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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Hollister Field Office, in cooperation with the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), prepared a Draft Resource Management 

Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/EIS) from 2007 to 2009 to provide direction 

for managing public lands in the Clear Creek Management Area (CCMA). The Draft 

RMP/EIS was released for public review and comment on December 4, 2009. This report 

summarizes the results of three public meetings hosted by the BLM’s Hollister Field 

Office. These meetings were desgined to provide general information and gather public 

comments on the range of management alternatives considered in the Draft RMP/EIS, 

and the analysis of potential impacts on the human environment from BLM’s proposed 

management actions. 

Public involvement is an important part of the National Environmental Policy Act 

(NEPA) process. The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations require that 

agencies will: 

•	 Make diligent efforts to involve the public in preparing and implementing their 

NEPA procedures and 

•	 Provide public notice of NEPA-related hearings, public meetings, and the 

availability of environmental documents so as to inform those persons and 

agencies who may be interested or affected. 

2. BACKGROUND 

The CCMA is in central California in the southern portion of San Benito County and the 

western portion of Fresno County. It encompasses approximately 75,000 acres, 63,000 of 

which are public land managed by the Hollister Field Office and 12,000 acres are state 

and private lands. 

Within the CCMA boundary is the Serpentine Area of Critical Environmental Concern 

(ACEC) covering approximately 30,000 acres. It was designated an ACEC with the 

approval of the 1984 Hollister RMP, which addressed the BLM’s land use decisions for 

CCMA public lands. The designation was based on the human health risk associated with 

the naturally occurring asbestos and the occurrence of special status plant species 

endemic to the area. Within the ACEC is the 450-acre Atlas Mine Site, which is listed on 

the EPA Superfund program’s National Priorities List (NPL) of hazardous waste sites 

potentially posing the greatest long-term threat to health and the environment. The ACEC 

also includes 4,147 acres of the San Benito Mountains designated as a Research Natural 

Area (RNA) because of the unique forest assemblage and vegetation communities 

associated with its serpentine soils. The RNA’s primary purpose is to provide research 

and educational opportunities, while maintaining and protecting a unique assembly of 

vegetation in as natural condition as possible. 

The Hollister RMP Record of Decision, approved in 2007, did not address land use 

decisions in the CCMA because the EPA was preparing an asbestos exposure and human 

health risk assessment to provide the BLM and the general public with information on the 

exposure levels from various types of activities in the CCMA. The study was prepared in 
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connection with the Atlas Asbestos Mine Superfund, located within the CCMA, and 

technical deficiencies of a 1992 health risk assessment that the BLM used to evaluate 

CCMA visitor’s exposure to airborne asbestos fibers in the area. The EPA released the 

CCMA Asbestos Exposure and Human Health Risk Assessment on May 1, 2008. The 

authors of the study concluded that visiting CCMA more than once per year can put 

adults and children above the EPA’s acceptable risk range for exposure to carcinogens. 

They found an increased long-term cancer risk from engaging in many of the typical 

recreational activities at the CCMA. In order to reduce risk to public land users from 

exposure to airborne asbestos, the BLM Hollister Field Office published a notice in the 

Federal register announcing the temporary closure of the CCMA to all forms of entry and 

public use. The notice stated that the order will be in effect while the BLM prepares a 

RMP/EIS for the CCMA to determine appropriate measures to minimize and reduce 

excess health risks from, visitor use on public lands in the Serpentine ACEC. 

The CCMA Draft RMP/EIS presents a range of management alternatives to address 

emerging issues in the region and evaluates the environmental consequences of these 

management alternatives, as well as the BLM’s current management of the area. The 

result of this land use planning process will be a stand-alone RMP that allocates resources 

in the CCMA area to establish the following: 

•	 Areas of limited, restricted, or exclusive use and special designations; 

•	 Allowable resource uses and related levels of production or use; 

•	 Resource condition goals and objectives; 

•	 Program constraints and general management practices needed to achieve the 

above items; 

•	 Support actions, including resource protection and public health and safety 

measures, access development, and realty actions as necessary to achieve the 

above; 

•	 General implementation sequences, where carrying out a planned action depends 

on prior accomplishment of another planned action; and 

•	 Intervals and standards for monitoring and evaluating the plan to determine its 

effectiveness and the need for amendment or revision.
1 

3. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS 

On September 6, 2007, the BLM published the Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an 

RMP/EIS for the CCMA. The same day, the BLM issued a news release announcing 

three public scoping workshops. The purpose of the scoping meetings was to raise public 

awareness about the impending release of the risk assessment prepared by EPA, and to 

gather comments on appropriate management alternatives and environmental issues to be 

analyzed in the EIS. The dates and locations of each public meeting were: 

BLM. 2010. Frequently Asked Questions Concerning BLM Planning. Internet Web site: 

http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/planning/frequently_asked_questions.html. Site Accessed April 13, 2010. 

May 2010 	 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 2 

1 

http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/planning/frequently_asked_questions.html


 

       
 

      

       

       

           

             

              

                

   

       

      

       

          

            

            

             

       

            

             

          

   

         

        

            

         

           

      

        

            

             

          

      

        

        

•	 September 27, 2007, in Hollister; 

•	 October 4, 2007, in Coalinga; and 

•	 October 11, 2007, in San Jose. 

Following the release of the EPA’s Asbestos Exposure and Human Health Risk 

Assessment and the temporary closure of CCMA on May 1, 2008, the BLM announced 

three more public scoping meetings for the CCMA RMP/EIS, one of which included a 

presentation by EPA staff to explain the results of its study. The dates and location of 

each meeting were: 

•	 May 8, 2008, in Santa Clara; 

•	 May 19, 2008, in Hollister; 

•	 May 21, 2008, in San Jose. 

During these six scoping meetings, over 1,000 members of the public, mainly off-

highway vehicle (OHV) users, discussed the future management of the CCMA. The 

CCMA scoping report, prepared by the BLM’s Hollister Field Office and released in 

August 2008, details the specific comments and results of the public scoping period, 

which closed on June 21, 2008. 

