District. From
11z BLM's perspective, the California Desert
13 Conservation Area is huge.
na  MR.BLAKLEY: Right.
uns MS. DUNNING: Then we have the Palm
el Springs resQurce area of ‘which the Monument is a
7 small section. So the Forest Service had already
- g begun its forest plan revision, They're alrcady
119 looking at facts and looking at what needed to be
120) revised in that plan, as was the BLM.
@1 . Lomgterm, the Monument plan can serve as
{2 a bridge. That's what we're reaily seeing it as.
23 We can usc this to further refine what needs to be
24) refined at a smaller level. We can look for ways
5 to better coordinate.
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m What Connell sajd, coordination.

@ Andthe legislation came in the year

® 2000. It directed us to have 2 management plan.

W That's why we're doing this, which is good, this

@ coordination that the agencies should work

1 together, the BLM and Forest Service.

(4] So those planning efforts were already

18 under way. The forest plan and CDCA. plan revision
® had already started prior to the legislation

0]’ creating the Monument, and then directing both

(1] agencies to create 2 management plan, if that

1z makes a fittle bit more sense.

s MR.BLAKLEY: I understand it, but my

14 point is still the same. It’s like once you

115 decide to fight the war, then that decision has

117 been made. Then on a lower lever, you can decide
117 how to fight it.

e MS.WENSTROM: Okay. Let us get back to

19 you.'You had a comment or a question?

o)  AUDIENCE MEMBER: I just have a comment.
121 I can understand what's happening, I can

2z) understand all the agencies. I can understand how
122 it works. But when you have a specific issue, and
t24) I'm a trail-user myself, it makes it almost

125 impossible for us to have our specific area or our
Page 51

m We cz‘n look for ways to use those

c:] 'ovcrlyi.ng strategies and the kind of general plan
1 ideas to now refine ir and look at it on a sroaller
@ scale. Thar’s what this plan is.

® ‘We asked ourselves if we're going 10 do

15 this long-term, BLM and Forest Service working
m together lopg-term, what's the best way that we
@ can do that. So that's kind of where we came

® from.That's really what is ig this plan.
g - There is a piece of paper to help that

{11} you may have picked up — issues addressed in the
121 Mopument plan, Issues addressed in other plans. - -

13 So when youleave hiere today, this will Bl latd —

. 04 of guide you in where the different topic areas
ug are being addressed. |
] So really this mandgement plan is for the
17 Monument. It’s more refined, and it's a smaller
‘8 scale focusing on coordination.
@s  MS.WENSTROM: Okay.Another question up
29 here,and then we’lt go back.
[e3] " You want to talk, Danela?
3 MS. GEORGE: Yes. Just to go with what

23 COnDEIl Was saying, it's Almost like we look at it

24 like an ops guide. This plan is opcm.iona.l guide
251 between the different entities, the agencies. -

). specific issues addressed.

] ‘We arc always turned away or r.l:us isn't

@ the right time for this, or this isn’t the fight

W time for that. ’

s  Now,Xhonestly know how the plaas work.

1 1 have gone to the Rancho Mirage trail commission
m meetings. You have to work with so many agencies
® 10 try to keep one trail open that it makes it

9 almost impossible for someone who actually cares
10] to cven take interest in it.

1 Ihave tons of people — I collected

" |v1 150 signatures on Bump and Grind trail in one day
| in a méttet'of three hours on people who used it ———-"

1141 but none of that is even addressed in any of these
15 issues. There are tops of trails out there,

RG] How do we go about kccpj.ng-r.hcm open?

