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N.1  OVERVIEW OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES  

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

The public comment period provided an opportunity for government agencies, interest groups, and the 
general public to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  The Marine Corps 
advertised three methods to submit comments: (1) written or oral statements at the public open house 
meetings, (2) written comments mailed or hand-delivered to Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
(NAVFAC), and (3) written comments submitted to the Draft EIS comment page on the EIS public 
website.  The public comment period began on 25 February 2011 and closed on 26 May 2011.  Late 
comments that were received within a few days after the 26 May 2011 end date of the comment period 
were accepted and included in the review and response process.   

This Appendix contains all comments received during the public comment period.  All received 
comments were assessed and considered both individually and collectively during development of this 
Final EIS.  Written responses were prepared for all comments and are also included in this Appendix.  
Certain substantive comments inspired additional data collection, impact analysis, and text changes or 
additions that were incorporated into this Final EIS.   

1.2 SUMMARY OF DRAFT EIS PUBLIC COMMENTS 

1.2.1 Official Comments Received During the Public Comment Period 

A total of 21,585 comments were received via the three official comment submittal methods (during 
public meetings, via the website, and by mail or hand-delivery to NAVFAC).  Table N-1 shows a 
breakdown of the number of comments received through each comment submittal method.  A majority of 
the letters received by the Marine Corps were form letters.  Of the 18,868 comments received by 
NAVFAC, 18,214 (97 percent) fall into this category and represent 28 distinct form letters.  A small 
percentage of comments (less than 1 percent) were exact duplicates (e.g., the commentor submitted the 
same comment through the website and by mail to NAVFAC).  A further summary of comments and 
major issues of concern is presented in Section 1.2.3 of this Appendix.     

Table N-1.  Summary of Comments Received During Public Review of the Draft EIS 
Comment Submission Methods Number of Comments Received 

Public Meetings Written 358 
 Joshua Tree   36 
 Ontario   137 
 Victorville   185 
Public Meetings Oral 46 
 Joshua Tree   2 
 Ontario   35 
 Victorville   9 
Public Website 2,313 
Via mail/hand delivered to NAVFAC 18,868 
Total 21,585 

1.2.2 Additional Comments Received During the Public Comment Period 

Although not an advertised method of comment submittal, a number of comments were conveyed directly 
to the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center at Twentynine Palms, California (the “Combat Center”) 
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either by mail, email, or phone message.  All of these comments were collected and reviewed as described 
in Section 1.3 (Comment Response Process) of this Appendix and are discussed below, therefore, were 
not included in Section N.2 of this Appendix.    

A total of 144 comments were received at the Combat Center (109 emails, 31 phone messages, 4 written 
letters), of which 94 comments (65 percent) requested an extension of the comment period based on a 
perceived mistake in the mailing address for comment submittal (see Section 1.2.3 below for issues and 
responses), 14 comments (10 percent) were submitted through more than one submittal method (e.g., 
public website, public meeting, or mailed to NAVFAC) and were considered duplicates, and 36 
comments (25 percent) were categorized as original comments.  In every case, the commentor was 
instructed (e.g., by recorded phone message, auto-generated email reply, etc.) to submit their comments 
by any of the three advertised “official” submittal methods. 

Common themes among the “original” comments sent directly to the Combat Center included requests to 
consider an alternate location or change the Preferred Alternative to Alternative 3, concern over losing 
off-highway vehicle (OHV) land and potential cumulative impacts from overcrowding, questioning of the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action, concerns about impacts from noise, and concerns about 
impacts to socioeconomics and public health and safety from the proposed action.  These comments 
repeated common concerns raised in many of the other comments received via the three advertised 
submittal methods, which are discussed more in-depth in Section 1.2.3 below.       

1.2.3 Public Comment Themes and Responses 

The following discussion summarizes the most common themes from comments received during the 
public comment period, and actions taken to address those common themes in the Final EIS.  Every 
comment submitted during the 90-day public comment period (and for a few days afterward) was 
thoroughly reviewed.  In response to comments, the Final EIS was either revised or the existing 
analysis/approach was reaffirmed.  Where numerous similar concerns/comments were submitted, the 
Marine Corps prepared a common response to address those concerns/comments. As a result, many 
responses are repeated for similar comments in Section N.2 of this Appendix.  

In general, the Marine Corps received a significant number of comments concerning recreation, noise, 
airspace, socioeconomics, safety, and general concerns that the Draft EIS did not meet the requirements 
of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

1.2.3.1 Impacts to Recreation 

Issue: A major issue of public concern was the potential loss of public land traditionally used for 
recreation.  Commenters were concerned with the loss of land used for recreation in Johnson Valley and 
overcrowding in other areas as a result.  Many commenters were concerned that the loss of land in the 
Johnson Valley OHV area would lead to illegal riding in other areas, and there would be associated 
environmental consequences in those areas that were not being sufficiently represented.  

Response (loss of Johnson Valley): The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year.     
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Response (illegal OHV riding):  As discussed in the EIS, implementation of the proposed action is likely 
to result in an increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on Bureau of Land Management (BLM), 
state, or private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal riding has been considered in 
the EIS; including potential adverse impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially 
significant impacts.   

As a result of public and agency comments received on the Draft EIS, the Marine Corps conducted 
additional analysis on potential displaced OHV use (legal and illegal OHV activity) to support the 
development of the EIS.  Results of this study are referenced in the Final EIS. 

Response (overcrowding on OHV land):  The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of 
OHV land and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts 
that reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other environmental resources.       

Updates from the Draft EIS to the Final EIS:  A Displaced OHV Recreation Study (DORS) was 
conducted was conducted to support USFWS Section 7 consultation, and to address comments raised 
during public review of the Draft EIS.  The primary objective of the DORS was to identify areas that 
would be likely to attract some of the displaced OHV recreation as a result of the elimination or 
restriction of public access to portions of Johnson Valley under the proposed action, and to identify any 
presenece of special-status species at or near those areas  The secondary objective of the DORS was to 
estimate the extent of any increase in OHV recreation at the identified alternative sites due to 
displacement from the EIS study areas.  The final objective of the DORS was to qualitatively evaluate the 
potential for environmental impacts to the desert tortoise and its habitat at the alternative OHV recreation 
sites.  This study indicated that displaced OHV activities at some areas would impact desert tortoise 
habitat and population, but lacks sufficient data (including data that statistically correlates the relationship 
between OHV activity and desert tortoise habitat and population) to quantify such impacts with any 
degree of certainty.  The DORS is included in the Final EIS as Appendix M, and references to the DORS 
were added to Sections 4.2 (Recreation), Section 4.4 (Public Health and Safety), and 4.10 (Biological 
Resources). 

1.2.3.2 Socioeconomics Issues   

Some commenters felt the socioeconomic analysis did not accurately evaluate socioeconomic impacts 
from lost recreational opportunities, specifically to local communities, and did not adequately discuss 
socioeconomic impact from acquisition of active mines.   

Response (Socioeconomic impacts from lost recreational opportunities): The EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  The best available information for OHV recreational 
spending patterns was identified and used as the basis for the analysis.  The Kroeger and Manalo 2007 
study provided information for Southern California OHV recreational spending.  The dollar amounts were 
adjusted to 2015 dollars. 
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Response (Socioeconomic impacts to local communities):  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor 
spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and 
film industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge specific communities such as 
Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley.  Furthermore, Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of the EIS have been 
updated as appropriate to address issues related to the Small Homestead Act. 

Response (Socioeconomic impacts from lost mining): Access to mining and other land holdings would 
be determined on a case-by-case basis once an action alternative is selected (see Section 2.6 of the EIS for 
more information).  Additional research has been conducted into mining resources in the West study area. 
Please see Section 4.3 for updated information. 

Updates from the Draft EIS to the Final EIS:  Sections 4.3 and 5.4.3.3 of the EIS (Socioeconomics) 
were updated in response to comments and newly available information.  New information pertaining to 
the direct employment impact from the Morris Lode Mine was added to Section 4.3, along with a detailed 
discussion of the potential indirect impact of mine acquisition on the local cement industry.  Information 
gathered from a recently published Economic Impact Report on the potential Cadiz Inc. Groundwater 
Conservation, Recovery, and Imported Water Storage Project was added to Section 5.4.3.3; this 
information led to a revised assessment of significance to cumulative socioeconomic impacts.  In 
response to comments, discussion of impacts related to the loss of lands for grazing was added to Section 
4.3.   

1.2.3.3 Noise Impacts 

Issue:  A number of commenters were concerned about noise and vibrations from the proposed action, 
specifically that the modeling was not conducted in a way that would accurately represent the impacts.    

Response:  The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As 
discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other members of the public from a 
distance, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS.   

Updates from the Draft EIS to the Final EIS:  Single event ordnance noise modeling was conducted for 
baseline and each action alternative.  The results of the modeling allowed correlation to risk of noise 
complaints and an estimate of the probability of structural damage from ordnance events.  Additional 
material has been added to Section 4.9 to address the analyses and results. 

1.2.3.4 Airspace Impacts 

Issue:  A number of commenters were concerned about airspace acquisition and limitations under the 
proposed action.  Comments were primarily received from local pilots and owners of airstrips in 
proximity to or underneath the proposed airspace acquisition.  

Response:  The Marine Corps understands the importance of the affected airspace with respect to the 
local aviation community and the EIS concludes that the acquisition of airspace proposed for each 
alternative would result in a significant impact to airspace.  As indicated in the EIS, no airspace decision 
has been or would be made before complete environmental review and consultation with the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA), other stakeholders, and the public.  The Marine Corps is currently 
undergoing consultation with the FAA with regard to the proposed airspace.  Airspace dimensions, 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-5  

altitudes, and times required may change as this cooperative effort is conducted.  Please refer to Section 
1.5.3.2 for information on the FAA airspace proposal process.  

Updates from the Draft EIS to the Final EIS:  In response to public concerns and ongoing consultations 
with the FAA and other aviation interests, the Marine Corps modified the Draft EIS airspace proposals, as 
described in Chapter 2, to better accommodate military, FAA, and general aviation airspace needs.  The 
proposed Restricted Area R-XXXX is now divided into east and west sectors, the existing Turtle Military 
Operations Area (MOA)/Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspace (ATCAA) is subdivided both laterally 
and vertically into three segments, and the CAX MOA/ATCAA is stratified into low and high sectors that 
now exclude altitudes between 8,000 and 18,000 feet above mean sea level (MSL).  Collectively, these 
modifications provide the Marine Corps with greater flexibility in scheduling and using only those 
sectors/altitudes required to meet specific mission needs while making more airspace available for non-
military uses.  These airspace proposal modifications would reduce potential impacts on all airspace users 
while the Marine Corps continues to consider other mitigations that would further minimize impacts.  

1.2.3.5 Safety in the Restricted Public Access Area   

Issue:  Numerous commenters were concerned about public safety in the Restricted Public Access Area 
(RPAA).  Common themes included: concerns with regard to ordnance use and the ability of the Marine 
Corps to remove hazards and make the land available for public use; lack of funding to conduct clearance 
operations on acquired land area, resulting in the land area being permanently closed to the public; and 
questions on who would provide emergency response during public recreation in the RPAA.  

Response (Ordnance use and clearance operations in the RPAA):  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order P35.004H, SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace, provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures on 
any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures (such as use of non 
dud-producing ordnance, range sweep, and range clearance) that would be implemented under Alternative 
4, 5, or 6 that would allow the RPAA to be available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).  If 
acquired lands were transferred back to public domain, the Marine Corps would be required to comply 
with range closure procedures. 

Response (Ability or funding to clear the RPAA for public use):  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is selected by the 
Department of the Navy (DoN) and approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally required to 
comply with the NEPA process to assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

Response (Emergency response in the RPAA): The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in 
regards to safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  Impacts to emergency 
response are discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS.  As noted in the EIS, under the proposed action the 
Combat Center would add additional personnel to manage any acquired land areas in addition to existing 
mutual aid agreements.  

1.2.3.6 Extension of the Public Comment Period 

Issue: Numerous comments were received requesting additional time to review and comment on the Draft 
EIS.  A common theme expressed was that the duration of time for public review of the Draft EIS was 
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insufficient for a meaningful review of a document the size of the Draft EIS.  Other commenters cited a 
perceived mistake in the mailing address or difficulty uploading to the public comment website.  

Response:  The Marine Corps has kept the public informed as required by NEPA, including holding 
public scoping meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public meetings during the public 
review period for the Draft EIS, and encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, the 
Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration 
required by NEPA.  The Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly accessible for 
review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has 
proactively reached out to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were identified.  All 
comments received by various methods to both NAVFAC and the Combat Center have been reviewed 
and incorporated into the Final EIS.  

1.2.3.7 Purpose and Need 

Issue:  Many commenters questioned the purpose and need of the proposed action citing perceived 
adequacy of the existing Combat Center and the current political situation which may remove the training 
need.     

Response:  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a 
current Marine Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment tempo in Afghanistan and 
Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training 
of a MEB composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to 
ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-sized training.     

1.2.3.8 Proposed Action Alternatives 

There were numerous comments that the Draft EIS did not rigorously and objectively explore a suitable 
range of alternatives.  Many comments specifically questioned why the Marine Corps could not conduct 
operations at nearby Fort Irwin or suggested de-designating the Sheephole Wilderness and utilizing land 
east of the Combat Center.            

Response (Other Alternatives):  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions offered by members of the public during 
the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and eliminated from 
detailed study (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized Marine Air Ground Task Force [MAGTF] 
Training at other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

Response (Fort Irwin):  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered several 
alternative scenarios for the proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF 
Training at other military bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study.  Although the Army 
and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very 
different training requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal organization for conducting 
missions across the range of military operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces of combined arms, which is a unique 
Marine Corps mission and capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire environment.  
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MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, starting with combined arms integration techniques 
and procedures at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all elements of the 
Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized training proposed for the Combat Center.  Fort Irwin 
does not have ranges capable of supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire and maneuver 
training and the modification of Fort Irwin to better accommodate Marine Corps training requirements 
would preclude the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements and be optimally prepared for 
deployment.  See Section 2.7 of the EIS for more information about alternatives that were considered but 
not carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 

Response (De-designate Wilderness Areas):  During the planning process, the Marine Corps 
determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see 
Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without needing 
to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.   

