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PM1-1 The Ely Field Office recognizes that off-highway vehicle use is an acceptable use of
public land wherever it is compatible with resource management objectives. Areas
are designated as “open” for cross country vehicle use where there are no
compelling resource protection needs, user conflicts, or public safety issues. No
areas managed by the Ely Field Office were determined to meet those criteria. The
Ely Field Office is designating a majority of the planning area as “limited” in the
Proposed RMP. The “limited” designation would still provide for off-highway vehicle
opportunities, including potential new off-highway vehicle trails, while managing for
public safety and resource protection needs. The only areas designated as “closed”
to off-highway vehicle travel correspond to currently designated wilderness and
wilderness study areas. In response to this and similar comments, the management
action in Section 2.4.14.1 of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS has been revised to
allow the retrieval of big game.

PM1-1
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PM1-2 Comment noted.

PM1-2
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PM1-3 Comment noted.

PM1-3
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PM1-4 Applications received for wind energy development would be subject to NEPA
analysis in coordination with local, state, and other federal agencies. Impacts to
visual resources and recreation would be analyzed. Please also refer to Appendix F,
Section 2, in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for the BLM Wind Energy
Development Program Policies and Best Management Practices published in
conjunction with the Record of Decision for BLM's Final Wind Energy Development
Programmatic EIS.

PM1-4

PM1-3
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PM2-1 The Nevada BLM designates ACECs to highlight areas where special management
attention is needed to protect and prevent irreparable damage to: important historic,
cultural, and scenic values; fish or wildlife resources; or other natural systems or
processes; or to protect human life and safety from natural hazards. The Proposed
RMP proposes the designation of 17 new and 3 existing ACECs for a variety of
resources. Approximately 317,800 acres are encompassed with proposed ACECs,
about 2.8 percent of the decision area. Please refer to Tables 2.4.27 and 2.4.28 in
Section 2.4.22.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for identification of those
ACECs that are closed or proposed for closure to solid leasable, locatable, and

PM2-1 mineral materials development. The boundaries of all ACECs proposed in the
Proposed RMP were closely reviewed and adjusted to ensure sufficient special
management requirements can be met for the relevant and important resources of
those areas, while considering other uses of public lands including mineral
extraction. Where possible, township and range lines were utilized to more
effectively describe legal boundaries.
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PM2-2 In response to your comment, the text in Section 2.4.7.5 of the Proposed RMP and
Final EIS has been expanded to clarify how the Ely Field Office will manage desert
tortoise habitat, including a program to control desert tortoise predators, in
coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nevada Department of Wildlife,
and the U.S. Department of Agriculture-Wildlife Services.

PM2-2
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PM2-3 Please refer to Section 2.4.14.1 of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for clarification
of how comprehensive travel management planning will occur in the Ely RMP
planning area. In addition, use of wheelchairs would be permitted within designated
wilderness in compliance with federal regulations.

PM2-3

PM2-4 Thank you for your comment concerning the wildfire burn cycle. There seems to be
a natural cycle involving wildfires in relationship to moisture. Following years with
abundant precipitation, there are generally more fires due to the increase in
vegetative production. This cycle becomes unnatural when invasive grasses (e.g.
cheatgrass, red brome) are involved. Such grasses result in wildfires occurring over
and over again in the same location, which does not allow for the native vegetation
species to recover. The watershed analysis process will be one of the ways used to
determine which areas have this potential and identify ways to help break the
unnatural burn cycle and return affected areas to a more natural fire cycle.

PM2-4
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PM2-5 Thank you for your comment.

PM2-5

PM2-6 Please refer to Response to Comment PM2-3. Mineral resources were an important
consideration in developing the Proposed RMP.

PM2-6
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PM2-7 Please refer to Response to Comment PM2-1.

PM2-7
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PM2-8 Copies of the Draft RMP and EIS were sent to those persons, organizations, and
agencies that indicated they would like to receive one; and copies were also placed
in local and regional libraries. The availability of the Draft RMP and EIS was noticed
in the Federal Register, and the Newsletter distributed to approximately 3,000
interested parties on the Ely RMP mailing list. Additionally, press releases were
sent to local media outlets and advertisements were placed in local newspapers to

PM2-8 inform the public of all the public meetings on the Draft RMP and EIS.



 Transcript PM2 Continued 

PM2-8



 Transcript PM2 Continued Responses to Comments

PM2-9 The BLM may only designate ACECs during a land use planning process. In
addition, as part of the ACEC regulations, the Ely Field Office may not use an ACEC
designation as a substitute for wilderness suitability recommendation. Please refer
to Section 2.4.22.1 of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for clarification of
management prescriptions for each ACEC.

