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Response I-1 (Nancy Gentis)

From: ngentis@att.net 1 Commmt not aj
Sent:  Thursday, October 21, 2004 9:29 PM .

To: Ivbimeis @ pbsj.com
Subject: BLM Disposal Boundary

8021 Kimwood Ave
Las Vegas, NV
89129

October 21, 2004

Las Vegas Valley BLM Disposal EIS
PBS&J

2270 Corporate Circle, Suite 100
Henderson, NV 89074

Dear Sirs;

I'would like to comment on the Environmental Impact Statement Draft of September 2004. I have some concerns
regarding the area of the Upper Las Vegas Wash and the land listed in the National Registry.

The paleontological resources of the area are a gift and an asset to Nevada and North Las Vegas. Shadow Ridge High
School and UNLV have developed programs of study for the area. The possibilities of making this area a "one of a
kind" resource and study area are limitless. With development on this area, the lost of historic and scientific data is
great. I support the "No Action Alternative" for the Upper Las Vegas Wash. I would like to see this area opened up
for more research by Shadow Ridge High School, UNLV, or a museum. We have this wonderful asset in our valley. It
1 would be a shame to build a tract house on top of it and forever lose potential data that may provide answers to
questions in our history.

Sincerely,

Nancy Gentis

8021 Kimwood Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89149
656-8132

Comment I-1
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Response |I-2 (Terri Robertson)

1. Aswas described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the

CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation
Agreement is developed on how the resources in this area
would be protected and/or mitigated. The strategy
committee would have input regarding the content and
structure of the agreement. See General Response 2 — Range
of Alternatives.

2. Aswas stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the

Tule Springs Nationa Register Site on BLM land, with the
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be
subject to the land disposal process. As stated in Section
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.
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Ie Spriogs Di Sice it L5 imara 3. See Response 1 above.

; G S i s i 4. Assembly Bill 131 addressing cultural resources was passed
i e e e s it L Ao 1 in 2003; however, there was no specific mention of Floyd
 Eriner RR Eabre ERETAEL N ENPE S, ok L oo fitate ack, 1S Lamb State Park. Aswas described in Section 2.3,
te Legislaturs are faplan Recreation and Public Purposes leases would be transferred
under SNPLMA to the leaseholder in accordance with
applicable laws.

Comment I-2
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RECEWED
KUY = & 204

Camments io the Sepiember 2004, Las Vegas Welley Dispesal Boundary f:lr.l"PBsaJ
Environmental Impact Satement Clark Cowety, Nevada
Wovember 8. 2004

Canfidentinlvy Requested

Buren of Land Monagemeni

Las Yegas Freld Office
I Bearth Torrey Pines Drive
Las ¥epes, Mevada B%E30-2307

cio Las Yegas Valley BLM Land [Msposal EIS
PRS&S

LI Corporate Circle, Swie 1901

Hendersom, WY BMIT4-A382

Diear Buresa of Land Management (BLM) representarive.

My came & By mdciress s W Ensiern Avemse Las Viygas

Mevadn 89123, To the extent allowed by Low, Fwould like to withhold my pame and
adilress [rom both public review and dischosure under the Freedom of Infermanion
hed,

ve heen submiteed prios to the cosnment period end date
or dated Septermber L0, 2004, and are listed in no

COMMENT NO
|DAEM) & I
fior the purpose of determini
networks pdequately rep

Fone monitaring
5 the Lis Vegas
mesdeting results relied upon by

1 the BLM in the DELS should be considerad suspoct amd e BLM will net be able 10 make

an informed decision on this fsd :
1sons, the ng networks may not adogquately «
cinditions in al of the Las aily thise aneas
narthwest whene ] , the curme
manigarmy stalsons appears bo umder-represent the population in the Las Vegas Valley,

Fiarr seve

6% Fad. Reg 34708, 247MY [semenber 10, 2004

Comment 1-3

Response |-3

(Confidential)

Monitoring data collected by DAQEM istheonly air quality
data set for the Las Vegas Valley that provides substantia
geographic coverage of the area, has monitoring locations
that represent different locations in the Valey, and that has
been collected using documented sampling techniques.
While DAQEM conducts assessments of the monitoring
network, additional data are not required to complete the
impact analysis for thisEIS. Theair quality study completed
by Argonne National Laboratory was based on the best
available data (as allowed by 40 CFR §1502.22 and
§1502.24) to analyze air quality conditions between
monitoring stations and air quality impacts of the land
disposal action. The analysis methodology of the air quality
study was described in Section 4.1.
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[ 1994, the pepulation of Clark County was approncimately 978,274, ind there wene
thirtezn (131 P moaitoring statices bocated in the as Vegas Valley™ Today the
papulation is estimmied #0 have prowsn to approcimascly 1686,765 and resadential
codistruction fas contivued to expand townnds the outer edges of the Les Vepes Valley vel
the maenber of FM) o mosstarng siations within the Valley remuins the same—thisteen
If the sams: per capita ratio af monitoeieg sistions in 1994 were applied o 7004, there
would he 17 memitoring stations, of nearly double the number of ssorilonng statians thai
curenly exial’

Seeoind. pot only were there prapartionally more PM; mendforing siaticns in
1564 theen theere are taday. Bt the moniteriag slations alsr appeared o have been kocaied
= residentinl anzas chose %o the ouler perimeser of develogenast—uwhers much of the
canstruction sclivily was taking ploce. Today, most of the Pls monitordeg sastions
1 appear w0 bi: Jocated nelatively far fram where much of the construciion activity s taking
place, In particudar, soctions in the worth, cocthwest and soutbaest pams of the Las Yegs
Valley appear o be underepresenisd

The posstiality thal parts of the Las Vepns Valley are not sufficiently sepresented
by Py mositoring dats i3 very hegh. To pnderstand why, consider that the Phy, State
[miplementation Flam (S1P) assuened cat an emisaon inventory of o four kilometer-<gpeare
#rea centered on 4 PM iy monitoring station was sufficient o define the impact on that
station. Since the distmee hetween most mamitoring statians is fir mone than tao
kil ptescters, it stands s neasan that some portions of the Las Vegas Valley are likely 1o be
underrepresenned. Until the PM g saturaison can be comgpleted, it will not he known
whwther the federal lands comemplmed for dispesal have been sdequanely represented in
modeking shudas