Updates from the Draft EIS to the Final EIS:  The following text has been added to the subsection 
describing potential mitigation measures in Section 4.2 (Recreation).  “The Marine Corps considered 
other potential mitigation measures but determined that none were feasible for the Marine Corps to 
implement unilaterally to compensate for the loss of recreational opportunities within the exclusive 
military use area (year round) and the RPAA during the 2 month period when MEB exercises are 
occurring.  Numerous comments on the Draft EIS stated that the Marine Corps should designate or obtain 
other lands in the region to mitigate the loss of OHV area in the Johnson Valley.  The Marine Corps does 
not have the jurisdiction or capability to designate or obtain other lands for OHV use and could not 
commit to such measures as part of the Record of Decision (ROD) for this action.  The State of California 
has management jurisdiction over state lands.  The BLM has management jurisdiction over public lands, 
which are designated for multiple use management.  BLM determines appropriate uses for public lands 
through the land use planning process.  The areas that are currently unavailable for motorized recreation 
were designated as unavailable through that process in order to protect other resources, or because they 
were otherwise unsuitable for motorized recreation.  BLM has informed the Marine Corps that at this time 
there are no lands available to designate as a replacement OHV area.” 

In addition, an additional recreation mitigation measure (REC-2) would be included if Alternative 4, 5, or 
6 were selected.  As described in Section 4.2, under REC-2 a RPAA Management Group would be 
formed and would meet at least once a year to discuss the suitability of procedures to facilitate 
recreational use of the RPAA.  Through adaptive management these procedures would be improved to 
balance Marine Corps training needs with recreational demand.   

1.3 COMMENT RESPONSE PROCESS 

Comments on the Draft EIS were generated through written correspondence and oral statements during 
the public comment period.  The following process was used for reviewing and responding to these 
comments: 

 All comment letters, website comments, and oral statements were reviewed carefully and 
assigned a unique number.  This number was also assigned to the commentor. 

 All comments were reviewed by the appropriate resource specialist and provided a response.   
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 Three guidelines were used for determining substantive comments that may require modification 
of the EIS: 

1. The comment questioned the proposed action, alternatives, or other components of the 
proposal. 

2. The methodology of the analysis or results was questioned. 
3. The use, adequacy, and/or accuracy of data were questioned. 

 The EIS was modified to make corrections and improve or clarify the analysis as appropriate. 

1.4 COMMENT DIRECTORY 

The directory below (see Table N-2) provides a listing of commenters by last name or agency.  After 
locating your name, note the letter and number in the third column.  This unique coding was assigned to 
your comment document and is found in the upper left-hand corner of the comment.  The page number 
your comment and response appears on is provided in the fourth column.  In some instances, individuals 
asked that their name be withheld from the publication or no name was provided.  In both cases, “Name 
Withheld By Request” or “No Name Provided” has been entered in the directory as appropriate.       

The comments are printed in numerical order and are organized into eight sections:  written comments 
received at the Joshua Tree public meeting (W-JT-001), written comments received at the Ontario public 
meeting (W-ON-001), written comments received at the Victorville public meeting (W-VV-001), oral 
comments received at the Joshua Tree public meeting (O-JT-001), oral comments received at the Ontario 
public meeting (O-ON-001), oral comments received at the Victorville public meeting (O-VV-001) 
comments received by NAVFAC through the mail (U.S. Postal Service) or hand delivered (N-00001), and 
comments received through the project website (001).   

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
A G 106 N.2-19953 
Aastrom Carl O-ON-012 N.2-394 
Aastrom Dale 1079 N.2-20571 
Aastrom Dale N-03409 N.2-3961 
Abercrombie Loraine N-00233 N.2-681 
Acosta Dave N-05974 N.2-6576 
Acosta Delaine N-13773 N.2-14482 
Acosta Mark N-12267 N.2-12935 
Adams David 1695 N.2-21036 
Adams Jason N-15024 N.2-15738 
Adams Robert 836 N.2-20412 
Adamson Steve N-08846 N.2-9482 
Adan Richard 1657 N.2-21006 
Adcock Knute 682 N.2-20311 
Aderson Che A. N-18788 N.2-19747 
Adkins Ronald N-02036 N.2-2587 
Adkins Ronald N-02345 N.2-2896 
Adkins Ronald N-03926 N.2-4478 
Adkins Ronald N-04140 N.2-4693 
Adler Greg 555 N.2-20235 
Adler Greg N-17252 N.2-17970 
Adler Greg N-17517 N.2-18242 
Adler Greg N-17614 N.2-18340 
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Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Adovnik Gary N-06830 N.2-7456 
Adovnik Gary N-06864 N.2-7490 
Adovnik Gary N-07072 N.2-7702 
Adovnik Gary N-07094 N.2-7724 
Adovnik Gary N-07172 N.2-7802 
Adovnik Gary N-07208 N.2-7838 
Adovnik Gary N-07320 N.2-7950 
Adovnik Gary N-08375 N.2-9005 
Adovnik Gary N-12283 N.2-12951 
Aelheide Shirley N-00260 N.2-710 
Agic  Nedad N-18114 N.2-18848 
Agic  Nedad N-18146 N.2-18880 
Agic  Nedad N-18169 N.2-18903 
Agic  Nedad N-18374 N.2-19108 
Agic  Nedad N-18408 N.2-19142 
Agnew Jefffrey N-00895 N.2-1444 
Agostino Richard N-02661 N.2-3213 
Aguilar Jason N-17195 N.2-17912 
Aguilar Jesse N-06385 N.2-6992 
Akin Chris N-02761 N.2-3313 
Akin Chris N-02762 N.2-3314 
Akin Chris N-02779 N.2-3331 
Akin Chris N-02835 N.2-3387 
Akin Chris N-02845 N.2-3397 
Akin Chris N-02914 N.2-3466 
Akin chris N-02964 N.2-3516 
Akin Chris N-03010 N.2-3562 
Akin Chris N-03098 N.2-3650 
Akin Chris N-03148 N.2-3700 
Akin Chris N-03171 N.2-3723 
Akin Chris N-03187 N.2-3739 
Akin Chris N-03207 N.2-3759 
Akin Chris N-03241 N.2-3793 
Akin Chris N-03256 N.2-3808 
Akin Chris N-03276 N.2-3828 
Akin Chris N-03293 N.2-3845 
Akin Chris N-03315 N.2-3867 
Akin Chris N-03331 N.2-3883 
Akin Chris N-09142 N.2-9780 
Akin Chris N-14010 N.2-14719 
Akin Chris N-14050 N.2-14759 
Akin Chris N-14114 N.2-14824 
Akin Chris N-14237 N.2-14947 
Akin Chris N-14457 N.2-15169 
Akin Chris N-14480 N.2-15193 
Akin Chris N-14506 N.2-15219 
Akin Chris N-15811 N.2-16527 
Albano Anthony N-03572 N.2-4124 
Albano Anthony N-03741 N.2-4293 
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Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Albert Chris 551 N.2-20232 
Albert Owen N-10704 N.2-11366 
Albert Owen N-10838 N.2-11505 
Albert Owen N-14962 N.2-15676 
Albin Brandy N-13888 N.2-14597 
Albright Donald N-18731 N.2-19619 
Alcisto Patrick 180 N.2-20004 
Alderman Christopher N-00927 N.2-1476 
Alderman Christopher N-01081 N.2-1630 
Alderman Christopher N-01165 N.2-1714 
Alderman Christopher N-01288 N.2-1837 
Alderman Christopher N-01510 N.2-2059 
Alderman Christopher N-10364 N.2-11004 
Alderman Christopher N-10468 N.2-11113 
Alderman Christopher N-10492 N.2-11140 
Alderman Christopher N-10510 N.2-11164 
Alderman Christopher N-10570 N.2-11226 
Alderman Christopher N-10619 N.2-11277 
Alderman Christopher N-10648 N.2-11308 
Alderman Christopher N-10672 N.2-11333 
Alderman Christopher N-10686 N.2-11347 
Alderman Christopher N-12487 N.2-13155 
Alderman Christopher N-12542 N.2-13211 
Alderman Christopher N-12583 N.2-13254 
Alderman Christopher N-12598 N.2-13270 
Alderman Christopher N-12640 N.2-13314 
Alderman Christopher N-12674 N.2-13349 
Alderman Christopher N-13150 N.2-13855 
Alderman Christopher N-13173 N.2-13879 
Alderman Christopher N-13188 N.2-13895 
Alderman Christopher N-13210 N.2-13918 
Alderman Christopher N-16056 N.2-16773 
Alderman Christopher N-16080 N.2-16797 
Alderman Christopher N-16143 N.2-16860 
Alderman Christopher N-16265 N.2-16982 
Alderman Christopher N-16283 N.2-17000 
Alexander Jason N-00877 N.2-1426 
Alexander Jason N-02034 N.2-2585 
Alexander Jason N-02342 N.2-2893 
Alexander Jason N-02641 N.2-3193 
Allen Jared N-00596 N.2-1145 
Allen Jared N-00989 N.2-1538 
Allen Jared N-13696 N.2-14405 
Allen Randall N-18232 N.2-18966 
Allen Randall N-18295 N.2-19029 
Allen Randall N-18376 N.2-19110 
Allen Randall N-18457 N.2-19191 
Allen Randall N-18499 N.2-19233 
Allen Richard N-00125 N.2-572 
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Allen Rob N-06766 N.2-7392 
Allen Rob N-06792 N.2-7418 
Allen Rob N-06811 N.2-7437 
Allen Rob N-06857 N.2-7483 
Allen Rob N-06886 N.2-7512 
Allen Rob N-06925 N.2-7551 
Allen Rob N-06926 N.2-7552 
Allen Rob N-06949 N.2-7576 
Allen Rob N-06983 N.2-7612 
Allen Rob N-07003 N.2-7633 
Allen Rob N-07052 N.2-7682 
Allen Rob N-07088 N.2-7718 
allen Rob N-07114 N.2-7744 
Allen Rob N-07152 N.2-7782 
Allen Rob N-07192 N.2-7822 
Allen Rob N-07246 N.2-7876 
Allen Rob N-07272 N.2-7902 
Allen Rob N-07304 N.2-7934 
Allen Rob N-07362 N.2-7992 
Allen Rob N-07393 N.2-8023 
Allen Rob N-07425 N.2-8055 
Allen Rob N-07446 N.2-8076 
Allen Rob N-07465 N.2-8095 
Allen Rob N-07502 N.2-8132 
Allen Rob N-07524 N.2-8154 
Allen Rob N-07549 N.2-8179 
Allen Robbie N-06735 N.2-7361 
Alley Frank N-18287 N.2-19021 
Allman Eric N-11914 N.2-12582 
Allsberry Jason N-00373 N.2-888 
Altamirano Melanie N-13327 N.2-14036 
Altheide Shirley N-00360 N.2-875 
Althouse Donald N-00214 N.2-662 
Altimus Travis N-00078 N.2-519 
Amador Don 1512 N.2-20873 
Amato Eric N-13026 N.2-13731 
Ambrose Adam 1088 N.2-20576 
Ambrozich Dean W-ON-038 N.2-78 
Ament Brian N-00164 N.2-612 
america captian 167 N.2-19997 
American Motorcyclist Association District 37 Off 
Road 