Based on the discussions and the comments and concerns collected during the scoping 

period, the following key themes and priorities were analyzed in the CCMA RMP/EIS, in 

addition to preliminary issues identified by BLM personnel, cooperating agencies, and 

public user groups: 

•	 Questions about chrysotile asbestos and EPA risk assessment; 

•	 Impacts on human health from asbestos exposure; 

•	 Measures to reduce and minimize risk to public health and safety; 

•	 Suitable areas for motorized and nonmotorized recreation uses; 

•	 Desired outcome for areas with high scenic and cultural values; 

•	 Protection of special status species; 

•	 Potential land tenure adjustments (acquisition and disposal); 

•	 Wildfire management strategy to protect private and public lands and resources; 

•	 Limits established for season of use, number of visitor use days/years, vehicle 

types, riding areas and trail types, and minimum age requirements; 

•	 Fluid and solid mineral development; 

•	 Impacts on watershed resources and water quality; and 

•	 Impacts on air quality in nonattainment areas. 
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On December 4, 2009, the BLM published the Notice of Availabity (see Appendix A) for 

the Draft RMP/EIS for the CCMA that announced the beginning of a 90-day public 

review period (December 4, 2009, to March 5, 2010), during which written comments are 

accepted. During the public review period the BLM Hollister Field Office hosted three 

public meetings to gather comments on the Draft RMP/EIS. All public meetings took 

place from 5:30 to 8:30 PM in the following dates and locations: 

• January 13, 2010, in Coalinga; 

• January 14, 2010, in Hollister; and, 

• January 20, 2010, in Santa Clara. 

The public comment period for the CCMA Draft RMP/EIS was extended by 45 days by 

the BLM. The end of the public review period was April 19, 2010. 

The BLM’s Hollister Field Office also hosted a Social and Economic Workshop on 

February 22, 2010 to discuss potential social and economic impacts of alternatives 

analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS. The goal of the workshop was to provide business 

leaders, private landowners and local government representatives information about the 

draft plan and to gather their comments on social and economic impacts of public land 

use planning decisions for CCMA. The results of the social and economic workshoip will 

be summarized in a separate report and incorporated into the CCMA Proposed RMP and 

Final EIS. 

3.1	 PUBLIC MEETINGS 

The purpose of the public meetings described in this report was to gather general public 

comments on the CCMA Draft RMP/EIS. Each public meeting began with an open 

house, where the public was offered the opportunity to gather information, talk with 

BLM specialists, and provide written comments on the Draft RMP/EIS. Following the 

open house, the BLM provided a brief overview of the RMP alternatives and opened the 

verbal comment sessions. Public speakers were allowed approximately three minutes 

each to provide their comments to BLM decision-makers and the general audience 

regarding CCMA public lands and the information provided in the Draft RMP/EIS. 

Verbal comments were noted on a flipchart to capture public concerns and help 

identifying common themes. As part of the NEPA process, the BLM assesses and 

considers all comments. Public comments could influence the decision makers to: 

­ Modify alternatives including the proposed plan; 

­ Develop and evaluate alternatives not previously given serious consideration; 

­ Supplement, improve, or modify analysis; or 
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­ Make factual corrections.
2 

This document provides an overview of the three public meetings held for the CCMA 

Draft RMP/EIS and summarizes the verbal comments stated during the meetings. To 

ensure that the true intent of the comment is captured, participants were asked to submit 

their comments in writing. 

Following public review and comment on the CCMA Draft RMP/EIS, the Hollister Field 

Office will prepare a Proposed RMP and Final EIS that incorporates public comments 

and other agencies’ input. A summary of all the public comments received official 

responses will be included in the CCMA Proposed RMP and Final EIS. As a result, the 

final alternative identified in the proposed RMP may be different from the Preferred 

Alternative, or any of the alternatives analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS, and may include 

elements incorporated after public review of the Draft RMP/EIS. The proposed RMP and 

final EIS will identify any major changes to the Preferred Alternative. 

4. SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC MEETINGS ON THE DRAFT CCMA RMP/EIS 

4.1 COALINGA PUBLIC MEETING 

The public meeting in Coalinga took place at the Harris Ranch on January 13, 2010. Over 

125 members of the public attended the meeting. Organizations and affliations 

represented during the public meeting are listed in Table 1. 

Table 1 


Organizations and Affiliations Represented during the Public Meeting in Coalinga 


AMA District 36 

American Land Aaccess Association 

America, Land of the Free 

Avenal Chimes News 

Bay Area Riders Forum 

BlueRibbon Coalition 

California Association of Four-Wheel Drive Clubs 

(Cal4) 

California OHV Commission 

California State Parks 
Central Coast Racing 

CERA 

California Federation of Mineralogical Socitey 

Coalinga Rockhound Society 

CORE Group 

Esprit de Four 

Friends of Clear Creek Area Organization 

Four-Wheel Drive South Bay Riders 

Foxshox 

Fremont Honda Kawasaki 

Fresno Gems and Mineral Society 

Ghost Riders 
GPSports 

Granite Bandits 

Hopkins and Carley 

Invisible Team of Zero 

Junnila Mines 

Leemore Gems and Mineral Club 

Los Altos Dirt Bike Riders 

Los Gatos Motorcycle Club 

OHMLRC Commission 

Racers Under the Sun 

Ridge Runners 

RMD 
Salinas Valley Rock and Gems Club 

San Francisco Gems and Mineral Society 

Santa Clara Valley Gems and Mineral Society 

Santa Cruz Gems and Mineral Society 

South Bay Riders 

Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club 

Timekeepers Motorcycle Club 

Three Rocks Research 

Tule Gems and Mineral Club 

US Forest Service 

Valley Trail Riders 

Viewfinders 
Zoom Cycle Accessories 

2 BLM. 2005. Land Use Planning Handbook. BLM Handbook H-1601-1. March 11, 2005. 

May 2010 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 5 



 

       
 

     

     

    

 

              

              

              

            

             

     

              

           

          

             

           

  

 

     

   

      

       

     

        

     

      

   

   

    

       

     

     

   

     

     

  

        

   

 

           

              

           

       

               

       

    

       

       

               

The meeting started with a one-hour open house, during which personnel from the BLM 

Hollister Field Office and EPA were present to answer questions on the Draft RMP/EIS. 

At the end of the open-house session, Rick Cooper, Manager of the BLM Hollister Field 

Office, summarized the preparation of the Draft RMP/EIS and the alternatives analyzed. 

The comments session following the presentation was facilitated by a team from Tetra 

Tech, Inc., a BLM contractor. 

The number of public speakers, as presented in Table 2, was 18 and included individual 

citizens and representatives from the following organizations: Tule Gem and Mineral 

Society, Blue Ribbon Coalition, Junnila Mines, Coalinga Rockhound Society, Fresno 

Gem and Mineral Society, Lemoore Gem and Mineral Club, Avenal Chimes News, Three 

Rocks Research, AMA District 36, and California Association of Four-Wheel Drive 

Clubs. 