Ihll'lj.n:lllll.'u.':l- i thie conel usions of the mir quohty madeting assessment
performed for the BLM in preparation for the DELS, tere are mdisations thin the mone
“hant spod”™ in the Las Vegas Yalley mey not be Tocated in the nonheast. [rstead, the

9 [ ooane “holspor” may be located at the north or nariwest side o the Las Vegas Valley— 2 See Response 1 above. Although results of the air quality

an o7 menr the federal lands Far which thas DEIS has been wristen. S0 agsin, until the . e . .
opeme sauraon an b compleid, it wil ot e known wheber e feernllnds modeling study did indicate increases in ozone
congemiplated for disposal have been s:‘uquml_'- Il.'pf\.'hn.'lll.\.‘d I mideling studes Concmtratlons in areas north and Wa Of the Clty Canlta-,

these increases would not exceed the 8-hour standard.

! The 1593 populmtion eximae s | (MDLGSE, 1Tt i amumed dai the same arrnal growth rate o f.38
perosel exisred Som |99 0 1995, hen the estimated popuation in 1954 was 9782, Clak Couney
Cortpechersive Plaaning, Advinost' Flmaer (einion Clark Conary Demograpics Swvonn
<hirpe e cociar nvoasion peekersive._planning & dvanced DemogrphiesH soni eal Dua
Semmery 93000 _Papest HTM:. The nember af PM . maritoring sation in the 18 vesis Valley i
previded i the 1994 Pl SIF, Click Coarty Comprebersive Plnnng. #5000 Suis Depdonssronios Plas
for st Lt Fagpad Faey, chap, 2, Fig 2-1 (Dec 4, PR

These P, s reorilormg stations are locaied within the Las Vegas Viley: Craig Resl. Citv Carier, Tant
Flarmngo. Green Valley, LIL Smifh, Joe Meal, Lone Mosmsin, Fas Sabera Misecah Herderson, Paul
Mhever Pask, Palo Verde and Walier Jobrean. These Py morniloring sstions 2re lecaied muiide the Las
Wegns Vil Apes, Boolder Ciry, m Jam
" 1t msamed that the ratio of Las Vissas Valley residents 10 Clirk County residents remeined roigbly
constanl aver the post decade.

Comment I-3
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COMMENT W2 Foe reasees thal are nog chear, the BLM bas apparesily aoekied sta
frenzied pace to compbete this D Thie BLM has previoesly sésted thar “<{t]his is an
extrgmply compresaed 5 fe For the complexity of this undernking.™ —and that “[wle
knew i meet the demmds the commamity & putting on s we had to actand ger mow,™
B s antense desane to act with sich heste 13 all the more confusing hecruse there
cameedly exiss plenty of developable land within the disposal boundary,

Presenttions made by Clark County ssaff at a Growth Masagement Task (task)
torce meetng indwated that ©, | . there are approxemately 131,000 = 132,000 acres of
developabbe land left.® Given the existence of this land, coe might guestion why— with
this much land svailabde for development—s there an immediate need w act mow? Why
was an exteemedy compressed sohecle created g o tinee when the ask foroe bas nof yey
had an opgortunity to present their Tecommendations aboa the merits of growth? laa't
this the '!:.'p'.'c!l'ml‘-.'-n:uh:ln that the BLM sheuld know moorder to arrive at an infomned
decisban?

The work being performed by the task force & not simply redusdant work already
submitted as part of the THEIS. The recommendatioes of the taak force—arpuably a
studied vosce of the Jocall commumi ty—seems to be exnetly the tvpe of infoamanan
the BLM needs in order to make an informed devision. Same af the ik force
participants bive stressed the greater importance af mfill developmend and revitalization
of odder neighbothoods.” Some members of the task force have questioned the need for
uxrxlrh‘lin;l_lhe:iirc o the dispasal boundary and would presumably guestion the need for
i !'ip'lFi.'E-\.'\r fidesal Fand al a lpme when plenty of developable land already exists for

| infill devekopisent'" S long as federal land siles are permitted t0 contine, there will be

Litthe imcentive for infill development and revitalization.

COMMENT MOLE: 1t s nol wreasimeble to consider the possibility that the federal md
loeal sgeney recrments benefiting either directly or indirectly from federal land sales may
b influencing the schedule of this fediral action. Considersble sums of maney are
igvalved in the sale of federal lands, The revenue generated from kand auctions s

! “The timleg iof the presidemal decrion may bves bezn b figtoe, The possibiEly e an e ironmentaly-
frierally riraman woukl Be slosed might have guashed the BLM's cument palicy of wling federz
ks premenarely
SALM Mews, Philtip Guemema BLM Puglic A Main Oficer, DLW rokeddar pafile ipfaromabion meeriegs on
Lar Veger Falley Disparal EI8 | Septamber 10, 2003 ) jermphasis added|

Lo Vegas Review lourmal, Keih Rogers, Pabic by soaphe g SO (o axpiions | Sepiemier 20,
20031 {ermphasis added)
* Clark County Geresth Managemeni Task Farce, Summary Minees, p. & iOmober 12 2004)
*Ir should be sevied hai cominsction activity af the outer sdges of the Lo eges Valley disposal bourdary
will anly likely benedy bose in middleor higher income brackets end necess kme the develosment of
infresnaciune where sone comenly exiis, whereas, il developroen asd rewhalzacon of oker
neighbarhoods cen niso benelit e wisy lower iscomes
"® Conervesis made by sk foree pamicipasis Incliée | am nerasiesgh feaning Lrwads keeping (he
duporal boendary whees £i"—asd T cat') sec any ralionali ol this painl 5 o xpand the disposal
boundary. We kives pleany moowork with withie there ™ Clark Camiy Growsh Mazapement Task Force,
Saireriry Migies, |2 [0ctoser 12, 2043

Comment 1-3

The EIS process was scheduled to alow the continuation of
land sales as authorized by SNPLMA as was described in
Section 1.2.2.