71 Can't there be one place that we can go'to be

1g heard? .
g MS. WENSTROM: I'want to do two thmgs

20} I want to get your name so that comment gets in
1 the record officially so we can address it.And

=2 then I think we're going to the trails

“|za discussion. Mr. Kenna is already on his way up

. |es bere.
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s MS.WATERS: My name is Janet Waters, ]
’ : '-Page 52

i W-atcrs. 1 live at45443 Camino DelReyin
@ Indian Wells.
B MS.WENSTROM: Thank you very much.
g MS.WATERS: You're welcome.
§  MS.WENSTROM: Okay. Jim, you're up.
1’ MR, KENNA: IThope I won't muddy the
@ waters. I will hopefully answer your question.
t8) about what is the best way to get to the middle of
® this.
1o I think the opportunity is stil coming.
111 What we have in the biological opision that the
121 Bureau of Land Management goton our plan

131 amendment that she tallced 2bout in December says
014 that we have to prepare a muitijurisdictional or

Is5] participate in avmulu]unsdxcuonal trails

[te] management plan,

iy] The venue for that is being managed by

18) Coachella Valley Association of Governments. We
(9] are working together with them and also with the
e wildlife agencies, Fish & Wildlife Service and

‘ry California Department of Fish & Garne, to address

2 the sheep issues and to address recreation
2] opportunities. That process is ongoing.
rq  The public draft for that is scheduled

) for October 1st at this point a5 I understand.
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(11 “Again, this is 2 CVAG or Coachella Valley

13 Association of Government managed process, which

B Wwe are a Cooperator in.

#  What we put in our plan amendment was an_
8 overarching strategy that will allow the trails

] management plan, derived together with the cities
m and the county through CVAG, to fit up underneath
@ it It really has three elements to the

‘@ strategy. They're fairly broad.
oy The elements to-the strategy include

1ty directly addressing habitat issues. That could be .
tz-things-like places-where your: might necd water: Or
13 you night need to open up an area that Tamarisk
14 trees have mken over the - water so the shccp won't
15 go down in there, That's an example.

16 The second part of the strategy does deal

) with disturbance issues. Some of that has been

19 discussed in some of the comments tonight as to
19) 'what are the issues relevant to how the sheep are
% affected or aren’t affected by hikers, horseback

) riders, or mountain bikers or various kinds of
2.trail nsers. That's the-second part of the

=] strategy.

¥  But the plan that we've alrcady done did

= not make the decisions on those issues beuusc

1 under our opinion and under the recovery plan for
® the sheep, it says it will be a
o] mulu;unsdxcuonal plan and a mmu;u.nsdxcuona.l
14 decision.
5] So the citics and the county through CVAG
[ get to play a role in the decision as well And
7 that's appropriate because many of the trails
() cross jurisdictional boundaries — Bump and Grind
[ was mentioned. Bump and Grind, there's no BIM"
[10} land involved i in Bump and Grind.
vy MS.WATERS: Yes. T understarid that.
iz MR.KENNA: If you take that example of
113 Bump and Grind, it's still part of an overall
(4] System of trails in the entire mountains, So the
1S cohcept is that'we should come to an. agreement on
(16] a trails plan that add s all of the
(171 trails in the mountains as a system.
(18] That makes sense from a recreation
119 standpoint because what happens on one could
120 affect another. We don't want to ask the public
127 to try and figure out whar six different cities
r22) might be doing in the county and the BLM and the
3 state. So we should all ger togetherand try to .
124 make 'sense of all that 50 it's an easily .
=9 vunderstood and understandable approach to trails
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[l management. R

@ SO that's the direction this is heading.

@ The specifics are yet to come. There is a first
“w ind;‘can‘on, which catne out when BIM's draft
18 environmental impact statement came out last
¥l year.

? - The purpose of that draft statement was

18] 0Ot to be 2 final draft for public review. But

# when we're talking about 4 sheep strategy, we
(1) wanted to show people the range of four

* {10 alternatives that were under discussion. They

112 were included at that time,

] Now, does that mean that those

114 alternatives or onc of those alternatives will bc
1ts) the final decision? No. Because it has to go

el through that multijurisdictional process.

(77 When all is said and done, it needs to be

ve the cities, the county, the BLM the state, and as
19 you get to the higher elevations, the Forest

a1 Service as well, but all of us ‘working together on
21 the whole system of trails,

3 We started into this thing with two

23 goals, and we still have them.They're to provide
e reasonable opportunities for recreation and to be
125 consistent with recovery of bighorn sheep
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(1 populadons. Both of those are very achievable.