Table 2 


Speakers during the Public Meeting in Coalinga
 

Name Organization 

Marshal Hauner Tule Gem and Mineral Society 

Anthony Lane Tule Gem & Mineral Society 

Don Amador Blue Ribbon Coalition 

Leza Junnila Junnila Mines/Tule Gem & Mineral Society 

Gilbert Schreiner Coalinga Rockhound Society 

Bob Coates Fresno Gem and Mineral Society 

Justin Kulikov -

Judy Burson -

Jean Schrum Coalinga Rockhound Society 

Christopher L. Wertewberger Lemoore Gem and Mineral Club 

Cheryl Taylor Avenal Chimes News 

Roger Tiffin Three Rocks Research 

Scott Spencer -

John Pereira Lemoore Gem and Mineral Club 

Dave Pickett AMA District 36 

Nick Haris AMA 

Robert Adams California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs 

Don Colby -

The comments were mostly focused on CCMA temporary closure and inaccessibility to 

OHVs and gem collectors, validity of the risk assessment study, impacts of the closure on 

gem collectors, and the limited review period of the Draft RMP/EIS. 

CCMA Temporary Closure and Inaccessibility to Public Lands 

Most of the speakers asked for the reopening of the CCMA to the public. They described 

the temporary closure as a premature or “Why would the BLM close parks 
incorrect decision. The speakers expressed when we suffer so much from over 
their attachment to and appreciation of the crowded OHV?” Michael Soberanes 

CCMA and noted that people had more 

access to the area 20 years ago. Speakers noted that several generations in their families 
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have been visiting the CCMA. Jean Schrum, representing the Coalinga Rockhound 

Society, suggested signing a waiver that notifies users of health risks incurred from 

visiting the CCMA and indemnifies the BLM. Bob Coates, from the Fresno Gem and 

Mineral Society, also suggested using a waiver and compared it to the state health 

advisory for fish caught in San Francisco Bay or to the health warning labels on 

cigarettes packages. 

Scott Spencer noted that the CCMA is unique for off-road sports. It allows for technical 

riding, which is not available in other off-road areas in the region, such as Hollister Hills 

State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). Robert Adams, from the California 

Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, mentioned the impacts on other recreational 

areas in the region resulting from the temporary closure of the CCMA. He noted that 

most of the riding areas in the region are under pressure and if the CCMA becomes 

restricted, it should not be restricted to one group of users. John Pereira, from Lemoore 

Gem and Mineral Club, mentioned that restrictions are increasing on other recreational 

areas in the deserts, mountains, and coastal areas within the region. 

Jean Schrum, from the Coalinga Rockhound Society, also noted the importance of the 

CCMA as a recreation resource to alleviate stress and secondary effects of the current 

economic crisis. He noted that those living in surrounding counties, such as Merced, San 

Benito, and Kern, are undergoing substantive stress due to the unfavorable economic 

climate. 

Validity of the Risk Assessment Study 

Speakers presented their concerns with the results and integrity of the asbestos exposure 

and health risk assessment prepared by the EPA. Robert Adams, from the California 

Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, questioned why the BLM relies on only one 

study and asked who is reviewing and confirming the results of this study. Gilbert 

Schreiner, from the Coalinga Rockhound Society, noted that the EPA has made previous 

wrong decisions, such as evacuating a town in Missouri for health concerns from 

dangerous levels of dioxin contamination. Minimum age requirements to reduce asbestos 

exposure to children, as analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS was also a concern. Judy Burson 

questioned the validity of this type of limitation, and others concerned with the integrity 

of the study asked why the CCMA was not closed when other mines were closed, such as 

the Atlas mine. 
“I would like some tangible proof that 

the asbestos in Clear Creek has Jean Schrum also stated that the chrysotile 
harmed anyone ” Cheryl Taylor – 

asbestos at the CCMA is not harmful, and 
Avenal Chimes Newspapers 

smoking cigarettes could cause more health 

damage. They noted that there is no proof of disease related to this type of asbestos or 

associated with the CCMA. Roger Tiffin, from Three Rock Research, indicated that his 

family has been visiting the CCMA for over 27 years with no respiratory ailments. 

Cheryl Taylor, from Avenal Chimes News, noted that, despite the health risk factor, most 

often the BLM has four or five trucks in the area, while in the past only one BLM truck 

could be seen visiting the CCMA. 
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Impacts of the Temporary Closure and Restriction Use on Gem Collectors 

Jean Schrum, from the Coalinga Rockhound Society, expressed concerns with the 

economic and social impacts of the CCMA temporary closure. Leza Junnila, from the 

Junnila Mines and Tule Gem and Mineral Society, indicated that the CCMA is a vast 

resource of gems and minerals, with such gems as benitoite and fresnoite. Several 

speakers indicated that rockhounding is their 

source of income for their families. They “I support application of an alternate 

action that would allow access in a pointed to the need for vehicular access in 
limited manner keeping safety and CCMA because most rockhounds are older 
access as viable solutions. I support 

and cannot hike several miles carrying 
the application proposed under 

materials to and from rockhounding 
Alternative B” Anthony Lane – Tule 

locations, so restricting vehicles in CCMA Gem Club 
would make it impossible for them to 


continue rockhounding there.
 

Roger Tiffin, from Three Rocks Research, noted that miners had a court rule in their 

favor and they should be allowed into the CCMA. 

Public Involvement 

Roger Tiffin, from Three Rocks Research, noted his concerns with the size of the CCMA 

Draft RMP/EIS and the relatively short public review period. He also noted that a portion 

of the public review period occurred during the holiday season. Don Colby said that 

interested groups, such as motorcycle dealers, were not notified about the release of the 

Draft RMP/EIS. Nick Haris, from AMA, stated that the information presented during the 

scoping meeting in San Jose was more elaborate that presented during the public meeting. 

Don Amador, from the Blue Ribbon Coalition, noted that comments and information 

provided during the scoping process were not considered in the EIS analysis. Dave 

Pickett, from AMA District 36, noted the importance of providing good and substantive 

comments. 

4.2	 HOLLISTER PUBLIC MEETING 

The public meeting in Hollister took place at the Veterans Memorial Hall on January 14, 

2010. Over 290 members of the public attended. Organizations and affliations 

represented during the public meeting are listed in Table 3 below. 

Table 3 


Organizations and Affiliations Represented during the Public Meeting in Hollister
 

AMA District 36 Hollister Motorsports 

Bay Area Mineralogists Jolly Roger Racing 
BC BOYZ Los Altos Dirt Bike Riders 

California Association of Four-Wheel Drive Clubs Mountaineers Foundation 

(Cal4) Motion Pro 

California Motorcycle Company Motorcycle Touring Association 

California Native Plant Society Phantom Duck 

California State Parks - Hollister Hills State Vehicular Pinit Motorsports 

Recreational Area Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club 
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California Off-Road Vehicle Association Salinas Valley Rock and Gem Club 

Center for Off-Highway Land Recovery and Readiness San Benito County 

Engines Only Santa Clara Riders unlimited 

El Scorcho Motorcycle Club Santa Clara Valley Gems and Mineral Society 

Faultline Powersports Save Clear Creek Group 

Friends of Clear Creek Management Area South Bay Riders 

High Gear San Benito Couty Parks and Recreation 

Hollister Honda Team Beefy 

Hollister Hills Off-Road Association Timekeepers Motorcycle Club 
Hollister Hills Volunteers Patrol Three Rocks Research 

Similar to the Coalinga meeting, the meeting in Hollister started with a one-hour open 

house during which personnel from the BLM Hollister Field Office and EPA answered 

questions on the Draft RMP/EIS. At the end of the open-house session, Rick Cooper, 

Manager of the BLM Hollister Field Office, summarized the Draft RMP/EIS and the 

alternatives analyzed. The verbal comment session following the presentation was 

facilitated by a team from Tetra Tech. 