See General Response 1.

This disbursement and use of land sale revenuesare
specified in SNPLMA. The rate of land salesis addressed in
General Response 1.

Final EIS
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1 sales conducied under SMPLMA &% of September 30, 2004, & approximaiely | 47
hitlion dioliars."'

CH that Leeal, the Sectbem ‘-u.'\.'a:h Water Authomity (SWWA) has received
sgpreximately 70,5 million dolkars. ™ The SMWA's recent investigtion it the
mmpacts at growth intermuption seems to be an example of undue influeee.

[he timing of the ceonansie study coincided with the BLM® s imitial effirs to nash
through the EI5." The study also ssems 10 be s anusual undertaking foe @ waner
Mowhen: i\ SMNWA's misnin slatement, or SNWA's stmed respomsibilities. s
there am indieation thet SNWA's work also includes the imvestigation of economse
impacts of growth intermapiion. " Underisking this soe of investigition would scem mone
appeopriate for bozal governments of the Southem Mevada Regionad Manning Cealition
{SMEPLC), %o it = moee than a Fitle |:"=I| rhing that the SN A would find, end then
prognaili: Such & study on thedr websne.™

Becaus: of the huge menies the BLM stands 10 gain, the federal povernment
appears bo be imposing 18 aoesiderable will 1 the detrimerd of the locad community
Already there is evidence that local poversment's land use plans thar weee designed o
asast low-income faemilies and the development of susminable communities with open
apaees, have been compromised by conside pressure. Effors by City af Hendersan to
mzndale lpw-income housing within the 1,940-mere paresl recensly ok in June 2004,
ichinsately Seiled.” Effors by offictals from the City of Las ¥egas o beave apen
sagnificant partions of land near Kyl Canyon Road has also apparently feled.’

In i surpnsng admisaon. the BLM has unghashedly siated that the City of Las
Vepas “may have an idea of wias ey o e buile, but developers know whin nesds in
be dane and what profit mangin is meeded o maks it g, M Well—ihe Las I\-{,{_al. Valley
Cunimusly skl not be beholden 1o the greed of developers and the willing assistance
of the fedem| government. By controlling the minimum bid and the timing of federal

ECIHHMT

" Burtau of Laad Marsagimin |, Cuick Focts Southers. Nevada Public Lasds Meregermend Act as of
Sepbember 30, 2004 <hipstwiw 2y, bl g anpd e Sab saleeick, map
s
" Las Wegm Rewiew Joumal Keith Rogers, Puttic Dyt sosphr 2o BLA band awoions [Sepiember 30,
03 ) {emphasis added).
" The stabed mission of the SNWA =42 °. . . manage fhe gian's GEIET ESHETES and dese b pelianin
s will imigne addequain fubure waler supplies forthe Las Vegs Vallkey* The snied responsibilitks of the
SWWA e e 1) Managing all waler sepglies avasdable o Southen Wevada theough an epproved water
readget; 123 Adidsessing regsl water reseures manapement and conservason prograns: () naring
regional weter quality e desermiined by FPA stansdanks () Allocating and distriling among wawr
pereepors the remainin ks River water and ¥ wiler il bcihey & :0%) Presenting a
umified pasition en WRIET s faing Soicham Mevida; ond () Decratng repomal Teciligies (o provide a
relnhle dricking, wmier delivery sysem oo od reemder apencks. Soathers Newvads Winer Aathoty, Aboui
‘iiﬂa.‘. o wewew sawcomhim L abom._ e b
* Sphem Nevade Water Authoriz. fawar o o G Iarrengtivn ir Soathia Neradks | Febioey 204
:Hln www aam com bmnews pubs coonomi : wt b,
Lis Vs Sen, Bivin Raskemacher. Howsing i Sl snciens, perasiming for afand

" Nevats Pulicy Resarch [ntite NPRI imue brief. Docg French, sl Exchunios i February I
098] < wewsk, e g e i,-...~ e I-_.'l:l"'l'n}-hrr

Commant |-3

The BLM has no authority over studies conducted by other
agencies.

The provision for affordable housing is specified in Section
7(b) of SNPLMA. State and local governments may
nominate lands for affordable housing use and these lands
are then offered for sale at less than fair market value, as was
described in Section 3.13 and Section 4.13. Whether these
lands are ultimately sold for affordable housing purposesis
not controlled by the BLM.

Final EIS
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| land moctions, the ALM has in large part usirped local control of lend management %o the

detrimena of lower income familics and sostninable open-space growik

exgressed in ancarlier
if the DIEES—assmmed
ecerally required

apor pressure (AVE)

 June 1 1o %

paovied O 81 in 20

er |3 of epch vegsr|u

2 ithal the tvpe of
15 [here a possibilily

fuel? How mueh will

Comment I-3

Control measures to achieve attainment would be devel oped,
implemented, and enforced by DAQEM as part of the
development of a State Implementation Plan for ozone. The
modeling study completed for the land disposal actions made
specific assumptions about fuel specifications because these
fuel characteristics affect the emissions factors used in the
mode. The assumptions were made to meet the input
requirements of the model, based on the best available
information. The economic impacts of ozone precursor
control measures cannot be estimated because the specific
controls have not been selected. These control measures will
be selected by DAQEM as part of the SIP development
process.

As was described in Section 3.3.3, the SNWA forecasts
water supply and demand as part of their resource planning
process and that data were used in the EIS as the best
available information. The indirect impacts of increased
water consumption were described in Section 4.3. It isnot
within the scope of this EIS to demonstrate the adequacy of
SNWA' s resource planning, nor to determine potertial
impacts of developing water resources. D evelopment of
water resources that would be considered a federal action
would be subject to NEPA analysis at the time a specific
proposal is made.