N-18744 N.2-19696 

American Motorcyclist Association District 37 Off 
Road 

N-18844 N.2-19804 

American Motorcyclist Association N-18849 N.2-19812 
Ames John 2201 N.2-21505 
Ammerman Rick 1101 N.2-20584 
Amundson David N-16950 N.2-17667 
Anacabe Peter N-04297 N.2-4860 
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Anacabe Peter N-04370 N.2-4938 
Anacabe Peter N-04510 N.2-5082 
Anacabe Peter N-04802 N.2-5383 
Anacabe Peter N-05275 N.2-5866 
Anacabe Peter N-08711 N.2-9347 
Anacabe Peter N-09747 N.2-10387 
Anacabe Peter N-13024 N.2-13729 
Anacabe Peter N-13083 N.2-13788 
Anacabe Peter N-16596 N.2-17313 
Anacabe Peter N-16839 N.2-17556 
Anacabe Peter N-16867 N.2-17584 
Anacabe Peter N-17000 N.2-17717 
anacabe Peter N-17167 N.2-17884 
Anacabe Peter N-17908 N.2-18639 
Ancon Victor N-00203 N.2-651 
Andeae Jon N-08191 N.2-8821 
Andersen Alissa 2106 N.2-21407 
Andersen Erik 845 N.2-20416 
Anderson Brian N-18336 N.2-19070 
Anderson Bryan W-ON-063 N.2-103 
Anderson Cheryl N-04768 N.2-5348 
Anderson Cheryl N-04863 N.2-5446 
Anderson Chris 859 N.2-20423 
Anderson Chris N-00180 N.2-628 
Anderson Chris N-09776 N.2-10416 
Anderson Chris N-09777 N.2-10417 
Anderson Chris N-09794 N.2-10434 
Anderson Chris N-09835 N.2-10475 
Anderson Chris N-09839 N.2-10479 
Anderson Chris N-09854 N.2-10494 
Anderson Chris N-09889 N.2-10529 
Anderson Chris N-09916 N.2-10556 
Anderson Chris N-09958 N.2-10598 
Anderson Chris N-09987 N.2-10627 
Anderson Chris N-10004 N.2-10644 
Anderson Chris N-10039 N.2-10679 
Anderson Chris N-10073 N.2-10713 
Anderson Chris N-10104 N.2-10744 
Anderson Chris N-10128 N.2-10768 
Anderson Chris N-10148 N.2-10788 
Anderson Chris N-10171 N.2-10811 
Anderson Chris N-10184 N.2-10824 
Anderson Chris N-10196 N.2-10836 
Anderson Chris N-10211 N.2-10851 
Anderson Chris N-10232 N.2-10872 
Anderson Chris N-10234 N.2-10874 
Anderson Chris N-10280 N.2-10920 
Anderson Chris N-10281 N.2-10921 
Anderson Chris N-10282 N.2-10922 
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Anderson Chris N-10316 N.2-10956 
Anderson Chris N-10317 N.2-10957 
Anderson Chris N-10359 N.2-10999 
Anderson Chris N-16978 N.2-17695 
Anderson Chris N-17934 N.2-18665 
Anderson Doug 361 N.2-20117 
Anderson Doug 362 N.2-20117 
Anderson Doug 1395 N.2-20807 
Anderson Doug 1396 N.2-20807 
Anderson Eric 1772 N.2-21094 
Anderson Eric 1773 N.2-21094 
Anderson Eric N-00181 N.2-629 
Anderson Eric N-00944 N.2-1493 
Anderson Eric N-09160 N.2-9799 
Anderson Eric N-09180 N.2-9820 
Anderson Eric N-09204 N.2-9844 
Anderson Eric N-09227 N.2-9867 
Anderson Eric N-09261 N.2-9901 
Anderson Eric N-09276 N.2-9916 
Anderson Eric N-09292 N.2-9932 
Anderson Eric N-09318 N.2-9958 
Anderson Eric N-09389 N.2-10029 
Anderson Eric N-09424 N.2-10064 
Anderson Eric N-09450 N.2-10090 
Anderson Eric N-09474 N.2-10114 
Anderson Eric N-09497 N.2-10137 
Anderson Eric N-09498 N.2-10138 
Anderson Eric N-09518 N.2-10158 
Anderson Eric N-09539 N.2-10179 
Anderson Eric N-09569 N.2-10209 
Anderson Eric N-09581 N.2-10221 
Anderson Eric N-09593 N.2-10233 
Anderson Eric N-09617 N.2-10257 
Anderson Eric N-09635 N.2-10275 
Anderson Eric N-09647 N.2-10287 
Anderson Eric N-09663 N.2-10303 
Anderson Eric N-09683 N.2-10323 
Anderson Eric N-09704 N.2-10344 
Anderson Eric N-09722 N.2-10362 
Anderson Eric N-09746 N.2-10386 
Anderson Eric W-VV-077 N.2-263 
Anderson Erick N-07732 N.2-8362 
Anderson Erick N-07791 N.2-8421 
Anderson Erick N-07981 N.2-8611 
Anderson Erick N-08033 N.2-8663 
Anderson Erick N-08151 N.2-8781 
Anderson Evan N-09241 N.2-9881 
Anderson Evan N-09367 N.2-10007 
Anderson Evan N-09403 N.2-10043 
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Anderson Evan N-09455 N.2-10095 
Anderson Evan N-09482 N.2-10122 
Anderson Evan N-09553 N.2-10193 
Anderson Evan N-09622 N.2-10262 
Anderson Evan N-09644 N.2-10284 
Anderson Evan N-09694 N.2-10334 
Anderson George and Frances N-18714 N.2-19550 
Anderson Jason N-08388 N.2-9018 
Anderson Jason N-08934 N.2-9571 
Anderson Jeffrey N-05383 N.2-5980 
Anderson Jimmy W-VV-078 N.2-264 
Anderson Joe 670 N.2-20305 
Anderson Joel N-14544 N.2-15257 
Anderson Ken 149 N.2-19984 
Anderson Ken 2355 N.2-21744 
Anderson Kevin 1444 N.2-20833 
Anderson Mark N-18355 N.2-19089 
Anderson Mike 1013 N.2-20524 
Anderson Nancy 2357 N.2-21746 
Anderson Rose W-VV-079 N.2-265 
Anderson Scott N-13998 N.2-14707 
Anderson Scott N-14185 N.2-14895 
Anderson Scott N-14380 N.2-15092 
Anderson Scott N-14429 N.2-15141 
Anderson Scott N-14512 N.2-15225 
Anderson Scott N-15728 N.2-16444 
Anderson Scott N-15754 N.2-16470 
Anderson Shelli 671 N.2-20306 
Andino Matthew N-18046 N.2-18780 
Andino Matthew N-18330 N.2-19064 
Andino Matthew N-18549 N.2-19283 
Andino Matthew N-18586 N.2-19320 
Andreae Jon N-05522 N.2-6119 
Andres James N-07575 N.2-8205 
Andres James N-07803 N.2-8433 
Andres James N-07926 N.2-8556 
Andres James N-07938 N.2-8568 
Andres James N-07996 N.2-8626 
Andres James N-08047 N.2-8677 
Andres James N-08096 N.2-8726 
Andres James N-08146 N.2-8776 
Andruha Dimitri N-06522 N.2-7140 
Anema Kathryn W-VV-164 N.2-350 
Anema Kathryn W-VV-166 N.2-352 
Anema Kathryn W-VV-168 N.2-354 
Anema Kathryn W-VV-172 N.2-358 
Angell Andy N-02769 N.2-3321 
Angell Andy N-02771 N.2-3323 
Angell Andy N-02870 N.2-3422 
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Angell Andy N-02950 N.2-3502 
Angell Andy N-03012 N.2-3564 
Angell Andy N-03372 N.2-3924 
Angell Scott 123 N.2-19969 
Angell Scott N-09772 N.2-10412 
Angell Scott N-09857 N.2-10497 
Angell Scott N-09961 N.2-10601 
Angell Scott N-10068 N.2-10708 
Angell Scott N-10090 N.2-10730 
Angell Scott N-10109 N.2-10749 
Angell Scott N-10228 N.2-10868 
Angell Scott N-10248 N.2-10888 
Angell Scott N-10328 N.2-10968 
Angell Scott N-17886 N.2-18616 
Angelos Peter N-13087 N.2-13792 
Anglin Gerardo N-13878 N.2-14587 
Angst Cory N-16860 N.2-17577 
Annas Shane N-00327 N.2-842 
Anondson Mark 1450 N.2-20836 
Anthony Jimmy N-06722 N.2-7348 
Anthony Jimmy N-06750 N.2-7376 
Anthony Jimmy N-06775 N.2-7401 
Anthony Jimmy N-06798 N.2-7424 
Anthony Jimmy N-06826 N.2-7452 
Anthony Jimmy N-06868 N.2-7494 
Anthony Jimmy N-06901 N.2-7527 
Anthony Jimmy N-06906 N.2-7532 
Anthony Jimmy N-06936 N.2-7562 
Anthony Jimmy N-06968 N.2-7597 
Anthony Jimmy N-06993 N.2-7623 
Anthony Jimmy N-07020 N.2-7650 
Anthony Jimmy N-07069 N.2-7699 
Anthony Jimmy N-07098 N.2-7728 
Anthony Jimmy N-07131 N.2-7761 
Anthony Jimmy N-07177 N.2-7807 
Anthony Jimmy N-07218 N.2-7848 
Anthony Jimmy N-07255 N.2-7885 
Anthony Jimmy N-07284 N.2-7914 
Anthony Jimmy N-07334 N.2-7964 
Anthony Jimmy N-07377 N.2-8007 
Anthony Jimmy N-07411 N.2-8041 
Anthony Jimmy N-07439 N.2-8069 
Anthony Jimmy N-07455 N.2-8085 
Anthony Jimmy N-07472 N.2-8102 
Anthony Jimmy N-07490 N.2-8120 
Anthony Jimmy N-07510 N.2-8140 
Anthony Jimmy N-07538 N.2-8168 
Anthony Jimmy N-10757 N.2-11423 
Anthony Jimmy N-10778 N.2-11444 
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Anthony Jimmy N-10822 N.2-11489 
Anthony Jimmy N-10835 N.2-11502 
Anthony Jimmy N-11581 N.2-12249 
Anthony Jimmy N-14574 N.2-15287 
Anthony Jimmy N-14589 N.2-15302 
Anthony Jimmy N-14616 N.2-15329 
Anthony Jimmy N-14633 N.2-15346 
Anthony Jimmy N-14666 N.2-15379 
Anthony Jimmy N-14680 N.2-15393 
Anthony Jimmy N-14749 N.2-15462 
Anthony Jimmy N-14830 N.2-15543 
Anthony Jimmy N-14862 N.2-15575 
Anthony Jimmy N-14960 N.2-15674 
Antle Brian N-16998 N.2-17715 
Antonio Tim 1713 N.2-21052 
Aoyama Lauren N-00442 N.2-991 
Aoyama Lauren N-00480 N.2-1029 
Aoyama Lauren N-00721 N.2-1270 
Aoyama Lauren N-01655 N.2-2204 
Aoyama Lauren N-01834 N.2-2383 
Aoyama Lauren N-01959 N.2-2510 
Aoyama Lauren N-02020 N.2-2571 
Aoyama Lauren N-02062 N.2-2613 
Aoyama Lauren N-02108 N.2-2659 
Aoyama Lauren N-02136 N.2-2687 
Aoyama Lauren N-02172 N.2-2723 
Aoyama Lauren N-02220 N.2-2771 
Aoyama Lauren N-02241 N.2-2792 
Aoyama Lauren N-02325 N.2-2876 
Aoyama Lauren N-02371 N.2-2922 
Aoyama Lauren N-02401 N.2-2952 
Aoyama Lauren N-02403 N.2-2954 
Aoyama Lauren N-02449 N.2-3000 
Aoyama Lauren N-02524 N.2-3075 
Aoyama Lauren N-02549 N.2-3100 
Aoyama Lauren N-02554 N.2-3105 
Aoyama Lauren N-02572 N.2-3123 
Aoyama Lauren N-02598 N.2-3149 
Aoyama Lauren N-02628 N.2-3180 
Aoyama Lauren N-02654 N.2-3206 
Aoyama Lauren N-02675 N.2-3227 
Aoyama Lauren N-02696 N.2-3248 
Aoyama   N-02481 N.2-3032 
Aplet Chris N-12108 N.2-12776 
Aplet Chris N-12123 N.2-12791 
Aplet Chris N-12174 N.2-12842 
Aplet Chris N-12193 N.2-12861 
Aplet Chris N-12216 N.2-12884 
Aplet Chris N-12217 N.2-12885 
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Aplet Chris N-12239 N.2-12907 
Aplet Chris N-12252 N.2-12920 
Aplet Chris N-12270 N.2-12938 
Aplet Chris N-12291 N.2-12959 
Aplet Chris N-12307 N.2-12975 
Aplet Chris N-12328 N.2-12996 
Aplet Chris N-12352 N.2-13020 
Aplet Chris N-12381 N.2-13049 
Aplet Chris N-12420 N.2-13088 
Aplet Chris N-12443 N.2-13111 
Aplet Chris N-12467 N.2-13135 
Aplet Chris N-12847 N.2-13551 
Aplet Chris N-12864 N.2-13568 
Aplet Chris N-12882 N.2-13586 
Aplet Chris N-12904 N.2-13608 
Aplet Chris N-12922 N.2-13626 
Aplet Chris N-12947 N.2-13651 
Aplet Chris N-12970 N.2-13675 
Aplet Chris N-13001 N.2-13706 
Aplet Chris N-13051 N.2-13756 
Aplet Chris N-13096 N.2-13801 
Aplet Chris N-13132 N.2-13837 
Aplet Joe N-04168 N.2-4726 
Aplet Joe N-04219 N.2-4778 
Aplet Joe N-04243 N.2-4804 
Aplet Joe N-04266 N.2-4828 
Aplet Joe N-04287 N.2-4850 
Aplet Joe N-04306 N.2-4869 
Aplet Joe N-04325 N.2-4889 
Aplet Joe N-04347 N.2-4913 
Aplet Joe N-04364 N.2-4931 
Aplet Joe N-04387 N.2-4955 
Aplet Joe N-04389 N.2-4958 
Aplet Joe N-04425 N.2-4995 
Aplet Joe N-04453 N.2-5023 
Aplet Joe N-04470 N.2-5040 
Aplet Joe N-04471 N.2-5041 
Aplet Joe N-04546 N.2-5119 
Aplet Joe N-04572 N.2-5146 
Aplet Joe N-04601 N.2-5176 
Aplet Joe N-04635 N.2-5211 
Aplet Joe N-04652 N.2-5228 
Aplet Joe N-04672 N.2-5249 
Aplet Joe N-04695 N.2-5273 
Aplet Joe N-04738 N.2-5317 
Aplet Joe N-04757 N.2-5337 
Aplet Joe N-04779 N.2-5360 
Aplet Joe N-04807 N.2-5388 
Aplet Joe N-04832 N.2-5414 
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Aplet Joe N-04850 N.2-5433 
Aplet Joe N-06208 N.2-6812 
Aplet Joe N-06502 N.2-7118 