The number of public speakers, as presented in Table 4, was 21 and included individual 

citizens and representatives from the following organizations: Timekeepers Motorcycle 

Club, Friends of Clear Creek Management Area, Three Rocks Research, Salinas 

Ramblers Motorcycle Club, California Association of Four-Wheel Drive Clubs, Salinas 

Valley Rock and Gem Club, and Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club. 

Table 4 


Speakers during the Public Meeting in Hollister
 

Name Organization 

Ross Ross Timekeepers Motorcycle Club
 

Ed Tobin Friends of Clear Creek Management Area
 

Ray Iddings Three Rocks Research
 

Ron Dashazer Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club
 

Jim Strenfel Timekeepers Motorcycle Club
 

Lowell Webb ­

Eric Overeem ­

Jay Jacobson Adobe Ranch 
Amy Granat California Association of Four-Wheel Drive Clubs 

Jeff Holmbeck ­

John Loreur ­

William Borst ­

Ron Berzemen -

Jeret Shuck ­

Sam Bryantino ­

Tyler Pim ­

Jennifer Shreck ­

Randy Beremen ­

Gary Beck Salinas Valley Rock and Gem Club 
Benny King Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club
 

Miguel Flores ­

Brian LeNeve ­
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The comment topics were mostly focused on CCMA temporary closure and 

inaccessibility to OHVs, OHV use of the CCMA, validity of the risk assessment, public 

involvement, cultural value of the CCMA, deer hunting, and economic impacts. 

CCMA Temporary Closure and Inaccessibility to Public Lands 

Ed Tobin, from the Friends of the CCMA, asked for the reopening of the CCMA and 

noted that it is better to continue using the CCMA than to allow the use of undisturbed 

areas. Ray Iddings, from Three Rocks Research, noted that Congress guaranteed a right-

of-way on all public lands. Ron Deshazer, from the Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, 

and Sam Bryantino indicated that access to the area should be regulated in a way to the 

way alcohol and cigarettes are regulated, by notifying users about the health risks on the 

product labels. 

Jim Strenfel, from Timekeepers, and Lowell Webb noted the scarcity of available public 

lands and parks in the area near the CCMA. Lowell Webb noted that, as a result of lands 

designated as wilderness and buffer areas, no public land is left. William Borst stated that 

the BLM has been looking for reasons to close the CCMA for 15 years. Ron Berzeman 

and Tyler Pim noted that it is the public’s right to recreate in this land and asked for a 

way to protect their rights. “I still believe that OHV and the 

environment can coexist and both use 
Ron Berzeman said that they are doing their the same land, provided that the OHV 

part to maintain and preserve the CCMA community lives by the rules set 

area. Jay Jacobson, from Adobe Ranch, noted down” Brian LeNeve 

that many illegal activities are happening at 

the CCMA and the presence of people would help in reducing those activities. 

OHV Use of the CCMA 

Brian LeNeve, from the California Native Plant Society, noted in a letter read by Ed 

Tobin, that OHV users and environmental communities can coexist at the CCMA, and 

asked for the allowance of some sort of riding. Most of the speakers noted the importance 

and the uniqueness of the CCMA as a world class OHV area. Ron Deshazer, from the 

Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, stated that 12 motorcycle shops will be closing as a 

result of the CCMA permanent closure. 

Validity of the Risk Assessment Study 

Many speakers were concerned about the adequacy of the EPA health risk assessment 

study. Amy Granat from the California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, asked 

about the scientific evidence stated in the EPA document and the method used in the 

analysis. Ray Iddings, from the Three Rocks Research, noted that no illness related to 

asbestos has been identified yet. Ron Deshazer, from the Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle 

Club, and Sam Bryantino asked to approach this health-risk issue in the same way as 

tobacco and alcohol products, where a notification on each product warns about the 

health risk danger. 

May 2010 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 10 



 

       
 

  

              

              

           

            

             

             

               

            

             

           

           

             

               

           

               

               

            

        

     

               

              

              

              

   

 

               

             

            

  

             

              

       

     

              

             

             

Public Involvement 

Ross Ross, from the Timekeepers, noted his preference for a public question and answer 

session during the public meeting, as compared to the open house session, where the 

discussions with the BLM personnel were on a person-to-person basis. 

Jeff Holmbeck said that comments provided during the scoping period were not 

considered in the Draft RMP/EIS. John Loreur noted that his comments were not 

considered in the process of alternatives selection. Miguel Flores was concerned that the 

Draft RMP/EIS does not include input on the EPA health risk assessment report from the 

public and the BLM. Ron Deshazer, from the Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, noted 

that the BLM should listen to the taxpayers and questioned the BLM’s partnership goals. 

Eric Overeem questioned the process and noted that the document is extremely 

complicated. He noted that the executive summary referred to other documents and 

requested to review the reference materials. Ron Berzeman stated that none of the 

alternatives in the Draft RMP/EIS would allow for organized OHV events in the CCMA. 

Ron Deshazer, from the Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, expressed his concern with 

the Draft RMP/EIS size and the time allocated for the review period. Amy Granat, from 

the California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, said that 30 percent of the review 

period was during the holidays. She offered help to other community members in writing 

comments and encouraged participation in the comment process. 

Cultural Value of the CCMA 

Ray Iddings, from Three Rocks Research, noted that the CCMA is a part of California 

heritage and is home to many civilizations, such as Indian, German, and Irish. He noted 

the importance of people’s continuing presence at the CCMA in relation to the heritage. 

He said that the CCMA has historic roads under the county’s jurisdiction that were 

previously public roads. 

Deer Hunting 

A local landowner with property adjacent to CCMA expressed concerns about the lack of 

opportunities for deer hunters anymore at the CCMA, and requested that BLM consider 

this recreational resource be included in the CCMA land use plan. 

Economic Impacts 

John Loreur noted that the Draft RMP/EIS does not address the economic impacts on 

small business owners within the region. He said that organizations such as the Salinas 

Valley Rock and Gem Club include approximately 400,000 people. 