] I think the process — the part that you

[ just want to get into the middle of and get a hotd

14 of, you're going to get that shot. I promise :

o] yéu’ll get that shot. You're going to get it with

16 2 whole Jot of additional information.

m  That's the purpose of stepping down from

(e that big umbrella strategy of the three elements,

® stepping it down to some very, very specific

1o things so you can say what this plan means for
{11 Bump and Grind or Ast Smith or the trail up toward
(12 the top of Murray Hill or whatever the place may
‘13 be or that you're concerned about and want to know
4 specifically how is that going to be affected.

ps You're going to be 2ble to see that.

ne  You're also gojng to be able to see the

1171 rationale that underhes each of the alterpatives
&1 and what the a.ffccts as the' agencies and cities
g and so on think r.h_cy would be All that's going
= to be disclosed as_' part of the public process.

B1 You're going to get to look at it at that

rza point this fall and say, “That makes sense to me”
123 or “It doesn’t.” We're not quite there, but we'’re
f24) getting close. So at that pomt you'll be able to

25 sce z lot more.

{1 some way to give you some input before that comes
@ out?

®  MR. KENNA: Well, actually, I don't want

M) i0 —

m MS.WATERS: The Bighorn Institute gets

® 10 say what they like.

m  MR.KENNA: Yeah. Well, she's not with

® the Bighorn Iostitute.

@ MS.HUDDLESTON-LORTON:I'mBLM. -

wol - MS.WATERS: Everybody gets to say what

1 they want but us.

1z MR.KENNA: Not to take anything away

13 from those folks that have become engaged here,
14 because we really want everyone engaged, but we
s started here with the scoping meeting on trails at
luer the Living Desert in 1999.

un MS.WATERS: And I understand. But you

8] know, it has taken me this long and I've hiked the
(18] trails for four years to find out about any of

e0} them. Thank you. I'm serious.

2]  MS.WENSTROM: Let me share something

122 that's going to help a little bit. It won't help -

=3 everyone in the whole valley. One of the things

(24} we're going to do, we know that everybody that has
=5 come to the Monument meetings, we hear over and

Page 57 Page 59
1 Ithiok what is important, and I think 11 over how interested you are ia trails.
11 you are doing the right thing by making sure you 1 MS.WATERS: Right.
@ get your voices in the room, making sure that we ® MS.WENSTROM: So we're going to make
« understand and we know that you stood out on Bump ] sure that — Connell just assured me that she will
& and Grind and got 150 sigaature in a day. @ take all the names that are signed up for Moiiument
1 We understand that someone is very 1® mectings and make sure they are on the list to
M interested in being able to hike on the top of [ receive that draft.
& Murray Hill, and they do it on a regular basis. #  So when the draft comes _our.. it will be
m Those kinds of things are important. ® at the same ‘point that we arc with the Monument
o MS.WATERS: That isn't exactly what I'm (10) plan. You'll get to see kind of what's laid out
) saying. I hike Murray. Thike all over.What - i there, what's been resolved. Some of it you might
13 I'm saying is how can you informo a publicof  + -{nz be happy with. Some of it you might still have
g bikers that Hike ali differeat pEces WHEnthey i) conceais With. And you'll bave 2 chance to
(4 can’t — you know, the Coachella Valley 114 comment just like you are here.
115 Association of Governmeants is a whole bunch of 5] So it will not be a done deal by any .
16] areas. 6] means, but it will have a little more meaning to
11 Well, how can we become invotved before {171 it than what you're looking at now. I think it
e you all make a decision? ' (18 should work very well And like I said, we'll
ps; MR. KENNA: When the draft comes out in e) make sure everybody get on that list. I think the
e October, it won't be a dcusmm It willbe 2 2ol frustration is people don’t know how 1o get into
1 draft. 1 the process.
ra MS.WATERS: I'm not saying that. But = MS.WATERS: That's right.
5 don’t you thifik e should have some — how many B3 MS.WENSTROM: So you will gct into the
24 people — I mean, there’s a lot of people in bere a4 process if you signed the majling list for the
126 that are hikers. Shonidn’t we have some input or (251 Monument tonight or some other time. .
I ) . Pagess | - Pags 60
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 MR. KENNA: I want to emphasize that
@ there will be lots of 2dditional opportunity. The

B} cities are going to take positons on issues, but

w there are going 1o be plenty of comment periods to
5 work on these issues.This has been an

B extaordinarily open process.

m  MS.WATERS: [ understand that,and I

® appreciate your efforts.