Aplet Joe N-06608 N.2-7228 
Aplet Joe N-06622 N.2-7242 
Aplet Joe N-07139 N.2-7769 
Aplet Joe N-07338 N.2-7968 
Aplet Joe N-08341 N.2-8971 
Aplet Joe N-12773 N.2-13460 
Aplet Joe N-12774 N.2-13462 
Aplet Joe N-12792 N.2-13490 
Aplet Joe N-15421 N.2-16137 
Aplet Joe N-15592 N.2-16308 
Aplet Joe N-18078 N.2-18812 
Aplet Joe N-18378 N.2-19112 
Aplet Joe N-18417 N.2-19151 
Aplet Judy N-04603 N.2-5178 
Aplet Judy N-04636 N.2-5212 
Aplet Mark N-04199 N.2-4758 
Aplet Mark N-04240 N.2-4801 
Aplet Mark N-04259 N.2-4821 
Aplet Mark N-04284 N.2-4847 
Aplet Mark N-04294 N.2-4857 
Aplet Mark N-04319 N.2-4883 
Aplet Mark N-04359 N.2-4926 
Aplet Mark N-04375 N.2-4943 
Aplet Mark N-04429 N.2-4999 
Aplet Mark N-04482 N.2-5052 
Aplet Mark N-04492 N.2-5062 
Aplet Mark N-04521 N.2-5093 
Aplet Mark N-04548 N.2-5121 
Aplet Mark N-04575 N.2-5149 
Aplet Mark N-04592 N.2-5167 
Aplet Mark N-04620 N.2-5196 
Aplet Mark N-04658 N.2-5234 
Aplet Mark N-04682 N.2-5259 
Aplet Mark N-04705 N.2-5283 
Aplet Mark N-04715 N.2-5293 
Aplet Mark N-04746 N.2-5325 
Aplet Mark N-04763 N.2-5343 
Aplet Mark N-04784 N.2-5365 
Aplet Mark N-04813 N.2-5394 
Aplet Mark N-04839 N.2-5421 
Aplet Mark N-04892 N.2-5477 
Aplet Rick N-00469 N.2-1018 
Aplet Rick N-00656 N.2-1205 
Aplet Rick N-00801 N.2-1350 
Aplet Rick N-00881 N.2-1430 
Aplet Rick N-01210 N.2-1759 
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Aplet Rick N-01413 N.2-1962 
Aplet Rick N-01414 N.2-1963 
Aplet Rick N-01536 N.2-2085 
Aplet Rick N-01568 N.2-2117 
Aplet Rick N-01638 N.2-2187 
Aplet Rick N-01676 N.2-2225 
Aplet Rick N-01693 N.2-2242 
Aplet Rick N-01760 N.2-2309 
Aplet Rick N-01797 N.2-2346 
Aplet Rick N-01835 N.2-2384 
Aplet Rick N-04214 N.2-4773 
Aplet Rick N-04280 N.2-4843 
Aplet Rick N-04396 N.2-4965 
Aplet Rick N-04432 N.2-5002 
Aplet Rick N-04458 N.2-5028 
Aplet Rick N-04596 N.2-5171 
Aplet Rick N-04627 N.2-5203 
Aplet Rick N-04679 N.2-5256 
Aplet Rick N-04743 N.2-5322 
Aplet Rick N-04760 N.2-5340 
Aplet Rick N-04855 N.2-5438 
Appezzato Michael N-16879 N.2-17596 
April Franklin N-05136 N.2-5726 
Arbogast Mike N-18762 N.2-19719 
Arciniega Paul N-02894 N.2-3446 
Ardito Richard 1373 N.2-20795 
Ardrey Jody N-18364 N.2-19098 
Arellano Jose Luis N-05460 N.2-6057 
Arlin Paul 2376 N.2-21776 
Armour Donna 1914 N.2-21234 
Armstrong Austin N-04128 N.2-4681 
Armstrong Geoff 243 N.2-20042 
Armstrong Mike N-01028 N.2-1577 
Armstrong Roger "Craig" W-VV-046 N.2-232 
Armstrong Sean 2307 N.2-21630 
Arnold Cam 1813 N.2-21134 
Arnold John N-05645 N.2-6246 
Arnold Rodney N-16468 N.2-17185 
Arnold Roger N-05961 N.2-6563 
Arnoult Francis 2132 N.2-21428 
Arrington Travis N-13901 N.2-14610 
Arsenault Adam N-12725 N.2-13402 
Arter Alan N-02314 N.2-2865 
Arter Alan N-02430 N.2-2981 
Arter Alan N-02431 N.2-2982 
Arter Alan N-02532 N.2-3083 
Arter Don N-01885 N.2-2434 
Arter Don N-01997 N.2-2548 
Arter Don N-02082 N.2-2633 
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Arter Don N-02123 N.2-2674 
Arter Don N-02231 N.2-2782 
Arter Don N-02287 N.2-2838 
Arter Don N-02313 N.2-2864 
Arter Don N-02426 N.2-2977 
Arter Don N-02429 N.2-2980 
Arter Don N-02457 N.2-3008 
Arter Don N-02530 N.2-3081 
Arter Don N-02580 N.2-3131 
Arter Don N-02635 N.2-3187 
Arter Don N-02657 N.2-3209 
Arter Don N-02680 N.2-3232 
Arter Don N-02704 N.2-3256 
Arter Don N-02724 N.2-3276 
Arter Don N-11551 N.2-12219 
Arter Don N-11576 N.2-12244 
Arter Don N-11612 N.2-12280 
Arter Don N-11687 N.2-12355 
Arter Don N-11798 N.2-12466 
Arter Don N-11839 N.2-12507 
Arter Don N-11970 N.2-12638 
Arter Don N-11988 N.2-12656 
Arter Tyler N-14263 N.2-14974 
Artzberger James N-09190 N.2-9830 
Artzberger James N-09328 N.2-9968 
Ashby Drew 2348 N.2-21737 
Ashcraft Adam N-07247 N.2-7877 
Ashdjian Raffi N-06727 N.2-7353 
Ashdjian Raffi N-07040 N.2-7670 
Ashdjian Raffi N-07144 N.2-7774 
Ashdjian Raffi N-07543 N.2-8173 
Ashley Dallas N-06368 N.2-6975 
Ashley Dallas N-06369 N.2-6976 
Ashley Dallas N-06372 N.2-6979 
Ashley Dallas N-15852 N.2-16569 
Ashley Dallas N-15871 N.2-16588 
Ashley Dallas N-15874 N.2-16591 
Ashley Dallas N-15897 N.2-16614 
Ashley Dallas N-15956 N.2-16673 
Ashley Dallas N-15973 N.2-16690 
Ashley Dallas N-15996 N.2-16713 
Ashley Dallas N-16046 N.2-16763 
Ashley Dallas N-16069 N.2-16786 
Ashley Dallas N-16090 N.2-16807 
Ashley Dallas N-16121 N.2-16838 
Ashley Dallas N-16154 N.2-16871 
Ashley Dallas N-16191 N.2-16908 
Ashley Dallas N-16192 N.2-16909 
Ashley Dallas N-16217 N.2-16934 
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Ashley Dallas N-16252 N.2-16969 
Ashley Dallas N-16275 N.2-16992 
Ashley Dallas N-16292 N.2-17009 
Ashley Dallas N-16324 N.2-17041 
Ashley Dallas N-16381 N.2-17098 
Ashley Dallas N-16415 N.2-17132 
Ashley Dallas N-16432 N.2-17149 
Ashley Dallas N-16458 N.2-17175 
Ashley Dallas N-16486 N.2-17203 
Ashley Dallas N-16507 N.2-17224 
Ashley Ross N-02793 N.2-3345 
Ashley Ross N-02897 N.2-3449 
Ashley Todd 928 N.2-20461 
Ashman Dave N-03361 N.2-3913 
Ashton Christopher N-17205 N.2-17923 
Askew Stephen 345 N.2-20108 
Astala Austin N-10888 N.2-11555 
Astala Austin N-10941 N.2-11608 
Astala Austin N-10956 N.2-11623 
Astala Austin N-10978 N.2-11645 
Astala Austin N-10994 N.2-11661 
Astala Austin N-11016 N.2-11684 
Astala Austin N-11060 N.2-11728 
Astala Austin N-11080 N.2-11748 
Astala Austin N-11109 N.2-11777 
Astala Austin N-11130 N.2-11798 
Astala Austin N-11154 N.2-11822 
Astala Austin N-11194 N.2-11862 
Astala Austin N-11230 N.2-11898 
Astala Austin N-11256 N.2-11924 
Astala Austin N-11268 N.2-11936 
Astala Austin N-11291 N.2-11959 
Astala Austin N-11342 N.2-12010 
Astala Austin N-11391 N.2-12059 
Astala Austin N-11410 N.2-12078 
Astala Austin N-11411 N.2-12079 
Astala Austin N-15211 N.2-15925 
Astala Austin N-15250 N.2-15964 
Astala Austin N-15269 N.2-15983 
Astala Austin N-15357 N.2-16071 
Astala Austin N-15476 N.2-16192 
Astala Austin N-15559 N.2-16275 
Astala Austin N-15653 N.2-16369 
Astala Austin N-15680 N.2-16396 
Aston Gregory 2199 N.2-21504 
Astorga Mark N-10450 N.2-11094 
Astorga Mark N-10473 N.2-11119 
Astorga Mark N-10554 N.2-11210 
Astorga Mark N-10638 N.2-11297 
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Astorga Mark N-12609 N.2-13282 
Atchison Scott 1037 N.2-20540 
Ater Alan N-01887 N.2-2436 
Ater Alan N-01915 N.2-2464 
Ater Alan N-02004 N.2-2555 
Ater Alan N-02048 N.2-2599 
Ater Alan N-02084 N.2-2635 
Ater Alan N-02100 N.2-2651 
Ater Alan N-02126 N.2-2677 
Ater Alan N-02159 N.2-2710 
Ater Alan N-02207 N.2-2758 
Ater Alan N-02233 N.2-2784 
Ater Alan N-02269 N.2-2820 
Ater Alan N-02291 N.2-2842 
Ater Alan N-02354 N.2-2905 
Ater Alan N-02389 N.2-2940 
Ater Alan N-02461 N.2-3012 
Ater Alan N-02501 N.2-3052 
Ater Alan N-02561 N.2-3112 
Ater Alan N-02582 N.2-3133 
Ater Alan N-02608 N.2-3159 
Ater Alan N-02637 N.2-3189 
Ater Alan N-02662 N.2-3214 
Ater Alan N-02681 N.2-3233 
Ater Alan N-02705 N.2-3257 
Ater Alan N-02725 N.2-3277 
Athon Donald 264 N.2-20056 
Athorp Jesse 116 N.2-19963 
Atkinson Martha N-00130 N.2-577 
Atkinson T. N-00129 N.2-576 
Atteberry Irene W-VV-158 N.2-344 
Attiq Louis O-VV-001 N.2-421 
Audas Joseph N-09928 N.2-10568 
Augino Daniel 2190 N.2-21487 
Aungst Lyndsey O-ON-023 N.2-406 
Austin Aaron N-18225 N.2-18959 
Austing Christopher N-08199 N.2-8829 
Auth William 2210 N.2-21512 
Autrey Daniel N-06510 N.2-7128 
Avels Jamie 2293 N.2-21609 
Avels Jamie N-18830 N.2-19790 
Avels Martie N-18815 N.2-19775 
Avels Meghan N-18816 N.2-19776 
Ayala Lorena N-05637 N.2-6238 
Babcock Jeff 236 N.2-20037 
Baber Chris N-00611 N.2-1160 
Baber Chris N-01086 N.2-1635 
Babich Mike N-06527 N.2-7145 
Baca Jeremy N-07800 N.2-8430 
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Baca Jeremy N-07992 N.2-8622 
Bachman Bill N-00527 N.2-1076 
Bachman Bill N-00769 N.2-1318 
Bachman Bill N-01268 N.2-1817 
Bachman Bill N-02193 N.2-2744 
Bachman Bill N-02256 N.2-2807 
Bachman Bill N-02257 N.2-2808 
Bachman Bill  N-01983 N.2-2534 
Bachman William 87 N.2-19942 
Bachmeier Josh N-07063 N.2-7693 
Bachmeier Josh N-07161 N.2-7791 
Bachmeier Josh N-07251 N.2-7881 
Bachmeier Josh N-07278 N.2-7908 
Bachmeier Josh N-07530 N.2-8160 
Bacon Jamie 1294 N.2-20746 
Bacon Jamie N-00797 N.2-1346 
Bacon Jamie N-00954 N.2-1503 
Bacon Jamie N-01857 N.2-2406 
Bagwell Bryan N-02511 N.2-3062 
Bagwell Bryan N-02794 N.2-3346 
Bagwell Bryan N-17085 N.2-17802 
Bailey Carl W. N-18771 N.2-19728 
Bailey Danny W-ON-054 N.2-94 
Bailey Rick N-01893 N.2-2442 
Bailey Rick N-01957 N.2-2508 
Bailey Rick N-02017 N.2-2568 
Bailey Rick N-02133 N.2-2684 
Bailey Rick N-02169 N.2-2720 
Bailey Rick N-02218 N.2-2769 
Bailey Rick N-02398 N.2-2949 
Bailey Rick N-02479 N.2-3030 
Bailey Rick N-02698 N.2-3250 
Bain Derek N-07742 N.2-8372 
Bain Derek N-08072 N.2-8702 
Baker Dana 2268 N.2-21570 
Baker Daniel 1054 N.2-20552 
Baker Daniel N-10038 N.2-10678 
Baker Harry 2329 N.2-21697 
Baker Helen N-16964 N.2-17681 
Baker Konner N-08752 N.2-9388 
Baker Michael 432 N.2-20159 
Baker Michael N-03318 N.2-3870 
Baker Michael N-08741 N.2-9377 
Baker Michael N-08778 N.2-9414 
Baker Michael N-09836 N.2-10476 
Baker Michael N-10026 N.2-10666 
Baker Michael N-10027 N.2-10667 
Baker Michael N-10267 N.2-10907 
Baker Michael N-11678 N.2-12346 
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Baker Michael N-12036 N.2-12704 
Baker Michael N-13240 N.2-13949 
Baker Michael N-13470 N.2-14179 
Baker Ronald W-VV-032 N.2-218 
Baker Shawn 1302 N.2-20752 
Baker Shawn 1323 N.2-20765 
Baker Shawn N-01147 N.2-1696 
Baker Shawn N-01775 N.2-2324 
Baker Shawn N-01945 N.2-2494 
Baker Shawn N-01946 N.2-2495 
Baker Shawn N-01949 N.2-2498 
Baker Shawn N-04114 N.2-4667 
Baker Shawn N-04162 N.2-4718 
Baker Shawn N-04175 N.2-4733 
Baker Shawn N-04176 N.2-4734 
Baker Shawn N-04178 N.2-4736 
Baker Shawn N-04185 N.2-4744 
Baker Shawn N-04186 N.2-4745 
Baker Shawn N-04187 N.2-4746 
Baker Shawn N-04188 N.2-4747 
Baker Shawn N-04191 N.2-4750 
Baker Shawn N-04193 N.2-4752 
Baker Shawn N-04195 N.2-4754 
Baker Shawn N-04196 N.2-4755 
Baker Shawn N-04198 N.2-4757 
Baker Shawn N-05595 N.2-6194 
Baker Shawn N-06189 N.2-6792 
Baker Shawn N-06192 N.2-6795 