4.3	 SANTA CLARA PUBLIC MEETING 

The public meeting in Santa Clara took place at the Santa Clara Convention Center on 

January 20, 2010. Over 400 members of the public attended the meeting. Organizations 

and affliations represented during the public meeting are listed in Table 5. 

May 2010 	 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 11 



 

       
 

  

         

   

   
     

   

    

  

      

      

     

     

   

    

   
 

  

   

   

     

  

  

  
   

   

    

      

      

     

   

    

     

      

       

      
    

   

   

   

  

   

 

              

             

               

             

            

         

           

        

        

         

              

        

  

      

   

    

   

    

    

      

   

     

   

  

Table 5
 

Organizations and Affiliations Represented during the Public Meeting in Santa Clara
 

American Land Access Association GP Sports 

AMA District 36 Granite Bandits 
America, Land of the Free Hopkins and Carley 

Bay Area Mineralogists Invisable Team of Zero 

Bay Area Riders Forum Los Gatos Motorcycle Club 

Blue Ribbon Coalition Los Altos Dirt Bike Riders 

California Association of Four-Wheel Drive Clubs Over the Hill Gang Bay Area Chapter 

California Federation of Mineralogical Societies, Inc. Racers Under the Sun Central Coast 

California State Parks—Hollister Hills SVRA Ridge Runners Motorcycle 

California Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club 

Commission Salinas Valley Rock and Gem Club 

Central Coast Racing San Francisco Gem and Mineral Society 

California Enduro Riders Association Santa Clara Valley Gem and Mineral Society 

Carnegie Off-Road Enthusiasts Santa Cruz Gem and Mineral Society 
DirtDogs South Bay Riders Forum 

Earth Treasures Timekeepers Motorcycle Club 

Esprit de Four US Forest Service 

Fox Shox Valley Trail Riders 

Fremont Honda Kawasaki Viewfinders Motorcycle Club 

Friends of Clear Creek Management Area Zoom Cycle Accessories 

Ghostriders, Inc. 

Similar to the previous two meetings in Coalinga and Hollister, the meeting in Santa 

Clara started with a one-hour open house, during which personnel from the BLM 

Hollister Field Office and EPA answered questions on the Draft RMP/EIS. At the end of 

the open house, Rick Cooper, Manager of BLM Hollister Field Office, summarized the 

Draft RMP/EIS and the alternatives analyzed. The verbal comment session following the 

presentation was facilitated by a team from Tetra Tech. 

There were 26 public speakers, as presented in Table 6, including citizens and 

representatives from the following organizations: BlueRibbon Coalition, American Land 

Access Association, California Federation of Mineralogical Societies, Carnegie Off-Road 

Enthusiasts, Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, Timekeepers Motorcycle Club, Friends 

of Clear Creek Management Area, Bay Area Riders Forum, Los Altos Dirt Bike Riders, 

and California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs. 

Table 6
 

Speakers during the Public Meeting in Santa Clara
 

Name Organization 

Don Amador BlueRibbon Coalition 

Dan Brown ALAA/CFMS 

Dave Duffin Carnegie Off-Road Enthousiasts 

Allan Diehr Save Clear Creek 

Ron DeShazer Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club 

Gary Willard -

Ross Ross Timekeepers Motorcycle Club 

Justin Hensley -

Mark Rael -

May 2010 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 12 



 

       
 

  

      

   

       

     

      

    

   

   

   

  

   

   

    

   

   

       

   

   

   

 

          

             

              

    

       

            

              

             

             

             

                

             

                 

      

             

              

            

          

           

             

                

            

           

Table 6
 

Speakers during the Public Meeting in Santa Clara
 

Name Organization 

Ed Tobin Friends of Clear Creak Management Area 

Terry Pederson Timekeepers Motorcycle Club 

Butch Meyner Bay Area Riders Forum 

Bruce Brazil Carnegie Off-Road Enthusiasts 

Kevin Murphy -

Josephine Marriner -

Jim Strenfel -

David Doudna -

Kane Silverberg -

Charles Luhrman -

Elsa Claire Williams -

Kendra Williams -

Lowell Webb -

Ben Ellis Los Altos Dirt Bike Riders 

Steven Alebo -

Amy Granat -

Rena Bettran -

The comments topics were mostly focused on CCMA temporary closure and 

inaccessibility to OHVs and gem collectors, validity of the risk assessment study, OHV 

riding at the CCMA, importance of the CCMA as a mineral resource, public involvement, 

socioeconomic impacts, and consultations. 

CCMA Temporary Closure and Inaccessibility to Public Lands 

Speakers expressed their strong concern about the temporary closure of the CCMA. They 

described this closure as a political process that is not related to health risks. Don 

Amador, from the Blue Ribbon Coalition, read a letter from a Vietnam Veteran who 

noted that his family is devastated with this closure. His daughter’s wish, upon return 

from the Desert Storm Mission, was to ride in the CCMA. Those attending unanimously 

supported the reopening of the CCMA as one of the speakers requested a show of hands. 

Ron Deshazer, from the Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, and Justin Hensley called for 

a protest near the CCMA on May 2. Justin Hensley asked the audience to fight for the 

freedom of using public lands. 

Dave Duffin, from the Carnegie Off Road Enthousiasts, described the CCMA as a good 

solid form of recreation. Allan Diehr noted that other recreation areas in the region, such 

as national forests, are also going through a route designation process that could 

substantially reduce the available recreation areas. Kendra Williams emphasized the 

connection between outdoor recreation and current social issues, such as obesity. Two 

children, Elsa Williams and Josephine Marriner, asked for the reopening of the CCMA 

and encouraged others to join the effort for the purpose of restoring access to the CCMA. 

Ross Ross, from the Timkeepers, noted that the CCMA temporary closure is enabling 

illegal activities in the area, such as the cultivation of marijuana. 

May 2010 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 13 



 

       
 

      

             

          

             

                

               

                

              

               

               

           

                

               

            

                 

             

     

              

            

             

                

            

                 

              

             

              

                  

 

              

                

             

             

              

            

     

             

             

               

             

           

               

             

                

Validity of the Risk Assessment Study 

The speakers noted their concern with the EPA health risk assessment and the 

conclusions presented in the Draft RMP/EIS. Terry Pederson, from Timekeepers, Amy 

Granat, from the California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, and Dan Brown, 

from ALAA, said that the conclusions of the EPA analysis are faulty and do not consider 

the variation in health risks in relation to the different groups of asbestos fibers. The 

speakers said that the type of asbestos in the CCMA is chrysotile, and neither the EPA 

document nor the Draft RMP/EIS account for the different types of asbestos fibers. Ed 

Tobin, from the Friend of the CCMA, noted that the short-term exposure to the chrysotile 

asbestos fiber is not harmful. Dan Brown, from ALAA, also indicated that this type of 

asbestos is not carcinogenic, according to several medical societies. Allan Diehr stated 

that no history of illness in relation to asbestos exposure at the CCMA has been proved. 