B MR.KENNA: In the old way we used to do

na business, this part of the process wouldn’t have

0} even been open, and it’s been open for years.

(12 We've had over a dozen meetings with the trails

11 working group and a number of interests.

141 We'll take anybody's input. We're

L] lool&ng for information if there's something. We -
1e) don't want to miss agything, So if there's

7 something that you feel that you can get to us

v that will Help, we're willing to take it.

58] The CVAG process, they meet on the last
Thursday of every month. There’s a policy
advisory group that meets then. That's an open
forum as welL I know it's during the day and

some folks can’t make that. I can’t help that
pait. It's not my forurn. We have had Monument )
Advisory Commitree meetings on the weekends on
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(51 Saturdays.

@ MS.WATERS: 'm not quesnonmg that

[l you've done everything in the public process.

W MR. KENNA: Well, what 'm trying to say

(9 is we're reaily trying, and we really do wast 1o

Gl hcar ‘what you have to say.

7 AUDIENCE MEMBER: I think the problcm

(5 with bikers is that we’re all 2 bunch of

1 individualists. We're just out there with our
110 hiking boots hiking. We're not, you kmow,
11} necessarily reading all the newspapers and
117 checking out all the public. mcctmg;wc_shou.ld be
{13) going to.
114 So another approach might be for those
us jurisdictions who afe doing trails to reach out
118) t0, you know, the Coachella Valley Hiking Group
117 and the Desert Trails Hiking Group — they've all
11 got databases of all their memberships — and have
18] a big meeting with all of the hikers, at least
ra with those two groups.
1 MR. KENNA: Okay.
(zu ond bunch of mdmduals 10 mtcﬁ'zcc with the
R4 government, and it isn’t going to thpcn.At

29 least that's been my experience.
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#  AUDIENCE MEMBER: I'm not really .
fa interested in trails, but I've been to those CVAG
# meetings. I know the attorney for Desert Riders
4 is there at the meetings, but I think those people
© don't teil their owa mcmbcrslup about the
(6] meetings.
m  MS.WATERS: That's what I'm saying. We
® just never know.
& MR. KENNA: Well, if we can find — .
() AUDIENCE MEMBER: There's no paid staff
1 4t these clubs. They're just volunteers.
1z MR.KENNA: Yeah. Okay. If there’s
13 anybody who has — I'mean, we have gone to the”
(14) trails club meetings. We bave done some of those
5 things. Xf that isn’t working, help us find
e something else. Because we're not trying o keep
171 anybody out. We're intexested in everybody's
1g) comments and everybody's perspectives.
(] So if something different will work
120y better for you, I think that we can probably
i21) figure out a way to do that. You can talk to me
g afterwards if you've got ideas yon don't want to
=3 express here in the 6pen. We're certainly open.
(24] There will be a lot of different kinds of
s forums, everything from written to — I'm sure the
Page 63

1 city councils will Jook at these trail issues.

@ The county will look at this. We'll have formal

@ public mectings and comments. There will be

@ plenty of opportunity. I guarantee it.

®  You can write, you can speak at the

ta meetings. We'll ry and do wivoﬂfshop types of

7 things. Our interest is that nobody is going to

{@ ty to sneak anything by anybody. Our interestis
® to make sure that we bave everybody's voice in the
(10 room as the decision process goes on.

w11 Yes, sir

nz AUDIENCE MEMBER: Yeah. One thing that

13 troubles me js that everything you say — I mean,
114} this is a complicated plan.There's a lot of work
115 that has gone into ic. I dop’t think there’s

el anyooe here that doesn't really appreciate the
117 time and energy that's gone into it. You know,

18 it’s 2 very complex issue. .

{1 But also what I hear you saying that

t20] bothers me is that everything is couched in the
11 context of the sheep, y'ou know. It seems to me

ez that, you know — whatever happened to the

23 constitution — fife, liberty and the pursnit of

=2 happincss_?