Baker Shawn N-06193 N.2-6796 
Baker Shawn N-06199 N.2-6802 
Baker Shawn N-06201 N.2-6804 
Baker Shawn N-06202 N.2-6805 
Baker Shawn N-06203 N.2-6806 
Baker Shawn N-06205 N.2-6808 
Baker Shawn N-06206 N.2-6809 
Baker Shawn N-06249 N.2-6854 
Baker Shawn N-06487 N.2-7101 
Baker Shawn N-06492 N.2-7106 
Baker Shawn N-06516 N.2-7134 
Baker Shawn N-06580 N.2-7200 
Baker Shawn N-06581 N.2-7201 
Baker Shawn N-06597 N.2-7217 
Baker Shawn N-06633 N.2-7254 
Baker Shawn N-07325 N.2-7955 
Baker Shawn N-07398 N.2-8028 
Baker Shawn N-08745 N.2-9381 
Baker Shawn N-09148 N.2-9786 
Baker Shawn N-09149 N.2-9787 
Baker Shawn N-10703 N.2-11365 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-25  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Baker Shawn N-10705 N.2-11367 
Baker Shawn N-10723 N.2-11389 
Baker Shawn N-10724 N.2-11390 
Baker Shawn N-10726 N.2-11392 
Baker Shawn N-10729 N.2-11395 
Baker Shawn N-10730 N.2-11396 
Baker Shawn N-10732 N.2-11398 
Baker Shawn N-10740 N.2-11406 
Baker Shawn N-10756 N.2-11422 
Baker Shawn N-10857 N.2-11524 
Baker Shawn N-13993 N.2-14702 
Baker Shawn N-14016 N.2-14725 
Baker Shawn N-14033 N.2-14742 
Baker Shawn N-14056 N.2-14765 
Baker Shawn N-14078 N.2-14787 
Baker Shawn N-14119 N.2-14829 
Baker Shawn N-14139 N.2-14849 
Baker Shawn N-14159 N.2-14869 
Baker Shawn N-14195 N.2-14905 
Baker Shawn N-14208 N.2-14918 
Baker Shawn N-14240 N.2-14950 
Baker Shawn N-14281 N.2-14992 
Baker Shawn N-14308 N.2-15019 
Baker Shawn N-14309 N.2-15020 
Baker Shawn N-14355 N.2-15067 
Baker Shawn N-14371 N.2-15083 
Baker Shawn N-14417 N.2-15129 
Baker Shawn N-14459 N.2-15171 
Baker Shawn N-14483 N.2-15196 
Baker Shawn N-14509 N.2-15222 
Baker Shawn N-14568 N.2-15281 
Baker Shawn N-14610 N.2-15323 
Baker Shawn N-14634 N.2-15347 
Baker Shawn N-14639 N.2-15352 
Baker Shawn N-14662 N.2-15375 
Baker Shawn N-14690 N.2-15403 
Baker Shawn N-14707 N.2-15420 
Baker Shawn N-14744 N.2-15457 
Baker Shawn N-14751 N.2-15464 
Baker Shawn N-14883 N.2-15597 
Baker Shawn N-15722 N.2-16438 
Baker Shawn N-15752 N.2-16468 
Baker Shawn N-15776 N.2-16492 
Baker Shawn N-15816 N.2-16532 
Baker Susi W-VV-030 N.2-216 
Baker Todd 1073 N.2-20567 
Baker Trevin N-08604 N.2-9240 
Baker Trevin N-08746 N.2-9382 
Baker  Michael N-03033 N.2-3585 
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Baker  Michael N-03060 N.2-3612 
Baker  Michael N-03208 N.2-3760 
Baker jr. Dennis 275 N.2-20061 
Bakker Gary 793 N.2-20383 
Balducci Dominic 637 N.2-20283 
Baldwin Robert 1590 N.2-20942 
Balkey Jeomey N-15012 N.2-15726 
Balkey Jeromey N-14653 N.2-15366 
Balkey Jeromey N-14790 N.2-15503 
Ball Randy N-00614 N.2-1163 
Ball Randy N-13681 N.2-14390 
Ballie Penny N-18722 N.2-19575 
Balser Lindsey N-05656 N.2-6257 
Balser Lindsey N-06357 N.2-6963 
Balser Lindsey N-06724 N.2-7350 
Balser Lindsey N-06833 N.2-7459 
Balser Lindsey N-07101 N.2-7731 
Balser Lindsey N-07138 N.2-7768 
Balser Lindsey N-07289 N.2-7919 
Balthaser Sheena N-09366 N.2-10006 
Bandy Mark N-02983 N.2-3535 
Bandy Ron N-08844 N.2-9480 
Bandy Ron N-08845 N.2-9481 
Bank Thomas N-02251 N.2-2802 
Bank Thomas N-02343 N.2-2894 
Bank Thomas N-02590 N.2-3141 
Bank Thomas N-02731 N.2-3283 
Bank Thomas N-06185 N.2-6788 
Bank Thomas N-06252 N.2-6857 
Bank Thomas N-06260 N.2-6865 
Bank Thomas N-06286 N.2-6891 
Bank Thomas N-06485 N.2-7099 
Bank Thomas N-10391 N.2-11033 
Bank Thomas N-12101 N.2-12769 
Bank Thomas N-12207 N.2-12875 
Bank Thomas N-12233 N.2-12901 
Bank Thomas N-12246 N.2-12914 
Bank Thomas N-12263 N.2-12931 
Bank Thomas N-12285 N.2-12953 
Bank Thomas N-12300 N.2-12968 
Bank Thomas N-12730 N.2-13407 
Bank Thomas N-12731 N.2-13408 
Bank Thomas N-12759 N.2-13442 
Bank Thomas N-12760 N.2-13443 
Bank Thomas N-13121 N.2-13826 
Bank Thomas N-13971 N.2-14680 
Bank Thomas N-14116 N.2-14826 
Bank Thomas N-14166 N.2-14876 
Bank Thomas N-14219 N.2-14929 
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Bank Thomas N-14235 N.2-14945 
Bank Thomas N-14295 N.2-15006 
Bank Thomas N-14475 N.2-15188 
Bank Thomas N-14529 N.2-15242 
Bank Thomas N-14545 N.2-15258 
Bank Thomas N-15802 N.2-16518 
Barbarino Vincent 1183 N.2-20649 
Barbarino Vincent 1186 N.2-20651 
Barbarino Vincent 1340 N.2-20776 
Barbarino Vincent 2072 N.2-21379 
Barbarino Vincent 2375 N.2-21775 
Barbarino Vincent N-00431 N.2-978 
Barbarino Vincent N-06288 N.2-6893 
Barbarino Vincent W-VV-003 N.2-189 
Barbarino Vincent W-VV-107 N.2-293 
Barcena Christopher N-09459 N.2-10099 
Barcena Christopher N-09785 N.2-10425 
Barcena Christopher N-09843 N.2-10483 
Barcena Christopher N-09862 N.2-10502 
Barcena Christopher N-09877 N.2-10517 
Barcena Christopher N-09903 N.2-10543 
Barcena Christopher N-09915 N.2-10555 
Barcena Christopher N-10012 N.2-10652 
Barcena Christopher N-10084 N.2-10724 
Barcena Christopher N-10136 N.2-10776 
Barcena Christopher N-10194 N.2-10834 
Barcena Christopher N-10204 N.2-10844 
Barcena Christopher N-10217 N.2-10857 
Barcena Christopher N-14199 N.2-14909 
Barcena Christopher N-17180 N.2-17897 
Barcena Christopher N-17259 N.2-17977 
Barcena Christopher N-17282 N.2-18000 
Barcena Christopher N-17418 N.2-18140 
Barcena Christopher N-17457 N.2-18181 
Barcena Christopher N-17629 N.2-18355 
Barcena Christopher N-17630 N.2-18356 
Barcena Christopher N-17736 N.2-18465 
Barcena Christopher N-17759 N.2-18488 
Barcena Christopher N-17796 N.2-18525 
Barcena Christopher N-17868 N.2-18597 
Barcena Christopher N-17932 N.2-18663 
Barcena Christopher N-17959 N.2-18692 
Barcena Christopher N-18616 N.2-19351 
Barcena Christopher N-18637 N.2-19372 
Bard J. N-18545 N.2-19279 
Barden Kaelen N-02882 N.2-3434 
Barden Kaelen N-02965 N.2-3517 
Barela Dolores W-VV-175 N.2-361 
Barfknecht Scott N-06271 N.2-6876 
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Barfknecht Scott N-16589 N.2-17306 
Barfknecht Scott N-16622 N.2-17339 
Barfknecht Scott N-16695 N.2-17412 
Barfknecht Scott N-16726 N.2-17443 
Barfknecht Scott N-16851 N.2-17568 
Barfknecht Scott N-17117 N.2-17834 
Bargman Jeanne 2318 N.2-21660 
Bargman Mark N-06832 N.2-7458 
Barham Mike 456 N.2-20174 
Barker Bryce 249 N.2-20046 
Barker Don 294 N.2-20074 
Barker Ethan N-09993 N.2-10633 
Barker Jeff N-00185 N.2-633 
Barker Max N-03620 N.2-4172 
Barker Max N-03667 N.2-4219 
Barker Max N-03704 N.2-4256 
Barker Max N-03855 N.2-4407 
Barker Max N-03941 N.2-4493 
Barker Max N-04121 N.2-4674 
Barker Max N-14597 N.2-15310 
Barker Max N-14611 N.2-15324 
Barker Max N-14661 N.2-15374 
Barker Max N-14793 N.2-15506 
Barker Max N-14827 N.2-15540 
Barker Max N-14907 N.2-15621 
Barker Max N-14930 N.2-15644 
Barkley Christopher N-06418 N.2-7028 
Barkley Christopher N-09233 N.2-9873 
Barkley Christopher N-09544 N.2-10184 
Barlow Pam N-06001 N.2-6604 
Barmore Robert 1975 N.2-21287 
Barnard Bill N-06844 N.2-7470 
Barnard Bill N-06845 N.2-7471 
Barnes Bruce 297 N.2-20076 
Barnes Eric N-16903 N.2-17620 
Barnes Mark 2373 N.2-21774 
Barnes Richard N-07143 N.2-7773 
Barnes Richard N-07230 N.2-7860 
Barnes Richard N-14772 N.2-15485 
Barnett Bill 563 N.2-20240 
Barnett Daniel 1358 N.2-20786 
Barnett Matt N-13380 N.2-14089 
Barnett Matt N-13555 N.2-14264 
Barnett Matt N-13733 N.2-14442 
Barnett Matt N-13826 N.2-14535 
Barnett Matt N-18002 N.2-18736 
Barnett Matt N-18044 N.2-18778 
Barnett Matt N-18090 N.2-18824 
Barnett Matt N-18098 N.2-18832 
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Barnett Matt N-18170 N.2-18904 
Barnett Matt N-18222 N.2-18956 
Barnett Matt N-18292 N.2-19026 
Barnett Matt N-18327 N.2-19061 
Barnett Matt N-18373 N.2-19107 
Barnett Matt N-18456 N.2-19190 
Barnett Matt N-18479 N.2-19213 
Barnett Matt N-18547 N.2-19281 
Barnett Matt N-18585 N.2-19319 
Barr Erin 629 N.2-20279 
Barrens Ben N-06677 N.2-7300 
Barrens Ben N-06678 N.2-7301 
Barrens Ben N-06679 N.2-7302 
Barrens Ben N-06680 N.2-7303 
Barrens Ben N-06688 N.2-7311 
Barrens Ben N-08218 N.2-8848 
Barrens Ben N-15865 N.2-16582 
Barrens Ben N-15886 N.2-16603 
Barrens Ben N-15910 N.2-16627 
Barrens Ben N-15927 N.2-16644 
Barrens Ben N-15951 N.2-16668 
Barrens Ben N-15969 N.2-16686 
Barrens Ben N-16006 N.2-16723 
Barrens Ben N-16037 N.2-16754 
Barrens Ben N-16061 N.2-16778 
Barrens Ben N-16087 N.2-16804 
Barrens Ben N-16111 N.2-16828 
Barrens Ben N-16150 N.2-16867 
Barrens Ben N-16179 N.2-16896 
Barrens Ben N-16180 N.2-16897 
Barrens Ben N-16216 N.2-16933 
Barrens Ben N-16244 N.2-16961 
Barrens Ben N-16268 N.2-16985 
Barrens Ben N-16313 N.2-17030 
Barrens Ben N-16347 N.2-17064 
Barrens Ben N-16375 N.2-17092 
Barrens Ben N-16402 N.2-17119 
Barrens Ben N-16449 N.2-17166 
Barrens Ben N-16501 N.2-17218 
Barron Andrew N-02962 N.2-3514 
Barron Andrew N-03386 N.2-3938 
Barry Kelly N-06578 N.2-7198 
Barstow Tim 2258 N.2-21563 
Barthel Jay N-02933 N.2-3485 
Bartlett Harrison 412 N.2-20148 
Bartlett Harrison N-06588 N.2-7208 
Bartlett Harrison N-08615 N.2-9251 
Bartlett Harrison N-08960 N.2-9597 
Bartlett Harrison N-08989 N.2-9626 
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Bartley Chad N-11893 N.2-12561 
Bartley Chad N-12021 N.2-12689 
Bates Brian N-00388 N.2-903 
Bates Jerry 2163 N.2-21458 
Batterton Chris N-00035 N.2-472 
Battles Gary N-18220 N.2-18954 
Battles Gary N-18254 N.2-18988 
Battles Gary N-18326 N.2-19060 
Battles Gary N-18370 N.2-19104 
Battles Gary N-18390 N.2-19124 
Battles Gary N-18431 N.2-19165 
Battles Gary N-18540 N.2-19274 
Battles Gary N-18582 N.2-19316 
Bauer Chris N-17280 N.2-17998 
Bauerlein Vincent 1960 N.2-21273 
Baum Craig 436 N.2-20162 
Baum Craig N-00433 N.2-982 
Baum Craig N-00475 N.2-1024 
Baum Craig N-00517 N.2-1066 
Baum Craig N-00573 N.2-1122 
Baum Craig N-00661 N.2-1210 
Baum Craig N-00755 N.2-1304 
Baum Craig N-00807 N.2-1356 
Baum Craig N-00903 N.2-1452 
Baum Craig N-00991 N.2-1540 
Baum Craig N-01006 N.2-1555 
Baum Craig N-01093 N.2-1642 
Baum Craig N-01145 N.2-1694 
Baum Craig N-01196 N.2-1745 
Baum Craig N-01290 N.2-1839 
Baum Craig N-01295 N.2-1844 
Baum Craig N-01347 N.2-1896 
Baum Craig N-01349 N.2-1898 
Baum Craig N-01421 N.2-1970 
Baum Craig N-01463 N.2-2012 
Baum Craig N-01551 N.2-2100 
Baum Craig N-01590 N.2-2139 
Baum Craig N-01643 N.2-2192 
Baum Craig N-01681 N.2-2230 