PM2-9
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PM2-10 Thank you for your comment. The subject of this comment is beyond the scope of
the Ely RMP and does not require further agency response.

PM2-10

PM2-11 The Nevada BLM designates ACECs to highlight areas where special management
attention is needed to protect and prevent irreparable damage to: important historic,
cultural, and scenic values; fish or wildlife resources; or other natural systems orPM2-11
processes; or to protect human life and safety from natural hazards. The Proposed
RMP proposes the designation of 17 new and 3 existing ACECs for a variety of
resources. The boundaries of all ACECs proposed in the Proposed RMP were
closely reviewed and adjusted to ensure sufficient special management
requirements can be met for the relevant and important resources of those areas,
while considering other uses of public lands including mineral extraction. Where
possible, township and range lines were utilized to more effectively describe legal
boundaries.
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PM2-11

PM2-12 Minerals inventories have been completed for all existing wilderness study areas so
that Congress can make an informed decision on designations. NEPA regulations
direct federal agencies during their preparation of an EIS to reduce the accumulation
of extraneous background data [40 CFR 1500.2(b)]. Thus, the Ely Field Office
assembled the information that was necessary to formulate management actions
and make a reasoned choice among alternatives. Where data that is important in
making a decision is incomplete or unavailable, this must be disclosed in the EIS [40
CFR 1502.22]. Please refer to Section 4.1.4 in the Draft and Final RMP/EIS for a
discussion of Incomplete and Unavailable Information.

PM2-12
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PM2-13 Section 2.4.18 describes the closures of lands to mineral entry. Discretionary
closures (those not mandated by law as are designated wilderness) total less that
one percent the public lands within the Ely RMP decision area. Discretionary
closures in southern Lincoln County mainly occur within the three ACECs
designated in the 1999 Amendment to the Caliente MFP for the protection of the
desert tortoise. These vary by mineral category: leasable, locatable, and mineral

PM2-13 materials. Other closures throughout the Ely decision area are designed to protect
specific resources for which other protection measures would not be adequate.
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PM3-1 Please refer to Section 1.6 in the Draft RMP and EIS and Proposed RMP and Final
EIS for a discussion of the issues and concerns that were raised by the public during
scoping for the Ely RMP.

PM3-1
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PM3-2 The Ely Field Office closed the casual use areas mentioned in your comment to
camping to reduce overall use, minimize overcrowding during heavy use periods,
and create a more safe and sanitary condition.

PM3-3 Livestock and wildlife are multiple uses of the public lands. Rangeland health will
continue to be monitored, assessed, and evaluated to determine impacts to habitat
and forage and to determine if the standards for rangeland health are being
achieved. Adjustments to livestock management or stocking levels, and
improvement of wildlife habitat, are actions that may be appropriate in certain
situations. Evaluation of grazing use relative to the achievement of the standards for
rangeland health are conducted during the term permit renewal process, during
watershed analysis, and during grazing use monitoring.

PM3-1

PM3-2

PM3-3
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PM3-4 Please refer to Section 2.4.15.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion
of recreation management, including opportunities for motorized recreation on public
land managed by the Ely Field Office. The Ely Field Office recognizes that off-
highway vehicle use is an acceptable use of public land wherever it is compatible
with resource management objectives.

PM3-4

PM3-5 Thank you for expressing your concerns. As described in Section 2.4.15.2 of the
Proposed RMP and Final EIS, competitive OHV events would continue to be
allowed.

PM3-5
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PM3-5

PM3-6 Please refer to Response to Comment PM3-4.

PM3-6

PM3-7 The location of the Silver State Trail was designated in the Lincoln County
Conservation, Recreation, and Development Act of 2004. The Ely Field Office is
currently developing an implementation management plan for that trail. The
Proposed RMP also identifies the Chief Mountain special recreation management
area at the southern end of the Silver State Trail that could provide motorized
recreation opportunities. During site-specific transportation planning, the Ely Field
Office will hold public scoping meetings to address completeness of the routePM3-7
inventory and public issues, concerns, and access needs.

PM3-8 Please refer to Section 2.4.14 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion
of transportation planning and off-highway vehicle use, which includes areas where
the recreational use of off-highway vehicles would be allowed. No OHV parks have
been included in the Proposed RMPPM3-8



 Transcript PM3 Continued Responses to Comments

PM3-9 Please refer to Section 2.4.15.1 in the Draft RMP and EIS and Proposed RMP and
Final EIS for a discussion of areas that would be available for OHV recreation. Also
as discussed in Section 5.1.5, all three counties that fall within the Ely RMP planning
area were represented as formal cooperating agencies on the Ely RMP.