25 Why aren’t human beings. primary in this
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1 equaton? Why don’t we have a primary emphasis on
{2 constitutional rights rather than, you know, 2
m piece of lcgwlanon Lhat may Or may not Over time
i hold up?
5 MR. KENNA: Well, for better ot worse,
(9 we're going to have to deal with the sheep issue
m because it's been listed as a species under the
@ Endangered Species Act. That does not mean that
® we're trying to depreciate getting out into the
o) mountains and people using the trails. We've
111 alwrays tried to kccp those things open to
11z everybody.
13 ‘We're trying to find the appropmtc
1) opportunities for recreation, and we're trying to .
18 figure out how to make sheep recovery and the
11e] recovery of those populations work. They don't
17 have to be mutally exclusive.
s Iwould hope that you won't take away
119 from here the idea that we're trying to somehow
o} diminish or decrease the importance of the
21 recreation part of this equation. It's in there.
2 Tt's part of the discussion. It will be part of
23 the decision.
24 MR.BLAKLEY: From my point OfV‘I.C'W it’s

25) not broken. Why fix it?
. Page 65

1 you to let BLM work through the plan and get it
© out on the streets before you assume that we've
@ totally forgotten you.

W It’s just that way. We're.charged with

151 following the law as govunment servants.You're
@ welcome to try and change it, bur while it's on
m the books, we follow it.

®m MR KENNA: Okay.There's two things

@ here, just to sum them up. If you've got 2n issue
110 about the ability to get involved, let's figure

11 out how to fix it. There's plenty of ways to fix
117 that.

na I you’vé got an issuc¢ about what you

114 think the direction ought to be or how the

tis] decision out to be thought 2bout or what issues
v riced to be on the table or specific things you do
17 or don't want to see in the final plan, that’s

sy what the process is for.

(18] So I can’t telt you what the answer is

120y going to be on that part yet. That would be

21 predecisional. It would be probably unfair to all
22 the rest of the participants in the process

123 ranging from the interest groups — the hikers,
241 the horseback riders — to the cities, the state,

s and all the other jurisdictions that have to be
Page 67

1 MR KENNA: Well, I can’t tell you what

‘@ the decision ought to be at this point becanse we
B haven’t even gotten to the point of putting a
 public draft out yet.

‘m  ‘MS.WENSTROM: I heard you say something

m MR BLAKLEY: I'm saying that conceivably

18 could be down that line. -

@ MS.WENSTROM: Okay.I understafid that.

©0) I understand that you may or may not disagree with
11 that I'm not going to challenge that at all.

1z But what I'want to tell you is Mr. Kenna here-andr -

19 the Forest Service line officers are charged wWith™
14 enforcing the law while it’s on the books. So

us be's got to do that. .

[(C] So what you can heip us most with to make
17 it successful as possible is to try and find

g solutions that will make it work for everybody so
usl that we don't have to make it about one orthe |
20 other.

1 ‘We as agencies — and nobody said it

3 would be¢ easy, but our goal is to try and figure -

123 out if there's ways we cin doa bétter jobof ~
124 doiog both. I think that’s what Jim is telling.
s} you'that he’s trying to do.I would kind of ask

B
“lus access work group, part of the Monument Advisory
"lna Committee. There’s work groups that assist the

1) part of that decision.

@ That decision will come when it's time.

@ We're just not there yet. So you still have a lot
@ of opportunity here. Xf you can't find the one -
# that fits you, let’s figure out one that will We

@ can do that. Okay.

m MS.GEORGE: Danella.George. Justtwo

8 points.We need to get back in the process just
@ to ask people for the court reposter o please say
10) your name before you go into your d.lSCllSSlOl]
1117 That's all for Sonja.

And then what Jim said, we also have an

115) Monuraent Advisory Comumnitiee. There’s one for

|11 access and trails. Frank Bogert and Buford Crites

(17 are on that,

18] Is there anybody else i here that is i.g .

1e) that wotk group? That would be a place, if you .