Final EIS
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Response I-4 (Terri Robertson)
Fromr: Tam Akgrison [mrat T ilimeract cosd nal|
Senl: Mondey, Mowemites 08, 2004 10:33 AW
Te: LVBILVE IS 6 PES COM
Subjeet: COMMENTS TO LAND DISPOSAL LINE DERS
raEsS&
1IT0 Coaparate Circle Saite 1060
Hendersan, NV B9075-6382
[ maitoc]vbdmeis@phsy com |bvhlmes 6 pbe).cam
Movember 8, 2004
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
Dizar Sar ar Madam,
Specifically for the past eight yesrs the Tule Springs Preservation Commines has struggled 1o inform our
comnmumily about the impartance af two aress, the Tule Springs Dig Site and the sppronimately 1,700 acre B
PP lease 1o e Mevada Division of Suie Parks. Our commillee wis concermed because urtan growth and
development were greatly impacting these dreas.
The sxnapple 1o nfiare our coenmuny regarding the Tide Sprangs Dig Site Fas mcloded meetings in which
maps had o be developed showing the site bomdenies, in order i educete bocal BLM officials rganding the site
and that ingtially pan of the site as it is registered was within the land disposal lines. Now the entise site 13
within the houndary lines.
BLM alficuabs say they da not have the money or the manpower 1 care for this sise. The new land disposal lne
plan call for this ares 10 be sold 10 an eatity. in &l probabilaty, Marth Lis Vegas. The Tole Springs Dig Site is
am area of approximasely 980 acres that is regisered on the Mutional Regisier of Hiswnc Plices, The Stale of
Newada owns an area of sbong 314 acres tat lie near the soutbvest comer of the site, [ is an” Early Man" siee,
important in the field of sehence fie o paleontology and archasalogy impartance, Man has been dated & the
site back 10 berween 10,000 and 11,000 years. Columban sammotts, scient borses, ancient bison, and extinct
Mot Amencan lans have 21 been discovered
there.
Thanks 1o a grani from the National Science Foundstioe, Shadow Redpe High School wiilizes science data from
sluskes; comducied at the Tule Springs Dig Site in their curricelum. Soon they will have o hands-on laboratary
with specimens donated by Bill and Ted Gilcrease from the Giloresse Dig Ske. Planneng 2k includes the
oppartunity far studenis ta participate n new feld resesrch stadies at the Tale Speings aie. Dr. Paul Busk-DRL
Dir. Steven Rowland-UNLY, and the Clark County School Distsic are to be commended for the e effors oo this
projest
Commaent -4
Final EIS H - 127 December 2004
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UNLY amw
camed by the
1 management imclude the
an anes

e afficials bave discussed plans For 2 satellile campus em the section of the Tule Sprmgs Dig Siie

s of Mevada Division of Parks, [T is imperative that any transfer mast ensurs that perpetual
grvalaan, amd opponundty for further scaentific explorstion. This is mol

and pave over? I 15 2 commumity trepsure that must be gives the respect it deserves!

iy baml o hoveses; v

T lamd & '-p'ui fime |'|I.||| hs I|‘-"|‘:"-\.||'|II|'|I'|\'. Cine af ihem 15 & Copservation Transfer. This ingludes 350

acres. The Tude Sprngs Dhg Site the BEPT lease are within this consenvalain Iemsler & The W%
Nevida State Legslatues pessed bogiskaeon roqunng bl only passve recrealion be consdised for thas
|particalar R&PF along with Foyd B. Lamb Ssate Park. of a ranséer io another entity occurred. The R&EFP

2 | property nezds o be gi'- en special sanctions that will ensure that the concerms of the Nevads Saste Legis|ahe
|are implemented. 1 will alio preserve & karpe pat of the Las Yegis Wash and aneas thal inclede over 400 new
| prabens aines recesly found

anc]

Considerstion lor preservalion 15 pol a “Bomd Dropped!” IL 55 a raticsul alternalive that must be addressed
Tt citizens of oar valley woday, must siand up and fight fior preserving areas soch as these for fulure
genermtions. Mo tax dallar amount t0 imcrease entity bmdgets or the linmg of developer pockets s worth the
destruction and |oss of these dreas

Thamk you for the opportunity to comment on thds imporiont issue.
Sircenely,

Terri Roberison

Terrl Bobomson, Cilce Manage
Seountsn View YE Elementary Schoal

TOHLTISN Fa: MM 7308

Comment |-4

As was described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the
CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation
Agreement is developed on how the resources in this area
would be protected and/or mitigated. The strategy
committee would have input regarding the content and
structure of the agreement. See General Response 2 — Range
of Alternatives.

Aswas stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the
Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.

Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be
subject to the land disposal process. As stated in Section
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.
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Lag Vegas Valley BLM Lend Drsposal EIS
PES&]
2270 Corporabe Circle, Saite 100

Dear Sars:

Thenk you for the oppamunity io commen on the Lis Vegas Valley Bureau of Lend
Manmgement Land Disposal Envircormental Impact Stoiement. Befow please find several
specific deficiencies

Chapter 1.4.3. Purpose and Need. .. Biological Resources (pg. 1-Eb. This chapier
identifies the lews, regulations and policies that appdy to this actson, The sectian o

the Endangersd Specses Act and the Migratory Bind Treaty
113 menton of the Clark County Dedert Camservation

unty Multiple Species Habitat Comservation Plan
et {CCMSHCE Implementing Agreemeni)

hiclogical resources me

Act Missing from Lhis sect
Program ([CF) and the Clark
{CCMSHCP), BLM has signifcant ¢
1 abligatmns pelevant to conservalson of species and management of its lands including the
vequirement that there be no unmitigaed net loss or fragmentation of habest or habaw
valoes. The importance of this issus was kdentified i the scoping cos
this EIE) of Mr Alan 8, Pinkeron. Clask County, Withaul the USFWS E
permet that is supported by the COMSHCP, it would not be possible to develop any of the
e ddentified For dispossl This dasue has not bees deoassed in Sns document

an map presented

chy imd wis
Environme
m e a -[‘|“.|| E
freard than wene reported by the contracto

map {Fizure 3.4-1) does
parlg

he hest amcd most e | le miormatian, The de

enwimomment with respect o special stalus plants in this E15 s d

4 | Chapler 4.4.2. Environmenial Consequinds

al the Proposiad Action (pgs. 4-25 104

Commant |-5

Response I-5

(Ronald W. Marlow)

The Clark County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation
Plan was described in Section 3.4.1.2.