He noted that hundreds of visitors have been coming to the CCMA for over 40 years, 

with no reported diseases. He asked for epidemiological reports that document diseases 

linked to the asbestos in the CCMA. David Doudna said that the risk of a fatal vehicle 

accident driving along Highways 101 and 25 are far greater than the health risk from 

asbestos exposure in the CCMA. 

Ross Ross said that the risk assessment model used in the EPA document is flawed and 

illogical. Bruce Brazil, from the Carnegie Off Road Enthusiasts, said that previous 

discussions showed uncertainty in the toxicity of asbestos, and Kane Silverberg asked for 

a peer entity to conduct a risk assessment study and assess the analysis provided in the 

EPA document. Steven Alebo asked for sampling to be conducted during wet periods 

when less dust is present in the air. He said that the BLM was collecting asbestos samples 

during a very dusty month, and the resulting analysis concluded that asbestos levels are 

very high. Amy Granat, from the California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, 

noted that the risk estimate pertains to heavy industrial exposure to asbestos and not to 

the type of asbestos found in the CCMA and not the kind of exposure of visitors to this 

area. 

Kane Silverberg expressed his concerns with the interpretation of the EPA report in the 

Draft RMP/EIS. He asked why the BLM is relying on only one report. He said that the 

EPA has made other statements about short-term and long-term exposure to asbestos that 

were not included in the Draft RMP/EIS. Speakers noted their concerns with the selection 

of the preferred alternative and its lack of OHV opportunities. They asked to consider 

another way to limit the risk, such as encapsulation or remediation. 

OHV Use of the CCMA 

Speakers noted the importance of OHV recreation in California. Allan Deihr from Save 

Clear Creek stated that 14.2 percent of California households are OHV users and 80 

percent of the CCMA visitors are OHV riders. He added that there are no OHV recreation 

opportunities on the other public lands administered by the Hollister Field Office. Jim 

Strenfel, from Timekeepers, noted that Santa Clara County alone has 26,000 registered 

OHV riders. Don Amador from the Blue Ribbon Coalition read a letter from a Vietnam 

veteran colleague, who noted that his daughter’s wish, upon returning from Desert Storm, 

was to ride in the CCMA once again. Most of those attending indicated that they have 
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been riding for 20, 30, or 40 years and described the uniqueness of the CCMA and their 

attachment to this land and the OHV sport. Speakers also noted their continuous care and 

attention in preserving the CCMA and keeping it clean. 

Gary Willard said that the OHV program is under a lot of pressure, and the CCMA has a 

great importance to this program. Jim Strenfel, from Timekeepers, stated that only 4 out 

of 13,000 acres of BLM land are for OHV use. He asked those in attendance for their 

opinion on the CCMA temporary closure. The unanimous opinion was to reopen the 

CCMA. Children were present among the speakers and noted their interest in riding at a 

very young age (4 years) and the importance of this sport on the parent-child relation and 

family values. Speakers, including the children, noted that riding is healthier than 

watching TV. They noted that children cannot play outside their homes freely and need 

open spaces such as the CCMA to play and learn about nature. 

Ron Deshazer, from the Salinas Ramblers Motorcycle Club, expressed his will to work 

with the BLM toward a resolution. He indicated that OHV riders cooperated with the 

BLM when they started closing the CCMA for certain days and when they added a fee to 

ride in the CCMA. He is concerned with the continuous increase in restrictions. He noted 

that health risks associated with dust could be reduced by enforcing a speed limit in the 

CCMA. 

Ed Tobin, from Friends of the CCMA, stated that a toxicologist suggested an alternative 

of OHV access to the CCMA during weekends instead of five weekdays. This alternative 

was not analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS. Terry Pederson, from Timekeepers, noted that 

the EPA report is overestimating the ration of time with speed average. He added that the 

report uses 20 miles per hour during 6 hours per day. He stated that the average speed 

during a race is 15 miles per hour and that a person would ride at the CCMA an average 

of 3 to 4 hours a day at a 12 miles per hour. 

Bruce Brazil, from the OHV community, noted that the Draft RMP/EIS is biased and 

against OHV riding. He said the only alternative presented in the Draft RMP/EIS that 

does not propose access fees does not include OHV use, and that the conclusion of the 

Draft RMP/EIS should be the result of a thorough analysis of the data and the sources and 

methods used to get these data. David Doudna asked for the definition of “full-sized” 

vehicles, as used in the Draft RMP/EIS. He noted that they had to ask about the definition 

during the open house session of the public meeting. He felt that the BLM definition 

really means “no motorcycles”, and there is no justification in the document for 

restricting the use of this type of vehicle. 

Speakers noted the impacts of the CCMA temporary closure. Gary Willard stated that it 

is increasing the impacts on other areas. Ben Ellis, from Los Altos Dirt Bike Riders, 

called for the support of an alternative that would allow OHV use. 

Importance of the CCMA as a mineral resource 

Speakers representing rockhounds stressed the importance of the CCMA as a unique 

mineral resource. Dan Brown, from ALAA, stated the CCMA is the most mineralized 

May 2010 CCMA RMP/EIS - Public Meetings Report 15 



 

       
 

    

   

    

   

      

    
 

              

            

       

  

             

               

             

          

           

           

           

            

            

     

          

             

         

  

    

       

      

       

        

       

        

           

  

            

             

       

  

             

              

             

             

      

               

             

             

area in the California, containing over 500 minerals, and that the Draft RMP/EIS does not 

include any alternative that suits the rockhounders needs. He asked for a balanced 

alternative that addresses all the needs. 

Public Involvement 

Dave Duffin from Core Carnegie Off Road Enthusiasts noted that the best comment 

made during the scoping meeting was that BLM and EPA did not answer any of the 

questions. Gary Willard and Charles Luhrman asked for an extension of the review 

period. Amy Granat, from the California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, and 

Ross Ross, from Timekeepers, encouraged the participants to engage in the 

environmental review process and to provide comments on the Draft RMP/EIS. Ed 

Tobin, from the Friend of CCMA, and Ross Ross, from Timekeepers, encouraged 

participants to donate to the CCMA organizations to help protest the temporary closure 

and file lawsuits if needed. Amy Granat offered help in drafting comments and provided 

guidance on substantive comments. 

Gary Willard, of the California OHV Commission, expressed his personal 

disappointment with the process and said that there should have been a more detailed 

overview of the alternatives during the public meeting. 