20 came to a Monument Advisory Committee Mceting.
1 Our next one would be in June. Public comment is

1z at 11:00. But if you came prior to the meeting,

31 20d you'reinterested inbeing in that work group,
R4 you can talk to Frank Bogert or Buford Crites.

53 Thank you.
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61 MR. KENNA: Olaay. Let me ask 2
@ question. Is there anything else, Pparticularly if
1 there’s information I can give you? I don’t want
4 you 1o feel like I'm up here 10 debate anybody,
18 because I really don't want to. I value your
s ideas. You're entitled to what you think, and we
m need to hear it. But if there’ s information I can
1 help you with, that I'd really like o do too,
@  MS.UDALL: By name is Jane Udall. 'd
tto) Iike to find out who at CVAG is the person that we
11y contact about the trails situztion.
12 MR. KENNA: The director who handles that ’
113 at CVAG is Jim Sull.wzu Do you want a telephone
4] number? -
19 MS.UDALL: No.I can mz.nagc that.
’ 115] Thapks.
un MR KENNA: Okay.
1e] Yes, sir.
8] MR. MAC ARTHUR: I'm Karl MacArthur with
20) UC Extension.The news bites that the BLM puts
@1 out online gives notices of these meetings. You
=) can gctrhatanyumc It’s real easy.You can
=3 subscribe o it, and they’ll send you weekly
4 updates. Here we go.1 can't see it
5 Hop://www.ca blm.gov.
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[0} ‘What [ want to say is I see this mecting

@ as 2 milestone for you, the staff here. I've

@ watched most of the meetings. [ want to

# compliment Connell and Ruth and Jim and Danella
& with your competence and levelheadedness in some
@& very difficult siruations. I 'want to congratulate

(1 you on your work. I needed to get that in there.

®  MR.KENNA: Thaok you very much.

® Anything else we can do for anybody? Barba.m my
(0] buddy from Agua Caliente,

g MS. GONZALES-LYONS: I'm

121 Barbara Gonzales-Lyons, Agua Caliente Band of

19 Cahuilla Indians. Again, I wanted to reiterate

1141 the same thing. T want to commend the staff —

151 Connell, Daneli, Jim, and everybody — on your

1e) working with the tribes. This has been the first

(7) for BLM and forestry of including the tribes in

s the process. I want to say keep it up, and thank .
119) you very much for doing it and setting the pace on
29 this and setting standards now to working with

i tribes. T know the other tribes also thank you

2 for working very hard in making them part of the
=23 proccss.Tl_nnk you. .

=g - MR.KENNA: Thank you. Anyone else?

5 MR.HODGES: I'd fike to 2sk a question.
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MR, KENNA: Good.
@ MS. DUNNING: Jim Sullivan’s information
@ can be found on the Web page for the HCP.Thérc‘s
# 2 piece of paper that you guys picked up. It says
{5 “How Can [ Be Involved.” On the back of that
® there’s a Web page for the HCP down at the
7 bottom. If you go to that Web page, Jim Sullivan
m is the contact. You can also see mioutes from
®l every meeting that they've had. So that's all on
tio) the piece of paper that you guys picked up.
u  MR.KENNA: Anybody else I can help?
4z MS. DUNNING: Coachella Valley Multiple
i#3) Species Habitat Conservation Pian That's the
14 long name. We say “HCP.”
e MR.MAC ARTHUR:I might méntion the fiews
8 bites, you can you subscribe to that. If you
17 subscribe to it, then instead of having 1o go
1) through it every time, they will send it to you.
e MR.KENNA: Anything else? Well, I -
20} certainly — yes. I'm sorry.
&1 MR.VALORIC: My name is George Valoric.
&2 I'm 2 property owner within the Monument. I've
=3 been here all my life. I understand the teails,
24 I've walked a few trails in oy timé, and I'm a
t5] horse man.
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- Jua

it) Dale Hodges. Thanks for your service. So what
w@ the Iady is saying is that you're to enforce the
@ laws per the Forest Service? And are there any
M laws on the books now that you are zble to enforced
® that would minimize or even eliminate the mluug
16 of — I think the term you might us use is patural
[ resources, but I think that's an. oxymoron — but
i just the taking of rocks and cactus out of the

© Monument?
o) Are there laws on the books now that we
11 don't have to worry about that you are able to

PC 10l

{121 enforce? And if there are, what are you doing to
‘e enforce them?