The establishment of a strategy committee to address
development and management options within the
Conservation Transfer Areais entirely separate from the
Desert Conservation Program. Aswas stated in Section 2.4,
the strategy committee would consist of representatives
including, but not limited to those listed. The list has been
expanded since publication of the Draft EIS to include
additiona representatives, which are listed in Section 5.2.6.

The datain the Draft EIS were based on results from surveys
conducted during November - December 2003. Additiona
comprehensive field surveys were conducted during August

- September 2004 to determine mitigation measures for lands
nominated for the February 2005 land sale. Section 3.4 and
Figure 3.4-1 have been revised to reflect the additional
acreage of habitat.

Aswas stated in Section 4.4.2, disturbance to these plants
would result in long-term loss of plants and permanent
reduction in habitat, which would be considered a significant
impact. Reduction of habitat and plant losses may require
the USFWS consider an emergency listing under the
Endangered Species Act. These conclusions do not change.
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| 3.4-1) und the habitst estimnies {Table 4.4- deo not reflect the best o miosa

2Th This sectsan discusses the impact al the proposed action an biclogical resources. kn
particular il disowsses the impact of the propased action on special stabes plant species
Las Vegas bearpappy (Arctomeron califmica), Lis Vegas buckwhea (Eriopossn
corgmhasim] wmd the twio-tome penstzmon (Perrtereon Bicolee) mthe disposal sres. This
analysis is based an field surveys conducted by contractors associiod with the
preparation: of the Ervironmental tmpact Repan. However, the BLM has conducted
quality comiral surveys in the disposal arce and have found far more indivedual plants of
the abwree species wers found than were repomed by the contracior. The current map
(Figome 3.4-1) does nog reflect the best and most current available miormation. This
mnadysis of the consequences or impact of the peopesed on special status plants in this EIS
is deficient and inaccuarate.

Chapter 4.4.3. Emvironmentcsl Coesequences. ... of the Conservanos Transfer Alsermative
(pEs. 4-27 to 4-28) This section discusses the impact of the conservation trassler
sliemative on hiclogicel resoarces. In pamicular it discusses the imgac of the proposed
nction on special statas plant speches Las Veges bearpoppy (A rcfomeron califormica), Lis
Vegas buckwhent {Erepanum corywbasin) and the two-ione pensiemoa (Penstemon
hicalory in the disposal amen, This analyess is based on field surveys cosducted by
comtraciors associnled with (ke preparation of the Environmental Impact Repor.
Hewewer, the BLM hos conducted quality coatrol sureeys in the disposal anes and have
lennd far moee individual plimis of the above species wers found than wese repoeted by
the contractor, The carent map {Figuse 3.4-1) does not reflect the best and most current
available imformation, This analysis of the consequences ar impact of the proposed action
and the conservation transfer alemative on special status plaets is this EIS 15 deficient
anif maccumale.

Chaper 4.4.4, Envirprmental Consequences. ... Mitigathon Messures (ps. 4-28 w 4-29)
Thas section drsceses measures o matigate the impact of the conservation trnsfe
aliernative aned the propesed action on biclogical resources. In particular it discusses
mligalian far special simus plard species Las Vepas bearpoppy {Arctomecon
califprica), Las Vegas buckwheat (Erioganum corwmbosum) and the two-tune
pensteman | Penstemom hicoler) i the disposal area. This analysis &5 based on field
surveys comducted by contractors associmed with the preparation of the Environmental
Empact Report and incheces habitl estimabes Tor these species (Table 4.4-3) that are
higeend om these contracior condiacted surveys, However, the BLM has conducied quality
comitn] surveys in the disposal aren and Bave found far mane individual plases of the
above species were found thon were reported by the coniractor. The curment mp | ]'l:_:_u"L

avuilable informalion, The proposed salvage of special stetus plants &2 & siligatsan is
inaclequale pmdd misrepresents the stse of thds an. Salvage of these species kas vel o he
demorstraed b0 be penerally successful. especiafly on the scale proposed. Tie offer this as
o mitigntion withowt experemental evidence of success i deficienr, This anilysis of the
propoccd action and the conservalion transfer alemalive required mitigation for spectal
scabves plants in this IS i deficiend and maccuraie

Crapter 4.15.4. Eavironmenial Coreequences. . Cumulative Impacts (pes. 4-59 1o 4-60)

Comment |5

Aswas stated in Section 4.4.3, plant species within the
Conservation Transfer Areawould benefit from this
aternative. This conclusion does not change. See Response
3

Aswas stated in 4.4.1, there has been limited successin
transplanting and reestablishing these plant species. The
Nevada Division of Forestry (NDF) offers suggestions for
mitigation upon issuance of a permit to disturb the
bearpoppy as was described in Section 4.4.4. The BLM,
USFWS, and NDF are reviewing acceptable and successful
methods of mitigation of these species.
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This section discusses the comubative impacts of the consérvaton raesler aliemative and
the proposed action on bickogical rescarces. In particules it discusses cumulative impacts
o special satus plant species Las Vepas bearpoppry (Arcromecon califamica), Las Veps
uckwheat | Envgomws corpmbocun ) and the bag-tone pensseman | Persiomon bicoiar)

m ihe disposal srea. Thas analysis 15 based on field surve ys conducied by contractars
associoted with the preparation of the Envirorsmeaial lmpact Report and includes habitin
T | estimaees for these species (Table 4 4-3) that ase hased on these costractor conducted
surveys. However, the BLM has conducted qualiry comtrol sureys i the disposal amwa
anil hive fnund far moee individual plants of the above species werne found than wiene
reparted by the contracior, The current map (Figure 3.4-1) and the habitat estimates
(Table 4.4-3} do mot reflect the best and mast current available infoomation, This amakysis
of the camulative impacts of the peoposed action and the: conservatim trssfer alternative
i gpecinl stabas plants in thas EES s deficient and imaccarate.