PM3-9
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PM3-10 The Ely Field Office recognizes that off-highway vehicle use is an acceptable use of
public land wherever it is compatible with resource management objectives. Areas
are designated as “open” for cross country vehicle use where there are no
compelling resource protection needs, user conflicts, or public safety issues. NoPM3-10 areas managed by the Ely Field Office were determined to meet those criteria. The
Ely Field Office is designating a majority of the planning area as “limited” in the
Proposed RMP. The “limited” designation would still provide for off-highway vehicle
opportunities, including potential new off-highway vehicle trails, while managing for
public safety and resource protection needs. The only areas designated as “closed”
to off-highway vehicle travel correspond to currently designated wilderness and
wilderness study areas.
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PM3-10

PM3-11 Cheatgrass invasion has been identified as an altered state that needs to be
reduced or eliminated. The Ely Field Office is currently inventorying and treating for
noxious weeds and will use this data as part of the watershed analysis process.
Watershed analysis has and will continue to consider cheatgrass as part of the
evaluation process. As part of watershed analysis, implementation strategies will bePM3-11
developed to deal with weeds and vectors of weed infestation.

PM3-12 Thank you for your comment. The noxious and invasive species that you have
mentioned in your comment are being actively treated on public lands. However,
the trees you mention are not on BLM-administered land. Private landowners can
organize themselves into Coordinated Weed Management Areas (CWMA) that are
eligible for grants to treat noxious weeds. The Eastern Nevada Landscape CoalitionPM3-12
has assisted many landowners in developing CWMAs around the State and helping
them apply for grants.
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PM3-13 Please refer to Section 2.4.6 and Appendix F in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for
timing restrictions on uses and activities within wildlife habitat.

PM3-13

PM3-14 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Management within designated
wilderness is directed by existing BLM regulations.

PM3-14
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PM3-15 Thank you for your suggestion. The BLM designates areas as “closed” if a closure
to all vehicular use is necessary to protect resources, ensure visitor safety, or
reduce use conflicts. The BLM designates areas as “limited” where it must restrict
off-highway vehicle use in order to meet specific resource management objectives.
These limitations may include: restricting the number or types of vehicles; limiting
the time or season of use; permitted or licensed use only; limiting use to existing
roads and trails; and limiting use to designated roads and trails. The BLM may
place other limitations, as necessary, to protect resources, particularly in areas that
motorized off-highway vehicle use enthusiasts use intensely or where they
participate in competitive events. The limited designation across 90% of the Ely
RMP decision area is consistent with BLM policy.

PM3-15

PM3-16 PM3-16 The Proposed RMP includes four geographic areas where motorcycle special
recreation permit events have historically been held. These areas would allow for
continuing opportunities for motorized special recreation permit events and race
course rest and rotation to occur.

PM3-17 Please refer to Section 2.4.15.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion
of how recreation resources would be managed by the Ely Field Office. A majority
of the decision area would be managed as an Extensive Recreation Management
Area for primitive undeveloped recreational opportunities. The Ely Field Office
recognizes that off-highway vehicle use is an acceptable use of public land wherever
it is compatible with resource management objectives. However, no single-focus
OHV emphasis areas have been identified as a recreation designation.

PM3-17
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PM3-18 Please refer to Response to Comment PM3-16.

PM3-18

PM3-19 The Ely Field Office is required to establish a process for completing a defined travel
management network. Please refer to Section 2.4.14.1 of the Proposed RMP and
Final EIS for clarification of how comprehensive travel management planning will
occur in the Ely RMP planning area.

PM3-19
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PM3-20 Please refer to Response to Comment PM3-15.

PM3-20

PM3-21 Comment noted. All existing roads and trails will remain open until site-specific
travel management plans have been completed with public input.

PM3-21
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PM3-22 The management actions that are presented in the Proposed RMP were developed
through consideration of the planning criteria presented in Section 1.5 of the Draft
RMP and EIS and Proposed RMP and Final EIS, public scoping comments
presented in Section 1.6, BLM policy especially as presented in the Land Use
Planning Handbook, and the professional judgment of the staff in the Ely Field
Office.

PM3-23 Please refer to Section 1.5.1 in the Draft RMP and EIS and Proposed RMP and
Final EIS for a discussion of the general planning criteria used in developing the
Proposed RMP. The BLM disagrees that the proposed management actions cater
to special interests.

PM3-24 Please refer to Section 2.4.15.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion
of how recreation resources would be managed by the Ely Field Office. A majority
of the decision area would be managed as an Extensive Recreation Management
Area for primitive undeveloped recreational opportunities. The Ely Field Office
recognizes that off-highway vehicle use is an acceptable use of public land wherever
it is compatible with resource management objectives. However, no single-focus
OHV emphasis areas have been identified as a recreation designation.