Baum Craig N-01737 N.2-2286 
Baum Craig N-01750 N.2-2299 
Baum Craig N-01785 N.2-2334 
Baumgart Robin 1856 N.2-21179 
Bautista Mike 665 N.2-20302 
Bayr Frank 1709 N.2-21049 
Beall Keith N-09166 N.2-9806 
Beall Keith N-09372 N.2-10012 
Beall Keith N-09409 N.2-10049 
Beall Keith N-09432 N.2-10072 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-31  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Beall Keith N-09559 N.2-10199 
Beall Keith N-09600 N.2-10240 
Beall Keith N-09716 N.2-10356 
Beam Ivy N-10467 N.2-11112 
Beam Jason N-13202 N.2-13910 
Beam Jessica N-12533 N.2-13202 
Bean Ryan N-09296 N.2-9936 
Bean Ryan N-09402 N.2-10042 
Bean Ryan N-09681 N.2-10321 
Bean Ryan N-09682 N.2-10322 
Bear John 1014 N.2-20524 
Beasley Geoffrey N-06327 N.2-6933 
Beasley Geoffrey N-06654 N.2-7275 
Beasley Geoffrey N-07288 N.2-7918 
Beasley Geoffrey N-07340 N.2-7970 
Beasley Geoffrey N-07717 N.2-8347 
Beasley Geoffrey N-07751 N.2-8381 
Beasley Geoffrey N-07848 N.2-8478 
Beasley Geoffrey N-08083 N.2-8713 
Beasley Geoffrey N-10485 N.2-11131 
Beasley Geoffrey N-11603 N.2-12271 
Beasley Geoffrey N-12014 N.2-12682 
Beasley Geoffrey N-12739 N.2-13417 
Beasley Geoffrey N-12764 N.2-13447 
Beasley Geoffrey N-12772 N.2-13457 
Beason Kyle N-04698 N.2-5276 
Beattie Camren N-13069 N.2-13774 
Beatty John N-00559 N.2-1108 
Beatty John N-00952 N.2-1501 
Beatty John N-01280 N.2-1829 
Beatty John N-01402 N.2-1951 
Beatty John N-01743 N.2-2292 
Beatty John N-01763 N.2-2312 
Beauchamp Phil N-18219 N.2-18953 
Beauchamp Phil N-18325 N.2-19059 
Beauchamp Phil N-18372 N.2-19106 
Bechard Holli 2022 N.2-21336 
Becher Janelle 1326 N.2-20768 
Becher Janelle N-06716 N.2-7342 
Becher Janelle N-06751 N.2-7377 
Becher Janelle N-06773 N.2-7399 
Becher Janelle N-06827 N.2-7453 
Becher Janelle N-06872 N.2-7498 
Becher Janelle N-06897 N.2-7523 
Becher Janelle N-06898 N.2-7524 
Becher Janelle N-06932 N.2-7558 
Becher Janelle N-06966 N.2-7594 
Becher Janelle N-07011 N.2-7641 
Becher Janelle N-07070 N.2-7700 
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Becher Janelle N-07095 N.2-7725 
Becher Janelle N-07128 N.2-7758 
Becher Janelle N-07170 N.2-7800 
Becher Janelle N-07210 N.2-7840 
Becher Janelle N-07281 N.2-7911 
Becher Janelle N-07319 N.2-7949 
Becher Janelle N-07369 N.2-7999 
Becher Janelle N-07402 N.2-8032 
Becher Janelle N-07403 N.2-8033 
Becher Janelle N-07435 N.2-8065 
Becher Janelle N-07452 N.2-8082 
Becher Janelle N-07487 N.2-8117 
Becher Janelle N-07514 N.2-8144 
Becher Janelle N-07531 N.2-8161 
Becher Janelle N-13709 N.2-14418 
Becher Janelle N-13735 N.2-14444 
Becher Janelle N-13814 N.2-14523 
Becher Janelle N-13846 N.2-14555 
Becher Janelle N-13938 N.2-14647 
Becher Janelle N-17251 N.2-17969 
Becher Sarah N-03477 N.2-4029 
Becher Sarah N-03837 N.2-4389 
Becher Sarah N-04022 N.2-4574 
Beck Austin N-09943 N.2-10583 
Beck Travis N-07716 N.2-8346 
Beck Travis N-07964 N.2-8594 
Becker John 1290 N.2-20744 
Becker Mike N-05057 N.2-5644 
Becker William 1629 N.2-20979 
Beckley Clede N-00036 N.2-473 
Beckman Richard 1753 N.2-21081 
Bedics Gwen N-00110 N.2-557 
Bedics Scott N-00117 N.2-564 
Bednar Dan 565 N.2-20241 
Bednar Dan 567 N.2-20242 
Bednar Dan 568 N.2-20243 
Bednar Dan 573 N.2-20247 
Bedoy Debra N-00149 N.2-597 
Bedwell Diana W-VV-127 N.2-313 
Bedwell Michael W-VV-115 N.2-301 
Bedwell Michael W-VV-138 N.2-324 
Beedon Roger N-11689 N.2-12357 
Beer David 589 N.2-20256 
Beggs Julie 774 N.2-20369 
Beggs Robert N-00340 N.2-855 
Begin John 1925 N.2-21243 
Begley Mark N-09910 N.2-10550 
Behrens Whitaker N-01890 N.2-2439 
Behrens Whitaker N-02085 N.2-2636 
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Behrens Whitaker N-02103 N.2-2654 
Behrens Whitaker N-02128 N.2-2679 
Behrens Whitaker N-02163 N.2-2714 
Behrens Whitaker N-02293 N.2-2844 
Behrens Whitaker N-02361 N.2-2912 
Behrens Whitaker N-02433 N.2-2984 
Behrens Whitaker N-02508 N.2-3059 
Behrens Whitaker N-02639 N.2-3191 
Behrens Whitaker N-02729 N.2-3281 
Behrens Whitaker N-11508 N.2-12176 
Behrens Whitaker N-11532 N.2-12200 
Behrens Whitaker N-11558 N.2-12226 
Behrens Whitaker N-11617 N.2-12285 
Behrens Whitaker N-11651 N.2-12319 
Behrens Whitaker N-11668 N.2-12336 
Behrens Whitaker N-11741 N.2-12409 
Behrens Whitaker N-11755 N.2-12423 
Behrens Whitaker N-11772 N.2-12440 
Behrens Whitaker N-11805 N.2-12473 
Behrens Whitaker N-11823 N.2-12491 
Behrens Whitaker N-11903 N.2-12571 
Behrens Whitaker N-11980 N.2-12648 
Behrens Whitaker N-12039 N.2-12707 
Behrens Whitaker N-12080 N.2-12748 
Behrens Whitaker  N-01918 N.2-2467 
Behrens Whitaker  N-02053 N.2-2604 
Belisle Ted N-18806 N.2-19766 
Belk Curtis 1731 N.2-21067 
Belk Curtis 1998 N.2-21310 
Bell Chuck N-18737 N.2-19668 
Bell Greg 962 N.2-20485 
Bell James 2079 N.2-21387 
Bell Jason N-04696 N.2-5274 
Bellew Michael N-18203 N.2-18937 
Bellew Michael N-18346 N.2-19080 
Bellew-Siens Katherine N-15071 N.2-15785 
Bellotti Anthony N-03368 N.2-3920 
Belobraydic Jimmy N-16388 N.2-17105 
Bender Daryl 1559 N.2-20914 
Bender David N-15386 N.2-16101 
Benecke Stephen N-07680 N.2-8310 
Benecke Stephen N-07961 N.2-8591 
Benjamin Jeff 1367 N.2-20791 
Bennett Bryan N-09374 N.2-10014 
Bennett Jennifer 747 N.2-20353 
Benson Randall 808 N.2-20393 
Benton Dawn N-18831 N.2-19791 
Benton Jim N-03557 N.2-4109 
Benton Jim N-03977 N.2-4529 
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Benz Jennifer 1342 N.2-20778 
Benz Jennifer N-03155 N.2-3707 
Benz Jennifer N-03281 N.2-3833 
Benz John N-07622 N.2-8252 
Benz John N-07682 N.2-8312 
Benz John N-07827 N.2-8457 
Benz John N-08523 N.2-9159 
Benz John N-08758 N.2-9394 
Benz John N-09018 N.2-9655 
Benz John N-09113 N.2-9751 
Benz John N-10085 N.2-10725 
Benz John N-10135 N.2-10775 
Benz John N-13271 N.2-13980 
Benz John W-VV-034 N.2-220 
Berg John 255 N.2-20050 
Berg Nancy 76 N.2-19934 
Berg Philip 1945 N.2-21261 
Berg Steve N-07598 N.2-8228 
Berg Steve N-07766 N.2-8396 
Berg Steve N-07873 N.2-8503 
Berg Steve N-07940 N.2-8570 
Berg Steve N-07983 N.2-8613 
Berg Steve N-08414 N.2-9050 
Berg Steve N-08539 N.2-9175 
Berg Steve N-08717 N.2-9353 
Berg Steve N-08941 N.2-9578 
Berg Steve N-08999 N.2-9636 
Berg Steve N-09073 N.2-9711 
Berg Steve  N-13233 N.2-13942 
Bergacs John N-01988 N.2-2539 
Bergacs John N-02465 N.2-3016 
Berge Casey N-15085 N.2-15799 
Berge Jason N-07018 N.2-7648 
Berge Jason N-07336 N.2-7966 
Berger Bradford 1803 N.2-21124 
bergman thomas 168 N.2-19997 
Bergman Thomas 1001 N.2-20513 
Bergman Thomas W-ON-100 N.2-141 
Berlinger Ashley N-18812 N.2-19772 
Bernadas Joshua N-08339 N.2-8969 
Bernadas Joshua N-08340 N.2-8970 
Bernadas Joshua N-17288 N.2-18006 
Bernal Steve 1445 N.2-20833 
Bernocco Eric 1434 N.2-20828 
Bernocco Eric 1435 N.2-20828 
Bernocco Eric 2130 N.2-21427 
Bernstein Ken N-05350 N.2-5947 
Bernstein Ken N-17186 N.2-17903 
Bernstein Ken N-17560 N.2-18285 
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Berro Chris N-10016 N.2-10656 
Berry Ricky N-09739 N.2-10379 
Bertolucci Mark N-09236 N.2-9876 
Best Daniel W-VV-035 N.2-221 
Best Kevin 1650 N.2-21000 
Best Loyal W-VV-043 N.2-229 
Beukelman Roger N-00273 N.2-735 
Bevill Jacob N-01878 N.2-2427 
Bevill Jacob N-01907 N.2-2456 
Bevill Jacob N-01979 N.2-2530 
Bevill Jacob N-02033 N.2-2584 
Bevill Jacob N-02068 N.2-2619 
Bevill Jacob N-02095 N.2-2646 
Bevill Jacob N-02116 N.2-2667 
Bevill Jacob N-02145 N.2-2696 
Bevill Jacob N-02188 N.2-2739 
Bevill Jacob N-02227 N.2-2778 
Bevill Jacob N-02253 N.2-2804 
Bevill Jacob N-02275 N.2-2826 
Bevill Jacob N-02296 N.2-2847 
Bevill Jacob N-02338 N.2-2889 
Bevill Jacob N-02382 N.2-2933 
Bevill Jacob N-02418 N.2-2969 
Bevill Jacob N-02419 N.2-2970 
Bevill Jacob N-02439 N.2-2990 
Bevill Jacob N-02487 N.2-3038 
Bevill Jacob N-02515 N.2-3066 
Bevill Jacob N-02537 N.2-3088 
Bevill Jacob N-02565 N.2-3116 
Bevill Jacob N-02588 N.2-3139 
Bevill Jacob N-02618 N.2-3170 
Bevill Jacob N-02642 N.2-3194 
Bevill Jacob N-02665 N.2-3217 
Bevill Jacob N-02687 N.2-3239 
Bevill Jacob N-02708 N.2-3260 
Bevill Lyn N-10863 N.2-11530 
Bevill Lyn N-10904 N.2-11571 
Bevill Lyn N-10912 N.2-11579 
Bevill Lyn N-10952 N.2-11619 
Bevill Lyn N-10971 N.2-11638 
Bevill Lyn N-10989 N.2-11656 
Bevill Lyn N-11008 N.2-11676 
Bevill Lyn N-11033 N.2-11701 
Bevill Lyn N-11035 N.2-11703 
Bevill Lyn N-11059 N.2-11727 
Bevill Lyn N-11101 N.2-11769 
Bevill Lyn N-11121 N.2-11789 
Bevill Lyn N-11128 N.2-11796 
Bevill Lyn N-11165 N.2-11833 
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Bevill Lyn N-11173 N.2-11841 
Bevill Lyn N-11213 N.2-11881 
Bevill Lyn N-11246 N.2-11914 
Bevill Lyn N-11263 N.2-11931 
Bevill Lyn N-11269 N.2-11937 
Bevill Lyn N-11293 N.2-11961 
Bevill Lyn N-11322 N.2-11990 
Bevill Lyn N-11343 N.2-12011 
Bevill Lyn N-11386 N.2-12054 
Bevill Lyn N-11398 N.2-12066 
Bevill Lyn N-11433 N.2-12101 
Bevill Lyn N-11434 N.2-12102 
Bevill Lyn N-11446 N.2-12114 
Bevill Lyn N-11495 N.2-12163 
Beyle Dennis 1231 N.2-20690 
Bianchi Joe W-ON-061 N.2-101 
Bickett Jeremy N-09808 N.2-10448 
Bickett Jeremy N-09856 N.2-10496 
Bickett Jeremy N-09937 N.2-10577 
Bickett Jeremy N-10042 N.2-10682 
Bickett Jeremy N-10106 N.2-10746 
Bickett Jeremy N-10265 N.2-10905 
Bieker Marilyn N-18774 N.2-19731 
Bierman Von N-06575 N.2-7194 
Bierman Von N-08572 N.2-9208 
Bierman Von N-08668 N.2-9304 
Bierman Von N-08806 N.2-9442 
Bierman Von N-09098 N.2-9736 
Bievenue Matt N-04217 N.2-4776 
Bievenue Matt N-04238 N.2-4799 
Bievenue Matt N-04265 N.2-4827 
Bievenue Matt N-04283 N.2-4846 
Bievenue Matt N-04304 N.2-4867 
Bievenue Matt N-04324 N.2-4888 
Bievenue Matt N-04345 N.2-4911 
Bievenue Matt N-04355 N.2-4922 
Bievenue Matt N-04386 N.2-4954 
Bievenue Matt N-04393 N.2-4962 
Bievenue Matt N-04428 N.2-4998 
Bievenue Matt N-04455 N.2-5025 
Bievenue Matt N-04473 N.2-5043 
Bievenue Matt N-04474 N.2-5044 
Bievenue Matt N-04516 N.2-5088 
Bievenue Matt N-04549 N.2-5122 
Bievenue Matt N-04577 N.2-5151 
Bievenue Matt N-04593 N.2-5168 
Bievenue Matt N-04621 N.2-5197 
Bievenue Matt N-04653 N.2-5229 
Bievenue Matt N-04674 N.2-5251 
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Bievenue Matt N-04700 N.2-5278 
Bievenue Matt N-04740 N.2-5319 