Chapier 4.15.4. Esvironmental Consequences. ... Curmilwive Impacts (pgs, 4-5% 1o 4-60)
This section dissusaes the cusmulatve imipacts of the conservation transfer alternafive and
the propesed scton on biological resources. In panticular il discusses cumulative impacts
1oy the diesert 1orioase {Cisplherus agaeszii). The camulative impact ssalyas consders anly
the direct boss of habitst of polential kabital and does not address the impact of an
incrensed human population growth and the concormtant pressure of increased recrestion,
8 vamdalism, and urban edpe effects on BLM land being ranaged for the deser tormse,
The analyss does not describe the impect on the proper anagemest of the remaining
public lands that will result from the proposed disposal such as the need for sddional
resodrce peolidlion, rehabililaton and education and the need for additional

infrastruciure. This analysis of the cumulative inpacts of the propased action end the
conservation transfer aliemative oo the desert woroise in tds E1S = deficient and
inaccurale,

Chageer 3.4.2.1 Affected Environmsent... Protected Waldlsle Species (pg.3-33). This
section disosses amimal species of special concern (Hened nTebde 3.0-2) including the
il mxomster {Helrderma suspectum) b there no discussion of this species. The disposal
B e Ccontim encom pisses lande thal has been runked high in hahitm ssshility (WS
Thesis. C. M G:l.'l'lgtr. .'r1u:- 2003 The nawiral mstory al the Gil; ster in Nevoda
University of Mevada, Reno). This thesds atso documents the occurmence of this species in
the dizposal ares, The foilure 1o adoquabely address thds species ar b refeence this thesis
15 4 signzlcimi deficiency in the E1S

In gencral, the ElS appears Lo hie been hastly asiembled without doe n::_z_lrd for

T '|II.|iIIgih.' Freosl pedent and best availabd: ialormatan, The recesd comtroversy over the
madequacy of the data confained in this docusnent &nd the questiorable methods used o
chéaim thai information msakes it imperative that the document be withdriwn iod an
uckeguate analysis of the ahiematives be produced

Agpen, thank voe for the oppoariunity to comment on this docrment.

Commant 15

Aswas stated in Section 4.15.4, cumulative impacts would
be significantly adverse for these plant species. This
conclusion does not change.

The impacts from increased recreation, vandalism, and urban
edge effects on BLM land was addressed in Section 4.10 and
Section 4.15.10.

The gilamonster was listed in Table 3.4-2 as a species
known to occur within the disposal boundary area. The text
was revised to include a reference used in the analysis and a
discussion on gila monster habitat. Although field surveys
were not conducted specifically for the gila monster, habitat
that is likely to support the species was observed in the
disposal boundary area.
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Sincenely yours

Commant |-5
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From: JackElhne Hobrme okopalld S nel]
Sent:  Moncay, Novamhbaer 08, 200& 833 Fu
Ta tebiimais @pbs| com

Suhject: dtall EIS

1 |Plase sxclude 38 1000 acres of the Tule Springs site from the land saie
Jack end Elaine Holmes

Comment |-6

Response I-6 (Jack and Elaine Holmes)

1 Aswas stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the
Tule Springs Nationa Register Site on BLM land, with the
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada
Only the portion of the Site that ison BLM land may be
subject to the land disposal process. Asstated in Section
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties
Treatment Plan in consultation with the Sate Historic
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.
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RN 2 W= Response |-7 (Mark Beauchamp)

Firstmame:  Mas Lasingme:  Deascramp

Auilrgnia: 574 Chiks b Adifreds:

Ciry: Hrsgeran Seate:  wy Zp:  moa
Afiitiarion;

Topver: Bikgedfas, Deveiopres

Crwneremnts:

i 1 Comment noted.

Herdng sl Ba DES [ amiin by of s Donsanvaling iansker shamative for iewessl repanns.

Trva uppeer L Wiager mrsh i ripsuserdaives of wial much of e Las Ve Villdy was oros ik it s hooe.
128 ity of plant it skl e e Saonel o wWhich e e o oo anty e Lis Vegas
oy - | oD 443 ) Then itk Visgirn Bl Popory, L oges Busiwhiat. Tha Burrosing Cwi i missdly
bria i huatacind i o L Wiegea Vinlhory 5 Mk rmrbers e cecamasing, The Feiopopia & desensan s
g 2l i Bt i e wencling

1 “Ilm'l‘ﬁhﬂ:-ctwlalnmptlwunrnlnmrquw'\c-wﬂmmﬁm-rm
i it I Lt Vo Vinbiwy cam i 5 e gl
Thesre el D 1 SCONOMRIC £081 0 Phkisring this porion = Bw epaet Las Vogas Wash | Tabha 271 | and

ATy i el with the peoposrd lend @ in e e | Chig 4503 1 Tha benebie of i Consonvaion
AT 0T GUTEVSVY & B sk | beal el ot weigh T soononmio snd ke cae Bsces
Maintarig eyt i i sy ey Tl 10 MY populetions of B shove meniossd plants and

BN 0 i Dl e kading ma erciergeaes, a0 ) Consdtioes Alavuitive wil cresie mn ama in T
L W, ey s el STl i b v i anyoped by roslionis. T frps o Spes space wel
VRN A opprbuhy S0 e g SR a0 LN Bl e naiod bk of e L viape
Ny

T, i,

Mark BopuchaTo

Comment .7
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Tule Springs Preservation bot
From: harold larson [Ihlarsonlv@am.nel]
Sent; Toesday, Movemnber 09, 2004 6:22 PM
T, Ivbimeis & phsj.com
Subject: Tule Springs Preservation

It 15 critical i set aside all te Tude Springs preservation sie af
1 about D000 acres. To much tme and interest by the Jocal Band of
Paiules, Archaea-Nevads and the Freesds of Tule Springs have been spent
Lo dgrome this Lax Vepes Tregsare
Harold Larson PE

Commant |-8

Response I-8 (Harold Larson)

1 Aswas stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the
Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be
subject to the land disposal process. As stated in Section
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.
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|

5|

Las Vegas Valley BLM Land Dispesal EI1S
PES &1
223 Comomie Circle, Suise 100

Hendersin, NY BT822

SNovember 15, 2004

RE: NV (%0 1792
[etrr Sinfdadam

| bave reviewed the drah EDS and &5 2 forme
Protection Agency conssder it wo be de 1 oany respects The draft shauld be revised based
om comments received sed 4 secomd draft pregared befione a finel E1S 15 prepared. The nsh io pet
the EIS oul i% apparently so that BLM can keep io jts schedude of land sales.