PM3-22

PM3-23

PM3-24
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PM3-24

PM3-25 The Proposed RMP includes four geographic areas where motorcycle special
recreation permit events have historically been held. These areas would allow for
continuing opportunities for motorized special recreation permit events and race
course rest and rotation to occur.

PM3-25
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PM3-25

PM3-26 The management actions that are presented in the Proposed RMP were developed
through consideration of the planning criteria presented in Section 1.5 of the Draft
RMP and EIS and Proposed RMP and Final EIS, public scoping comments
presented in Section 1.6, BLM policy especially as presented in the Land Use
Planning Handbook, and the professional judgment of the staff in the Ely Field
Office.

PM3-26
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PM3-27 Thank your for comment. The text in Section 3.23 of the Proposed RMP and Final
EIS has been revised to expand the list of recreation and tourism activities that
occur in the Ely RMP planning area. The economic contributions of all such activities
is recognized collectively in both Sections 3.23 and 4.23. However, individual
assessments are beyond the scope of the analysis. The revisions do not affect the
basic impact conclusions presented in the Draft RMP and EIS.PM3-27
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PM3-28 Thank you for expressing your concern. The Ely Field Office appreciates the hard
work and commitment of organizations like the Dunes and Trails ATV club and will
continue to work with them on cooperative projects to enhance motorized
recreational opportunities as has been the case on the Silver State Trail and the
Chief Mountain and Egan Crest special recreation management areas.

PM3-28

PM3-29 Please refer to Section 2.4.15.1 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a discussion
of how recreation resources would be managed by the Ely Field Office. A majority
of the decision area would be managed as an Extensive Recreation Management
Area for primitive undeveloped recreational opportunities. The Ely Field Office
recognizes that off-highway vehicle use is an acceptable use of public land wherever
it is compatible with resource management objectives. However, no single-focus
OHV emphasis areas have been identified as a recreation designation.

PM3-29
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PM3-30 Not all dry washes would be suitable for OHV use; however, some may be
designated as trails when transportation plans are prepared for a watershed or
group of watersheds. The public will be invited to participate in the transportation
planning process.

PM3-30
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PM3-31 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Prescribed and managed fires are
included in Appendix H of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS as tools that could be
used by the Ely Field Office.

PM3-31
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PM3-32 Please refer to Response to Comment PM3-31.

PM3-32
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PM3-33 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Opportunities for motorized recreation will
remain under the Proposed RMP.

PM3-33

PM3-34 Please refer to Response to Comment PM3-30 for a discussion of the transportation
planning process and opportunities for public participation.

PM3-34

PM3-35 Comment noted.

PM3-35
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PM4-1 The Ely Field Office is currently assessing watersheds and monitoring emergency
rehabilitation treatment in the Meadow Valley Wash. These analyses will also
address invasive species composition in the major ecological sites of the watershed.
Invasive species that dominate communities are considered altered states of state
and transition models. Watershed analysis has and will continue to consider
invasive species as part of the evaluation and implementation processes.PM4-1

PM4-2 Please refer to Sections 2.4.3, 3.3, and 4.3 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a
discussion of water resources.PM4-2

PM4-3 Please refer to Sections 2.4.6, 3.6, and 4.6 in the Proposed RMP and Final EIS for a
discussion of wildlife resources.

PM4-3

PM4-4 In response to your comment, text has been added to Section 2.4.14 of the
Proposed RMP and Final EIS to address OHV use near cultural resources.

PM4-4
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PM4-4

PM4-5 In response to this and similar comments, the text in Section 2.4.14.1 of the
Proposed RMP and Final EIS has been revised to clarify how comprehensive travel
management planning will occur in the Ely RMP planning area.

PM4-5

PM4-6 Please refer to Response to Comment PM4-5.

PM4-6
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PM4-6

PM4-7 Thank you for your comment. The subject of this comment is beyond the scope of
the Ely RMP. The hiring of staff in the Ely Field Office is based on funding
authorized by Congress. However, the Ely Field Office agrees with the need for
adequate enforcement of regulations.

PM4-7
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PM4-8 Please refer to Response to Comment PM4-5.

PM4-8



 Transcript PM4 Continued Responses to Comments

PM4-9 In response to your comment, the text of Section 2.4.5.3 of the Proposed RMP and
Final EIS has been revised. Grazing will not be used as a tool for aspen
management. The Efroymson process was useful for identification of current land
management issues. In addition, participants in the process identified types of
management actions and approaches to address the issues.

PM4-9
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