1149 MR. KENNA: The taking of rocks and

1151 minerals? Is that what I undcrstood? Cactus and
(1§ plant roaterials?

7 MR.HODGES: Yes. .

MR. KENNA: Those are a. discretionary

(19 permit under law. Areas can be open or not open
0] to them. A management plan can make decisions
1 about those things, a.nd it is discretionary.

2 Thm'snor.hingthmmysanmhzswbeopeu

. |l or should be closed. So that's the legal
. |4 framework thar you're talking about.

s MR.HODGES: ‘Whose discretion? )
- Page72 -
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m  MR. KENNA: The discretion of the

(2 management.

®  MS.WENSTROM: Let me add something to

1 that. Just to clarify, most of those things like

1] cactus of plants you would need to get a permit.
15 Thar’s how we regulate 50 you don’t take plants
1 that are listed or sensitive. We will not give

{a) you a permit for something that we have a concern
@ 2bout the future of. . .
1o On the rocks and minerals, I thigk you
11 meant mostly casual rock hounding. But do
112 understand that there is also the 1872 Monument
13 law that we are all subject to.
14 Now, the Monument is withdrawn from

15 additional mineral entry. So within the Monument,
11 the only place where folks would have rights to
117 farger scale minerals is where they have an

18 exdisting claim. But we do have laws that wé do
18] have to follow regarding removal of minerals that
0] 'we are subject to. .

=1 - So there's a varjety of laws that provide

j2a for both agencies.And on top of that, we each

23 have our own sets of regulations. And then we

@4 each \‘a'kc our own specific circumstances like

91 identifying which plants will come in and which
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U] ‘We'll stick around for a little while

@ afterwards if you have questions. We really.

@) appreciate your turnout tonight and your

14 questions.  appreciate your frustrations to the
6 folks that expressed frustrations.

© MS.WATERS: 'm sory.

- MS.WENSTROM: No.That's finc. It

@ really is. We need to know that. When there are
® frustrated people, we nced to try and do berter.
[10] So did you have anything else, Connel?.

un  MS, DUNNING: Yeah. I was going to say

trz that even though trails aren’t in this plan, a lot
131 of you have an inrerest in trails and we

(14 appreciate that. But there are a lot of things

115 that we need your comments on in this plan.’
e - So dom't just not look at it because it's

117 not going to be addressing trails specifically.

'|tse Take a look at it and ask yourself have we

(19) adequately addressed how we're going to protect
12q and preserve those values long-term in the

211 Monument. Take a look at that.

en  Hwe haven't, then provide some

9 substantive comments of ways we can do that

124 better. So think about that when you're

251 addressing your comoents by June 19th. Thanks.

[) ones won't within the agency. So if there's a
@ specific issue, we'd be happy 16 talk with you
@ afterwards, either agency. But yeah. There’s a
@) bunch of them. .
8 MS.GEORGE: Danclla George. Ruth, did
® you get the gentleman’s name?
@  MS.WENSTROM: He said it. lt was
B Dale — Iforget your last name,
© MS.GEORGE: Were you able to get tha
o Sonja? ) .
w1y THE REPORTER: Yes. . .
w1 MS. WENSTROM: Okay. Any additional . PR
T 03 QUESHONE, il or othierwise? Any person who has
4] decided now that they still want to get their
15 comments on the record? Because I will give you
t& one last shot of getting up here and wlking if
{17 you want to do that since we have lots of time.
[iC] Okay. 1 wanted to refnind you before I
118 let you go 'that if you didn't pick up 2 copy, the
1] plans are back there. The comment deadline is
@1l June 19th. . . L
. fr2] Make sure you take one of the sheets-that
T @teltsyouwhowto find out more and how to stay
te4) involved. It:will have the number where you can
29 ask questions.
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w  MS.WENSTROM: Thank you very much.
@  (Offthe récord))
-@ (The meeting concluded at 7:35 p.m.)
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