EIS reviewer far the 1.5, Environmental

I. Appropaiabe allematives 10 the cumest disposal process have not been propased while the

iterd anes that have been proposed have not been compleiely pe d o adequanedy
B E15 il Ber b b st on s own amd mor requine & -..||1|1||_'rr|,'|'||u|
wnt as suggesied by Tefl Steinmeie & the Noversber 7, 2004 meeting
neomplete document with nemerous. unanswered questions that then has
& wevand document thal may also be incomplete?

Why came out wi
tio bt saaprplmignted by

2. Whille the conservatkon alemative maght be made e an scceptable aliermative 1t appears in
hive been osed cuf a5 an altermative only so that BLM woold not hewe to do iis mendated pob

i resounces contained on the property m quessticn I
BILIM ds unable to dio s posb weth resgeect 1 manag culbaral, paleomiplogical, and biologics
resnaares conkaimed i the Tule Springs area because of a back of funds and manporaer, why is
that amy different than all of the ather areas it “manages™" Some furdng shoudd be available
through SHFLMA cultural imatiatise funds or the reguiar budges process, Whils i may be
passible s find some ocher &gency or or

of manggnyg the cullural &nd envimomer

low whach cén manage the prroperty through 2
Conservation Agreement of some so group will also peed fuexds on n ongoing basis 1o
misage the property. City, county, and stole govemments bave enowgh financial problems tmang
o manage what they already have. After all, BLM is supposed to wse the SMNPLMA monies 1o, i
pan, acgyare culbarally and environmentally sensative propertes which presumahly it will ghen
-amying it b the absurd, will in some future year wall BLM then try 1o
prings property using SNFLMA manies in onder to preserve i To he a
ikl spell ot whir how waould manage the propeny s how it
menle aml fssemenis ane pody 28 gocd 55 the copelbilities
wrel track reconds of the involved parties. The alremative as i sands 5 completely lacking in
detaals

woild be funded, Corservation

5. AF other F.'l s e oommented it MY MECE MOTe S2rese {1}

Tule Sprinzs paleslogical and caliural feaii

add the property costaining the
tiy contaiming the bear paw

all as ke pr

| poppy and buckwdeal 1o the Disen Came Befuge dlosg wath that landlecked property Iying in
| betwesn
|- Theere seems i be @ rush by BLM o oppesse the developers by releasing as moch kand as
Comment |3

Response |-9

(Donald W. Hendricks)

The comments received on the Draft EIS have been
responded to in accordance with 40 CFR 8§1503.4.

Potentia impacts of implementing the Conservation Transfer
Alternative were described in Chapter 4. Potential impacts
to sensitive resources outside the Conservation Transfer
Area (CTA) were described in Chapter 4 under the Proposed
Action. Specific mitigation to minimize impacts to sensitive
resources outside the CTA is being addressed collaboratively
by the BLM, USFWS, and the City of North Las Vegas. The
need for supplementa analysis has not been determined.
Also, see General Response2 — Range of Alternatives.

As was described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the
CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation
Agreement is developed on how the resourcesin this area
would be protected and/or mitigated. The strategy
committee would have input regarding the content and
structure of the agreement. See General Response 2 — Range
of Alternatives.

Aswas described in Section 2.6.3, the transfer of land to
other federal ownership, such as the Desert Wildlife Refuge,
was considered but diminated as a feasible dternative.

See Genera Response 1 — Parcel Nomination and Sale Rate.
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5. Depite promoses made b
nt 1n the docume
e Springs sae and s colieal and paleminiog

ieamonal smd préservabion groaps hive mads ple

commt
the

¥

poppy and buckwhes

? purthcudar nobe, rock ring &
prarprse af these sies,
thie we wonld consider mitigating any of them oul of exdstence until

£

TUNC D 4f & &,

Sincerely

Dimald W. Hendriciks
S N Crestline Dirive
Lz Vegas, NV 82107

commitmen

'E Shar Ridge ngh senpal and ather pans of the cducatinnal sysiem o develop educational
programs éd leaming apporiunities Far hath high school and collepe students. [t &5 impermive
that the entire gren of the site be pulled o, o aside, retined iscscr and mon considensd For sade
Enough additional land should be set aside o include the endangered species of the bear pas

pussable a5 [ast ax passible. BLM has mare v comtral thas process than it seems 50 be
5 | willing st More ¢ ahoi g indifl develapment,
| addreszing avinlahil: rment of air quality standands

piame iulomohile traffic problems.

1 BLM persomme] al past poblic mestings there seems to he mo
o st sl amd pull from the sale the enlice sneas associated with
| feang Bresed om these promises

wilh the

6. Appendix F. It is interesting fo noie that whibe tee contract archaselogist consadered several
siles ba he Wabioma] Register eligible, BLM chose nof to pecept some of
wird considened non-eligible. Sisce we knaw nothing abogt the

th we hove a few hardred in Souihemn Meveda i is unferunaie

f the recommendatans, OF

me evidizce is obeained

om their purpose. While severs] theories have been propased, there @5 litthe or ne evidence of their

Comment I-9

Aswas stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the
Tule Springs Nationa Register Site on BLM land, with the
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada

Only the portion of the Site that ison BLM land may be
subject to the land disposal process. Also, as stated in
Section 4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties
Treatment Plan in consultation with the Sate Historic
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time
any of the lands are nominated for disposal.