Bievenue Matt N-04758 N.2-5338 
Bievenue Matt N-04781 N.2-5362 
Bievenue Matt N-04819 N.2-5400 
Bievenue Matt N-04843 N.2-5425 
Bievenue Matt N-04852 N.2-5435 
Bigelow Doug N-02766 N.2-3318 
Bigelow Doug N-03130 N.2-3682 
Bigelow Doug N-14442 N.2-15154 
Bigelow Douglas 225 N.2-20030 
bigney Shawn 158 N.2-19991 
Bigney Shawn 1379 N.2-20797 
Bigwood Michele 1581 N.2-20935 
Bilderback William N-03317 N.2-3869 
Bill McKenna N-09168 N.2-9808 
Billups Mike N-00462 N.2-1011 
Billups Mike N-00502 N.2-1051 
Billups Mike N-00638 N.2-1187 
Billups Mike N-00699 N.2-1248 
Billups Mike N-00790 N.2-1339 
Billups Mike N-00843 N.2-1392 
Billups Mike N-01052 N.2-1601 
Billups Mike N-01129 N.2-1678 
Billups Mike N-01629 N.2-2178 
Billups Mike N-01713 N.2-2262 
Billups Mike N-01819 N.2-2368 
Binning Rob N-12010 N.2-12678 
Bishop Robb 708 N.2-20329 
Bishop Steven 1439 N.2-20830 
Bissonnette Zach N-06295 N.2-6901 
Bitterli Paul 588 N.2-20255 
Bivens Bonnie N-00015 N.2-453 
Bivens Steve N-00014 N.2-452 
Bjorkli-Eriksen Andreas N-06309 N.2-6915 
Black Jeff N-00358 N.2-873 
Blackburn Gerber N-08043 N.2-8673 
Blackburn James N-03548 N.2-4100 
Blackburn James N-04085 N.2-4637 
Blackburn James N-06742 N.2-7368 
Blackburn James N-06818 N.2-7444 
Blackburn James N-07064 N.2-7694 
Blackburn James N-07077 N.2-7707 
Blackburn James N-07118 N.2-7748 
Blackburn James N-07159 N.2-7789 
Blackburn James N-07343 N.2-7973 
Blackburn James N-07366 N.2-7996 
Blackburn James N-07382 N.2-8012 
Blackburn James N-07497 N.2-8127 
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Blackwell Clayton N-13138 N.2-13843 
Blackwell James N-18729 N.2-19606 
Blackwell James N-18869 N.2-19917 
Blackwell Jeremy N-17570 N.2-18295 
Blackwell Tamara N-18858 N.2-19864 
Blackwell Tammy N-18732 N.2-19623 
Blackwell Tammy N-18733 N.2-19625 
Blades Ron 1719 N.2-21056 
Blagg Daniel N-06828 N.2-7454 
Blagg Daniel N-07016 N.2-7646 
Blagg Daniel N-07134 N.2-7764 
Blagg Daniel N-07332 N.2-7962 
Blain Matthew N-03418 N.2-3970 
Blain Matthew N-03490 N.2-4042 
Blain Matthew N-03492 N.2-4044 
Blain Matthew N-03583 N.2-4135 
Blain Matthew N-03590 N.2-4142 
Blain Matthew N-03642 N.2-4194 
Blain Matthew N-03746 N.2-4298 
Blain Matthew N-03768 N.2-4320 
Blain Matthew N-03845 N.2-4397 
Blain Matthew N-03859 N.2-4411 
Blain Matthew N-03889 N.2-4441 
Blain Matthew N-03950 N.2-4502 
Blain Matthew N-04037 N.2-4589 
Blain Matthew N-04040 N.2-4592 
Blain Matthew N-04063 N.2-4615 
Blain Matthew N-04111 N.2-4664 
Blain Matthew N-04113 N.2-4666 
Blain Matthew N-05565 N.2-6164 
Blain Matthew N-05615 N.2-6215 
Blain Matthew N-09342 N.2-9982 
Blain Matthew N-12809 N.2-13509 
Blain Matthew N-12810 N.2-13511 
Blain Matthew N-17200 N.2-17918 
Blain Matthew N-17235 N.2-17953 
Blain Matthew N-17265 N.2-17983 
Blain Matthew N-17308 N.2-18026 
Blain Matthew N-17342 N.2-18061 
Blain Matthew N-17362 N.2-18081 
Blain Matthew N-17377 N.2-18097 
Blain Matthew N-17435 N.2-18159 
Blain Matthew N-17469 N.2-18194 
Blain Matthew N-17483 N.2-18208 
Blain Matthew N-17578 N.2-18303 
Blain Matthew N-17656 N.2-18383 
Blain Matthew N-17700 N.2-18428 
Blain Matthew N-17721 N.2-18449 
Blain Matthew N-17753 N.2-18482 
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Blain Matthew N-17789 N.2-18518 
Blain Matthew N-17838 N.2-18567 
Blain Matthew N-17861 N.2-18590 
Blain Matthew N-17872 N.2-18601 
Blain Matthew N-17955 N.2-18688 
Blain Matthew N-18604 N.2-19338 
Blain Matthew N-18630 N.2-19365 
Blair Andrew 919 N.2-20457 
Blair Jacob N-10099 N.2-10739 
Blair James 1878 N.2-21201 
Blair Robert 1536 N.2-20896 
Blair Tiffany 1881 N.2-21174 
Blais Christopher 992 N.2-20506 
Blais Patty 990 N.2-20505 
Blake Jeffrey 1068 N.2-20563 
Bland Coleen 849 N.2-20418 
Bland David 185 N.2-20007 
Bland David 2325 N.2-21692 
Blangsted Paul N-07976 N.2-8606 
Blankenship Brad N-02765 N.2-3317 
Blankenship Brad N-03030 N.2-3582 
Blankenship Brad N-03188 N.2-3740 
Blankenship Troy N-07146 N.2-7776 
Blanton John 1300 N.2-20750 
Blanton John N-07880 N.2-8510 
Blanton John N-08217 N.2-8847 
Blanton Nicholas N-00437 N.2-986 
Blanton Nicholas N-00574 N.2-1123 
Blanton Nicholas N-00665 N.2-1214 
Blanton Nicholas N-00812 N.2-1361 
Blanton Nicholas N-00981 N.2-1530 
Blanton Nicholas N-00994 N.2-1543 
Blanton Nicholas N-01012 N.2-1561 
Blanton Nicholas N-01149 N.2-1698 
Blanton Nicholas N-01259 N.2-1808 
Blanton Nicholas N-01297 N.2-1846 
Blanton Nicholas N-01426 N.2-1975 
Blanton Nicholas N-01592 N.2-2141 
Blanton Nicholas N-06783 N.2-7409 
Blanton Nicholas N-10752 N.2-11418 
Blanton Nicholas N-10787 N.2-11453 
Blanton Nicholas N-10800 N.2-11466 
Blanton Nicholas N-10827 N.2-11494 
Blanton Nicholas N-10844 N.2-11511 
Blanton Nicholas N-10852 N.2-11519 
Blanton Nicholas N-14575 N.2-15288 
Blanton Nicholas N-14622 N.2-15335 
Blanton Nicholas N-14714 N.2-15427 
Blanton Nicholas N-14759 N.2-15472 
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Blanton Nicholas N-14767 N.2-15480 
Blanton Nicholas N-14910 N.2-15624 
Blanton Nicholas N-14932 N.2-15646 
Blanton Nicholas N-14970 N.2-15684 
Blanton Nicholas N-15018 N.2-15732 
Blanton Nicholas N-15057 N.2-15771 
Blosser David 954 N.2-20478 
Blount Anita N-17161 N.2-17878 
Blount Howard N-06104 N.2-6707 
Blue Ribbon Coalition N-00261 N.2-711 
Blum Nicole N-05929 N.2-6531 
Blume Alex N-08393 N.2-9023 
Blumer Kevin 2148 N.2-21441 
Blunt Robert 429 N.2-20158 
Boal Lester 1827 N.2-21149 
Boardman Greg N-15717 N.2-16433 
Bobbitt Tonya 169 N.2-19998 
Bobbitt Tonya N-07041 N.2-7671 
Bodie John N-06071 N.2-6674 
Bodie John N-06073 N.2-6676 
Bodie John N-13332 N.2-14041 
Bodie John N-13627 N.2-14336 
Bodie John N-13775 N.2-14484 
Bodie John N-13907 N.2-14616 
Boehner Matthew N-00498 N.2-1047 
Boehner Matthew N-00550 N.2-1099 
Boehner Matthew N-00636 N.2-1185 
Boehner Matthew N-00697 N.2-1246 
Boehner Matthew N-00939 N.2-1488 
Boehner Matthew N-01050 N.2-1599 
Boehner Matthew N-01124 N.2-1673 
Boehner Matthew N-01180 N.2-1729 
Boehner Matthew N-01244 N.2-1793 
Boehner Matthew N-01318 N.2-1867 
Boehner Matthew N-01518 N.2-2067 
Boehner Matthew N-01914 N.2-2463 
Boehner Matthew N-01999 N.2-2550 
Boehner Matthew N-02047 N.2-2598 
Boehner Matthew N-02079 N.2-2630 
Boehner Matthew N-02156 N.2-2707 
Boehner Matthew N-02206 N.2-2757 
Boehner Matthew N-02267 N.2-2818 
Boehner Matthew N-02308 N.2-2859 
Boehner Matthew N-02352 N.2-2903 
Boehner Matthew N-02388 N.2-2939 
Boehner Matthew N-02456 N.2-3007 
Boehner Matthew N-02497 N.2-3048 
Boehner Matthew N-02560 N.2-3111 
Boehner Matthew N-02581 N.2-3132 
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Boehner Matthew N-02607 N.2-3158 
Boehner Matthew N-08577 N.2-9213 
Boehner Matthew N-08805 N.2-9441 
Boehner Matthew N-08863 N.2-9499 
Boehner Matthew N-13284 N.2-13993 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00512 N.2-1061 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00563 N.2-1112 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00651 N.2-1200 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00707 N.2-1256 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00745 N.2-1294 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00798 N.2-1347 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00859 N.2-1408 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00912 N.2-1461 
Boening Jr. Robert N-00916 N.2-1465 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01068 N.2-1617 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01137 N.2-1686 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01189 N.2-1738 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01229 N.2-1778 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01252 N.2-1801 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01338 N.2-1887 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01403 N.2-1952 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01404 N.2-1953 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01454 N.2-2003 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01530 N.2-2079 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01586 N.2-2135 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01641 N.2-2190 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01673 N.2-2222 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01716 N.2-2265 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01748 N.2-2297 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01782 N.2-2331 
Boening Jr. Robert N-01821 N.2-2370 
Boening Jr. Robert J. N-01858 N.2-2407 
Boening, Jr. Robert N-00466 N.2-1015 
Bogh Barbara N-01161 N.2-1710 
Bogner Cody W-VV-069 N.2-255 
Bogner Danny 253 N.2-20049 
Bogner Danny W-VV-020 N.2-206 
Bogrees Brent N-06515 N.2-7133 
Boie Jason N-02743 N.2-3295 
Boie Jason N-02922 N.2-3474 
Boie Jason N-02959 N.2-3511 
Boie Jason N-03015 N.2-3567 
Boie Jason N-03193 N.2-3745 
Bojorquez Jennifer N-00074 N.2-515 
Bokkin Betsy W-VV-178 N.2-364 
Bolkowy Nick N-06172 N.2-6775 
Bolles Dave N-16764 N.2-17481 
Bolles Dave N-16816 N.2-17533 
Bolles Dave N-16901 N.2-17618 
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Bolles Dave N-16932 N.2-17649 
Bolles Dave N-16985 N.2-17702 
Bolles Dave N-17119 N.2-17836 
Bolles Dave W-VV-147 N.2-333 
Bolles David W-VV-111 N.2-297 
Bollman Jeremy N-16713 N.2-17430 
Bolton Joe N-10393 N.2-11035 
Bolton Joe N-10514 N.2-11168 
Bolton Joe N-12654 N.2-13329 
Bone Ben 1070 N.2-20565 
Bonebakker Peter N-17094 N.2-17811 
Bongiovanni David N-17569 N.2-18294 
Bonton Dawn N-18817 N.2-19777 
Book Scott 370 N.2-20123 
Booker Mark 1904 N.2-21224 
Booth Daniel N-10529 N.2-11184 
Bootsma Deanne N-17592 N.2-18318 
Bootsma Shaun 176 N.2-20001 
Bootsma Shaun N-00553 N.2-1102 
Bootsma Shaun N-00942 N.2-1491 
Bootsma Shaun N-01182 N.2-1731 
Bootsma Shaun N-01246 N.2-1795 
Bootsma Shaun N-01811 N.2-2360 
Bootsma Shaun N-01933 N.2-2482 
Bootsma Shaun N-01934 N.2-2483 
Bootsma Shaun N-01948 N.2-2497 
Bootsma Shaun N-01952 N.2-2502 
Bootsma Shaun N-01954 N.2-2504 
Bootsma Shaun N-04204 N.2-4763 
Bootsma Shaun N-04226 N.2-4786 
Bootsma Shaun N-04227 N.2-4787 
Bootsma Shaun N-04252 N.2-4814 