Socioeconomic Impacts 

Terry Pederson, from Timekeepers, noted 
“When Clear Creek closed our gross 

that the Draft RMP/EIS does not include an 
sales plummeted 40 percent. We 

alternative that is economically viable. 
catered to hundreds of Clear Creek 

riders who purchased gear, tires, 
Kevin Murphy, from America Land of the number for races, clothing, etc ” 
Free, stated that the Draft RMP/EIS does not Danny Danning – Zoom Cycles 
consider impacts on families and children. He Accessories. 

asked why the BLM would prohibit one of 

the healthiest ways for a family to spend a weekend. 

Consultation Process 

Bruce Brazil, from CERA, expressed his concern with the socioeconomic meeting that 

the BLM had scheduled during February and noted that this meeting with local 

governments should have been done long ago. 

5. CONCLUSION 

The public meetings served to gather the public comments and concerns regarding the 

alternatives analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS. Most of the comments were related to the 

temporary closure of the CCMA, validity of the health risk assessment, and public 

involvement in the NEPA process. In general, the comments reflected local social and 

economic impacts of the temporary closure. 

As noted above, the Hollister Field Office will prepare a Proposed RMP and Final EIS 

that incorporates public comments and other agencies’ input. A summary of all the 

written public comments received and official responses will be included in the CCMA 
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Proposed RMP and Final EIS. As a result, the final land use decision for the CCMA may 

be different from the Preferred Alternative analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS. The proposed 

RMP and final EIS will identify any major changes to the Preferred Alternative. 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
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Print Page 

[Federal Register: December 4, 2009 (Volume 74, Number 232)]
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[Page 63764­63765]
 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
 
Bureau of Land Management
 
[LLCAC09000 L16100000.DP0000]
 

Notice of Availability of Draft Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Clear Creek Management Area, CA 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) has prepared a Draft Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/EIS) for the Clear Creek Management 
Area (CCMA), and by this notice, announces the opening of the public comment period. 

DATES: To ensure that comments will be considered, the BLM must receive written comments on the Draft RMP/EIS within 90 days following the date the 
Environmental Protection Agency publishes its Notice of Availability in the Federal Register. The BLM will announce future meetings or hearings and any other 
public involvement activities at least 15 days in advance through public notices, media news releases, and/or mailings. 

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments at the public meetings or by any of the following methods: 

Mail Address: BLM Hollister Field Office, 20 Hamilton Court, Hollister, California 95023.
 
E­mail: cahormp@ca.blm.gov.
 
Fax: (831) 630­5055.
 

The CCMA Draft RMP/EIS is available on­line at: http://www.ca.blm.gov/hollister. Compact discs (CDs) of the CCMA Draft RMP/EIS are available at the Hollister 
Field Office at the above address; CD copies are also available at the BLM California State Office, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Sky Murphy, BLM Hollister Field Office, 20 Hamilton Court, Hollister, California 95023, (831) 630­5039. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The planning area covers approximately 75,000 surface acres and approximately 3,500 acres of subsurface mineral 
estate in San Benito and Fresno counties, California. The CCMA RMP, when completed, will provide management guidance for use and protection of the 
resources managed by the Hollister Field Office. The CCMA Draft RMP/EIS has been developed through a collaborative planning process among local, State, 
and Federal agencies and considers seven alternatives. The primary issues addressed include public health and safety, recreation, protection of sensitive 
natural and cultural resources, livestock grazing, guidance for energy and mineral development, land tenure adjustments, and other planning issues raised 
during the scoping process. 

The Draft RMP/EIS also designates an Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). The preferred alternative would carry forward the designation of the 
existing 30,200­acre Clear Creek Serpentine ACEC to protect public health and safety and other resource values identified in the Draft RMP/EIS. Restrictions on 
the use of public lands within the Serpentine ACEC to minimize human health risks from exposure to asbestos and reduce airborne emissions of asbestos from 
BLM management activities vary among the range of alternatives, but are likely to include limitations on motorized vehicle use and many other surface 
disturbing activities. 

Please note that public comments and information submitted including names, street addresses, and e­mail addresses of respondents will be available for 
public review and disclosure at the above address during regular business hours (8 a.m. to 4 p.m.), Monday through Friday, except holidays. Before including 
your address, phone number, e­mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware that your entire comment­­
including your personal identifying information­­may be made publicly available at any 
time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Dianna Brink,
 
Acting Deputy State Director for Natural Resources.
 
[FR Doc. E9­28867 Filed 12­3­09; 8:45 am]
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Decision). The matter has been stayed 
during settlement negotiations. The 
Ninth Circuit stayed litigation regarding 
similar challenges to the Lakeview RMP 
in Oregon Natural Desert Association v. 
Gammon, No. 07–35728 (9th Cir.), 
pending resolution of the Southeastern 
Oregon RMP case, and to allow for 
settlement negotiations between the 
parties. The BLM is preparing RMP 
Amendments/EISs consistent with the 
2008 holding of the Ninth Circuit. 

The two RMP Amendments/EISs plan 
to address the following issues: 

• Consideration of information from 
updates of resource information related 
to wilderness characteristics; 

• Development of a range of 
allocation alternatives with respect to 
ORV use, travel, and transportation; and 

• Development of grazing 
management alternative(s). 

The purpose of the public scoping 
processes is to determine other relevant 
issues that will influence the scope of 
the environmental analyses, including 
alternatives, and guide the planning 
processes. 

The BLM has also identified some 
preliminary planning criteria to guide 
development of the RMP Amendments, 
to avoid unnecessary data collection 
and analysis, and to ensure the RMP 
Amendments are tailored to the issues. 
These criteria may be modified and/or 
other criteria may be identified during 
the public scoping process. Preliminary 
planning criteria include compliance 
with all legal mandates of the FLPMA, 
the NEPA, the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, the Administrative 
Procedures Act, the BLM planning 
regulations in 43 CFR part 1600, and 
other relevant laws. The following 
planning criteria will also guide the 
planning processes: 

• The principles of multiple-use and 
sustained yield will be observed; 

• A systematic interdisciplinary 
approach to integrate, physical, 
biological, economic, and other sciences 
will be used; 

• Priority will be given to the 
designation and protection of Areas of 
Critical Environmental Concern; 

• The best available data regarding 
natural resources will be used, to the 
extent possible; 

• Present and potential uses of public 
lands will be considered; 

• The relative scarcity of values and 
availability of alternative means and 
sites for recognizing those values will be 
considered; 

• Long term benefits to the public 
against short term benefits will be 
weighed; 

• Tribal, Federal, and state pollution 
laws, standards and implementation 

plans will be complied with, to the 
extent possible; and 

• Consistency and coordination with 
other programs, plans and policies will 
be sought. 