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) reviewed the
results of the Class |11 inventory (see Appendix F) and as
was stated in Section 3.5.2.1 and Section 4.5, the SHPO
concurred with the determinations made by the BLM
regarding eligibility of sites for the National Register of
Historic Places.
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Response I-10 (Rob Mrowka)

Commend reveired vin www.arbdm. govidisgs,mmn

N S e 1 Comment noted.
Adidreis: &85 Uiy Skon Iy Address:
e e Sy B s 2 Aswas described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the
\{fiistion: Set CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation
Tiapies: Amretis, Boiopssies Dowsepmer, Lindite Agreement is devel oped on how the resources in this area
Cmments would be protected and/or mitigated. The strategy
1 \ ton cf e Conaenntce Twus Aaradis (4. Howess:, o s o committee would have input regarding the content and
s structure of the agreement. See General Response 2 — Range
i 0 T el v e, s e Al of Alternatives.
2 |5 7 1~;‘,'3L'.?T:-'_-*.’£ s A AT B A
SR 3 Potential impacts from increased runoff were described in
3 | oy v v s Section 4.3.2.1 and Section 4.3.3.1.
4 |3
§ | et on it 4 The land for the Clark County Shooting Range was

designated by Public Law 107-350. The Department of
Parks and Community Servicesis responsible for the
specific development of facilities on that land.

5 Aswas stated in Section 2.4, the land would be transferred to
entities that would protect and manage the resources as
determined by the strategy committee. Transfer of title to
other federal ownership was considered but eliminated as an
alternative as was described in Section 2.6.3.

Comment I-10
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| wisald Ik to ssppo the Coeservenion Transder ta buy mare hime
Thz imvestigation of sensitive flora amd fauna and fossils i incomplete
New information i change the boundaries was evidest a1 the Nov, 01, 2004
-n.-,:cli'rg This 15 a prominent ares where berds of Colombian Mammaths reamed.
Toz ape camels, horses and bisom wene spresd thrpeghon the Las ‘:-':gh Wash
warthearly man. Dod early mim hunt them?  Scientists all over the world are
re-mvestigating these kee-Ape ses with up 1o date edmalogy, We have
1 e wirrld class peleomiogical sie here and ® is recognized by Mational

Geographa: Mapaziee Dec. 2000 issoe; Nevada State Masesm Publication #13°

Pleistocens Soodies in Soothen Mevada” and ® Tule Sprongs® Southwestern
Muszum paper #12,  Shadow Ridge High School. Jocated across Decatur is &
promenent nart of this huge site. 1 shadents sne immersed in & National
Scwence Foundation Usiml bo sludy earth science, UNLY has stoled interest m
1w il's misster plan to havie a presence m this aee. Newada Staie has o
314 aere parce] patented chat could be focal potst for 2 research Taclity
o or museum withan this mrea and close to che "||gh sachoa]

Heden Mamenson

Comment -1

Response |-11

1 Comment noted.

(Helen Mortenson)
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Commend revelind e waws g bm i

Filritaamme: Seve Lmitname: Ficrsland
\ddrisy: #3531 Walingice Springe Sse Adidress
ity Henderson Sialp: Wy Zip  mxez

| fiaaie:

UMLY Dapd i of Gezacancn
Topncs Pakanicegufien
Commants

| v prikactiiocgat of UMY, rcd | e wery concemed 30041 pRvkoiag I paesnidegionl mscem of
s gy’ L Vagma Worsh ares, apsciicallp Boss wiztin D Tile S{aags poksevibogcal #5 o &
FRlonally i Biionc s, | am cumaniy woreng wih Jachon and A0S Men il Shaiee s
s o m Plstiorel Schence Paunda bon krneisd projct i e i 50 40 eared e oy of

T i adaslion Thim s pwodd-chys Plasionena ksl S0 Rt i e sokerad ba
duwrilprnan] i & scea i and culizoy e ce for e onia Las WOORE COMMIaY,.

1 FUmngly PTTe Nl S0t 1 L or aflemainm, an
1 GATIT ] Led] M0 Fedly i ae il thrdaz an
e bresting himbory of Lk Wagal Vankoy .

Py plnindooical MeSOUDE RN S
sSerztrcing B appres abon for T

Comment |12

Response |-12

1 Comment noted.

(Steve Rowland)
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e Response I-13 John Holman
sy COMMENT FORM P ( )
a U5, Deperiment of Interiar
4 Bureaw of Land Managemeni
b=l Las Vegas Field Offica
Las Vegas Vallay Disposal Boundary
Draft Environmental impact Statement
Copues of comnencs wil! by amailable far puldic rakr of the facal FLM ;J_l;';,r :Ju.-ms regadir hls.'n:s.a haurs
Indrodshyels mquesting Sveir perspoal infarmation be mithheld from public revéns o frew ooz amidir e Froadom of
Inforestion At rush check “YES” i the ppropratie o, Sack repnstts i be Romored do fhe extent allmed by b :
PLEASE PRINT
| Hem | Drganizetion:
| j{?}[ﬂ £ Hn-".'mmh
City:
23c W, K imbedld Hendarsen i
B Withihiald Persanal Information: 7 s
- *27005 "™ &
Al u:rMul'llng List: L1 es Zand Cupyul.!ﬁ.:- ho C"l'lt;z'
;‘.r T e
. & & g;ﬁ u.‘-'l-‘Pt:M I C:"ﬂ
Comments: ]
Lt Coriasirodion Tapale, CUELreline ~Tus Culiad | 1 Comment noted.
1
SEMD COMMENTS TO:
Mailing Accress: LW Walley BLM Land Desposal EI5 EvamT Aaiireas hbimeisfipbe com
FE3E.
TIT0 Corporate Cirche, Suite 100 Commant |-13
Hendersan, NV 89074-E382
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