You may submit comments on issues 
and planning criteria in writing to the 
BLM at any public scoping meeting, or 
you may submit them to the BLM using 
one of the methods listed in the 
ADDRESSES section above. To be most 
helpful, you should submit comments 
either prior to the close of the 90-day 
scoping period or within 30 days after 
the last public meeting. Before 
including your address, phone number, 
e-mail address, or other personal 
identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that 
your entire comment—including your 
personal identifying information—may 
be made publicly available at any time. 
While you can ask us in your comment 
to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. The minutes and list of attendees 
for each scoping meeting will be 
available to the public and open for 30 
days after the meeting to any participant 
who wishes to clarify the views he or 
she expressed. The BLM will evaluate 
identified issues to be addressed in the 
RMP Amendments, and will place them 
into one of three categories: 

1. Issues to be resolved in the plan 
amendment; 

2. Issues to be resolved through policy 
or administrative action; or 

3. Issues beyond the scope of the plan 
amendments. 

The BLM will provide an explanation 
in the Draft RMP Amendments/EISs as 
to why an issue was placed in category 
two or three. The public is also 
encouraged to help identify any 
management questions and concerns 
that should be addressed in the RMP 
Amendments. The BLM will work 
collaboratively with interested parties to 
identify the management decisions that 
are best suited to local, regional, and 
national needs and concerns. 

The BLM will use an interdisciplinary 
approach to develop the RMP 
Amendments in order to consider the 
variety of resource issues and concerns 
identified. At a minimum, specialists 
with expertise in the following 
disciplines will be involved in the 
planning processes: Rangeland 
management, wilderness, travel 
management, recreation, and wildlife. 

Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7; 43 CFR 1610.2. 

Larry Frazier, 

Acting Vale District Manager. 

Carol Benkosky, 

Lakeview District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 2010–7986 Filed 4–7–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–33–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[LLCAC09000 L16100000.DP0000] 

Notice Re-opening the Comment 
Period for the Draft Resource 
Management Plan and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Clear Creek Management Area, 
California 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) announces a re- 
opening of the comment period on the 
Draft Resource Management Plan (RMP) 
and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the Clear Creek 
Management Area (CCMA). The original 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register on December 4, 2009 [74 FR 
0232] and provided for a comment 
period to end on March 5, 2010. The 
BLM is re-opening the comment period 
to end April 19, 2010. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Sky 
Murphy, BLM Hollister Field Office, 20 
Hamilton Court, Hollister, California 
95023, (831) 630–5039. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
original Notice of Availability provided 
for comments on the Draft RMP/Draft 
EIS to be received through March 5, 
2010. The BLM is re-opening the 
comment period in response to and in 
light of the land use restrictions 
considered in the plan. Comments on 
the Draft RMP and EIS will now be 
accepted through April 19, 2010. 

Karen Montgomery, 

Acting Deputy State Director for Natural 
Resources. 

[FR Doc. 2010–7999 Filed 4–7–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–40–P 



 

 

  
    

APPENDIX B 
LIST OF ATTENDEES 























































































































































































































 

 

  
   

APPENDIX C 
MEETING MATERIALS 



 
 

    

 
 

     

        
 

  

  
 

 

 
 

     

 
    

 

       
 

         
 

        
 

         

 
 

    

 
           

 
              

   
 
 

       

 

            

 

      

 

    

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
 

Draft Clear Creek Management Area
 

Resource Management Plan & Environmental Impact Statement
 

Public Meeting
 

5:30-8:30 p.m. 

AGENDA 

Open House: 5:30-6:30 p.m. 

•	 Please Sign-In 

•	 Speaker Registration located at NEPA Station 

•	 Citizen’s Guide to NEPA located at NEPA Station 

•	 Public Comments Forms available at all Stations 

•	 Q&A with BLM, and EPA specialists, NEPA Facilitators 

Formal Presentations: 6:30-7:00 p.m. 

•	 RMP/EIS Overview & Schedule – Rick Cooper, BLM Hollister Field Office 

•	 Public Involvement & Ground Rules for Speakers – Kelly Bayer - Facilitator, Tetra Tech 
Inc. 

Public Comment Session: 7:00 – 8:30 p.m. 

•	 Allow 3 minutes for each (registered) public speaker to provide comments. 

Closing Remarks / Next Steps 

Thanks for your participation! 



          
 

            
           

 
             

 
 

    
           

         
        

 

    
          

         
          

      
 

           
             

              
           

            
  

   

             
 

           

              

           
   

     

          

      

      

             

 
                

            
             

       
 

            
             

 

A Citizen’s Guide to the NEPA, Having your Voice Heard. 

The following information was adapted from the document (identified above), prepared by the
 
Council of Environmental Quality, from the Executive Office of the President.
 

For a full version of this document please consult the following Web site:
 

http://ceq.hss.doe.gov/nepa/Citizens_Guide_Dec07.pdf 

PURPOSE OF THE GUIDE 
This guide has been developed to help citizens and organizations who are concerned about the 
environmental effects of federal decision-making to effectively participate in Federal agencies’ 
environmental reviews under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

PURPOSE OF THE NEPA 
NEPA requires Federal agencies [i.e. BLM] to prepare Resource Management Plans (RMP) and 
Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) that describe environmental effects of management 
alternatives that include, among others, impacts on social, cultural, and economic resources, as 
well as natural resources and public health and safety. 

The environmental review process under NEPA provides an opportunity for you to be involved 
in the Federal agency decision-making process. It will help you understand what the Federal 
agency is proposing; and to offer your thoughts on alternative ways to accomplish what the 
agency is proposing, or comments on the analysis of the environmental effects of the proposed 
action [i.e. Preferred Alternative] and possible mitigation of potential harmful effects of such 
actions. 

HOW TO COMMENT 

Public comments should be clear, concise, and relevant to the analysis of the proposed action. 

� Take the time to organize thoughts and explain your views as clearly as possible. 

� As a general rule, the tone of the comments should be polite and respectful. 

� Solution oriented comments are more effective than those that simply oppose the 
preferred alternative. 

� Describe any assumptions that you used. 

� Provide technical information and/or data to support your views. 

� Provide specific examples to illustrate your concerns. 

� Offer reasonable alternatives or solutions. 

� Make sure to edit written comments and submit them by the comment period deadline. 

In drafting comments, try to focus on the purpose and need of the proposed action, the range of 
alternatives, the assessment of the environmental impacts of those alternatives, and the 
proposed mitigation. It also helps to be aware of what other types of issues the decision-maker 
is considering in relationship to the proposed action. 

Please note that commenting is not a form of “voting” on an alternative. Numerous comments 
that repeat the same basic message of support or opposition will typically be responded to 
collectively. 

http://ceq.hss.doe.gov/nepa/Citizens_Guide_Dec07.pdf
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