Bootsma Shaun N-04275 N.2-4838 
Bootsma Shaun N-04373 N.2-4941 
Bootsma Shaun N-04415 N.2-4984 
Bootsma Shaun N-04445 N.2-5015 
Bootsma Shaun N-04497 N.2-5067 
Bootsma Shaun N-04498 N.2-5068 
Bootsma Shaun N-04537 N.2-5109 
Bootsma Shaun N-04610 N.2-5185 
Bootsma Shaun N-04644 N.2-5220 
Bootsma Shaun N-04666 N.2-5242 
Bootsma Shaun N-04687 N.2-5264 
Bootsma Shaun N-04724 N.2-5302 
Bootsma Shaun N-04750 N.2-5329 
Bootsma Shaun N-04771 N.2-5351 
Bootsma Shaun N-04797 N.2-5378 
Bootsma Shaun N-04867 N.2-5450 
Bootsma Shaun N-04956 N.2-5542 
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Bootsma Shaun N-04996 N.2-5582 
Bootsma Shaun N-09412 N.2-10052 
Bootsma Shaun N-10129 N.2-10769 
Bootsma Shaun N-10706 N.2-11368 
Bootsma Shaun N-10718 N.2-11384 
Bootsma Shaun N-10720 N.2-11386 
Bootsma Shaun N-10721 N.2-11387 
Bootsma Shaun N-10743 N.2-11409 
Bootsma Shaun N-10767 N.2-11433 
Bootsma Shaun N-10773 N.2-11439 
Bootsma Shaun N-10777 N.2-11443 
Bootsma Shaun N-10783 N.2-11449 
Bootsma Shaun N-10793 N.2-11459 
Bootsma Shaun N-10816 N.2-11483 
Bootsma Shaun N-10841 N.2-11508 
Bootsma Shaun N-10855 N.2-11522 
Bootsma Shaun N-14563 N.2-15276 
Bootsma Shaun N-14594 N.2-15307 
Bootsma Shaun N-14643 N.2-15356 
Bootsma Shaun N-14659 N.2-15372 
Bootsma Shaun N-14689 N.2-15402 
Bootsma Shaun N-14720 N.2-15433 
Bootsma Shaun N-14754 N.2-15467 
Bootsma Shaun N-14756 N.2-15469 
Bootsma Shaun N-14803 N.2-15516 
Bootsma Shaun N-14831 N.2-15544 
Bootsma Shaun N-14859 N.2-15572 
Bootsma Shaun N-14889 N.2-15603 
Bootsma Shaun N-14914 N.2-15628 
Bootsma Shaun N-14936 N.2-15650 
Bootsma Shaun N-14964 N.2-15678 
Bootsma Shaun N-14998 N.2-15712 
Bootsma Shaun N-15014 N.2-15728 
Bootsma Shaun N-15041 N.2-15755 
Bootsma Shaun N-15047 N.2-15761 
Bootsma Shaun N-15052 N.2-15766 
Bootsma Shaun N-15073 N.2-15787 
Bootsma Shaun N-17188 N.2-17905 
Bootsma Shaun N-17229 N.2-17947 
Bootsma Shaun N-17258 N.2-17976 
Bootsma Shaun N-17281 N.2-17999 
Bootsma Shaun N-17335 N.2-18053 
Bootsma Shaun N-17381 N.2-18102 
Bootsma Shaun N-17396 N.2-18118 
Bootsma Shaun N-17417 N.2-18139 
Bootsma Shaun N-17489 N.2-18214 
Bootsma Shaun N-17540 N.2-18265 
Bootsma Shaun N-17594 N.2-18320 
Bootsma Shaun N-17631 N.2-18357 
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Bootsma Shaun N-17632 N.2-18358 
Bootsma Shaun N-17647 N.2-18373 
Bootsma Shaun N-17704 N.2-18432 
Bootsma Shaun N-17728 N.2-18457 
Bootsma Shaun N-17732 N.2-18461 
Bootsma Shaun N-17757 N.2-18486 
Bootsma Shaun N-17794 N.2-18523 
Bootsma Shaun N-17817 N.2-18546 
Bootsma Shaun N-17845 N.2-18574 
Bootsma Shaun N-17866 N.2-18595 
Bootsma Shaun N-17880 N.2-18610 
Bootsma Shaun N-17952 N.2-18684 
Bootsma Shaun N-18615 N.2-19350 
Bootsma Shaun N-18636 N.2-19371 
Border Marcy N-03008 N.2-3560 
Border Marcy N-03414 N.2-3966 
Border Marcy N-11902 N.2-12570 
Boring Bruce 1613 N.2-20963 
Borowick Chris N-08313 N.2-8943 
Borowick Chris N-08336 N.2-8966 
Borowick Chris N-08430 N.2-9066 
Borowick Chris N-08466 N.2-9102 
Borowick Chris N-08495 N.2-9131 
Borowick Chris N-08532 N.2-9168 
Borowick Chris N-08642 N.2-9278 
Borowick Chris N-08664 N.2-9300 
Borowick Chris N-08665 N.2-9301 
Borowick Chris N-08702 N.2-9338 
Borowick Chris N-08768 N.2-9404 
Borowick Chris N-08791 N.2-9427 
Borowick Chris N-08866 N.2-9502 
Borowick Chris N-08919 N.2-9556 
Borowick Chris N-08972 N.2-9609 
Borowick Chris N-09003 N.2-9640 
Borowick Chris N-09024 N.2-9661 
Borowick Chris N-09100 N.2-9738 
Borowick Chris N-09122 N.2-9760 
Borowick Chris N-13349 N.2-14058 
Borowick Chris N-13369 N.2-14078 
Borowick Chris N-13417 N.2-14126 
Borowick Chris N-13437 N.2-14146 
Borowick Chris N-13458 N.2-14167 
Borowick Chris N-13476 N.2-14185 
Bosman Ryan N-05472 N.2-6069 
Bosman Ryan N-05607 N.2-6206 
Bosso Anthony 2024 N.2-21337 
Bosso Tony N-17289 N.2-18007 
Bothwell Glenn 2020 N.2-21335 
Botnmark Trym N-07677 N.2-8307 
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Botnmark Trym N-07713 N.2-8343 
Botnmark Trym N-07747 N.2-8377 
Botnmark Trym N-07778 N.2-8408 
Botnmark Trym N-07841 N.2-8471 
Botnmark Trym N-08059 N.2-8689 
Botnmark Trym N-08185 N.2-8815 
Botowick Chris N-08582 N.2-9218 
Bounds Richard 415 N.2-20150 
Bounds Richard N-00691 N.2-1240 
Bounds Richard N-00782 N.2-1331 
Bounds Richard N-01000 N.2-1549 
Bounds Richard N-01076 N.2-1625 
Bounds Richard N-01235 N.2-1784 
Bounds Richard N-01383 N.2-1932 
Bounds Richard N-01501 N.2-2050 
Bouniady Anthony N-11690 N.2-12358 
Bouniady Jasmine N-11172 N.2-11840 
Bourassa Barry and Sharon W-JT-025 N.2-25 
Bourassa Paul N-03948 N.2-4500 
Bourassa Paul N-04034 N.2-4586 
Bourke Sienna W-JT-036 N.2-39 
Bourne Robert N-02083 N.2-2634 
Bourne Robert N-11320 N.2-11988 
Bourret Bill W-ON-058 N.2-98 
Bourret Michelle W-ON-008 N.2-47 
Bower Ben N-06945 N.2-7571 
Bower Ben N-07117 N.2-7747 
Bowers Norm 1832 N.2-21154 
Bowles Bill N-10642 N.2-11302 
Bowles Bill N-10659 N.2-11320 
Bowles Bill N-10873 N.2-11540 
Bowles Bill N-10897 N.2-11564 
Bowles Bill N-10918 N.2-11585 
Bowles Bill N-10937 N.2-11604 
Bowles Bill N-10964 N.2-11631 
Bowles Bill N-10983 N.2-11650 
Bowles Bill N-10998 N.2-11666 
Bowles Bill N-11023 N.2-11691 
Bowles Bill N-11045 N.2-11713 
Bowles Bill N-11070 N.2-11738 
Bowles Bill N-11091 N.2-11759 
Bowles Bill N-11118 N.2-11786 
Bowles Bill N-11136 N.2-11804 
Bowles Bill N-11159 N.2-11827 
Bowles Bill N-11190 N.2-11858 
Bowles Bill N-11205 N.2-11873 
Bowles Bill N-11240 N.2-11908 
Bowles Bill N-11259 N.2-11927 
Bowles Bill N-11274 N.2-11942 
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Bowles Bill N-11302 N.2-11970 
Bowles Bill N-11324 N.2-11992 
Bowles Bill N-11348 N.2-12016 
Bowles Bill N-11368 N.2-12036 
Bowles Bill N-11393 N.2-12061 
Bowles Bill N-11423 N.2-12091 
Bowles Bill N-11424 N.2-12092 
Bowles Bill N-11456 N.2-12124 
Bowles Bill N-11482 N.2-12150 
Bowles Bill N-13183 N.2-13890 
Bowles Bill N-15095 N.2-15809 
Bowles Bill N-15166 N.2-15880 
Bowles Bill N-15167 N.2-15881 
Bowles Bill N-15189 N.2-15903 
Bowles Bill N-15222 N.2-15936 
Bowles Bill N-15258 N.2-15972 
Bowles Bill N-15303 N.2-16017 
Bowles Bill N-15324 N.2-16038 
Bowles Bill N-15343 N.2-16057 
Bowles Bill N-15369 N.2-16083 
Bowles Bill N-15382 N.2-16097 
Bowles Bill N-15392 N.2-16107 
Bowles Bill N-15445 N.2-16161 
Bowles Bill N-15465 N.2-16181 
Bowles Bill N-15484 N.2-16200 
Bowles Bill N-15503 N.2-16219 
Bowles Bill N-15522 N.2-16238 
Bowles Bill N-15540 N.2-16256 
Bowles Bill N-15561 N.2-16277 
Bowles Bill N-15594 N.2-16310 
Bowles Bill N-15616 N.2-16332 
Bowles Bill N-15633 N.2-16349 
Bowles Bill N-15659 N.2-16375 
Bowles Bill N-15682 N.2-16398 
Bowles Bill  N-13147 N.2-13852 
Bowles Colleen N-10389 N.2-11031 
Bowles Colleen N-10422 N.2-11065 
Bowles Colleen N-10460 N.2-11105 
Bowles Colleen N-10481 N.2-11127 
Bowles Colleen N-10507 N.2-11161 
Bowles Colleen N-10560 N.2-11216 
Bowles Colleen N-10582 N.2-11239 
Bowles Colleen N-10611 N.2-11269 
Bowles Colleen N-10680 N.2-11341 
Bowles Colleen N-10875 N.2-11542 
Bowles Colleen N-10899 N.2-11566 
Bowles Colleen N-10922 N.2-11589 
Bowles Colleen N-10938 N.2-11605 
Bowles Colleen N-10963 N.2-11630 
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Bowles Colleen N-10982 N.2-11649 
Bowles Colleen N-10997 N.2-11665 
Bowles Colleen N-11024 N.2-11692 
Bowles Colleen N-11042 N.2-11710 
Bowles Colleen N-11069 N.2-11737 
Bowles Colleen N-11094 N.2-11762 
Bowles Colleen N-11117 N.2-11785 
Bowles Colleen N-11138 N.2-11806 
Bowles Colleen N-11160 N.2-11828 
Bowles Colleen N-11189 N.2-11857 
Bowles Colleen N-11203 N.2-11871 
Bowles Colleen N-11242 N.2-11910 
Bowles Colleen N-11261 N.2-11929 
Bowles Colleen N-11276 N.2-11944 
Bowles Colleen N-11303 N.2-11971 
Bowles Colleen N-11327 N.2-11995 
Bowles Colleen N-11350 N.2-12018 
Bowles Colleen N-11369 N.2-12037 
Bowles Colleen N-11394 N.2-12062 
Bowles Colleen N-11425 N.2-12093 
Bowles Colleen N-11458 N.2-12126 
Bowles Colleen N-11483 N.2-12151 
Bowles Colleen N-12528 N.2-13197 
Bowles Colleen N-12555 N.2-13225 
Bowles Colleen N-12578 N.2-13249 
Bowles Colleen N-12593 N.2-13265 
Bowles Colleen N-12648 N.2-13323 
Bowles Colleen N-12688 N.2-13364 
Bowles Colleen N-12710 N.2-13387 
Bowles Colleen N-13160 N.2-13866 
Bowles Colleen N-13198 N.2-13906 
Bowles Colleen N-15112 N.2-15826 
Bowles Colleen N-15130 N.2-15844 
Bowles Colleen N-15148 N.2-15862 
Bowles Colleen N-15168 N.2-15882 
Bowles Colleen N-15283 N.2-15997 
Bowles Colleen N-15430 N.2-16146 
Bowles Colleen N-15511 N.2-16227 
Bowles Curtis N-08324 N.2-8954 
Bowles Curtis N-08378 N.2-9008 
Bowles Curtis N-08423 N.2-9059 
Bowles Curtis N-08447 N.2-9083 
Bowles Curtis N-08477 N.2-9113 
Bowles Curtis N-08514 N.2-9150 
Bowles Curtis N-08549 N.2-9185 
Bowles Curtis N-08606 N.2-9242 
Bowles Curtis N-08653 N.2-9289 
Bowles Curtis N-08685 N.2-9321 
Bowles Curtis N-08701 N.2-9337 
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Bowles Curtis N-08747 N.2-9383 
Bowles Curtis N-08781 N.2-9417 
Bowles Curtis N-08832 N.2-9468 
Bowles Curtis N-08881 N.2-9517 
Bowles Curtis N-08907 N.2-9544 
Bowles Curtis N-08932 N.2-9569 
Bowles Curtis N-08957 N.2-9594 
Bowles Curtis N-08985 N.2-9622 
Bowles Curtis N-09016 N.2-9653 
Bowles Curtis N-09062 N.2-9700 
Bowles Curtis N-09086 N.2-9724 
Bowles Curtis N-09111 N.2-9749 
Bowles Curtis N-09132 N.2-9770 
Bowles Curtis N-13244 N.2-13953 
Bowles Curtis N-13265 N.2-13974 
Bowles Curtis N-13266 N.2-13975 
Bowles Curtis N-13300 N.2-14009 
Bowles Curtis N-15101 N.2-15815 
Bowles Curtis N-15111 N.2-15825 
Bowles Curtis N-15129 N.2-15843 
Bowles Curtis N-15145 N.2-15859 
Bowles Curtis N-15174 N.2-15888 
Bowles Curtis N-15175 N.2-15889 
Bowles Curtis N-15206 N.2-15920 
Bowles Curtis N-15226 N.2-15940 
Bowles Curtis N-15261 N.2-15975 
Bowles Curtis N-15286 N.2-16000 
Bowles Curtis N-15312 N.2-16026 
Bowles Curtis N-15334 N.2-16048 
Bowles Curtis N-15348 N.2-16062 
Bowles Curtis N-15376 N.2-16091 
Bowles Curtis N-15407 N.2-16122 
Bowles Curtis N-15431 N.2-16147 
Bowles Curtis N-15454 N.2-16170 
Bowles Curtis N-15467 N.2-16183 
Bowles Curtis N-15489 N.2-16205 
Bowles Curtis N-15510 N.2-16226 
Bowles Curtis N-15526 N.2-16242 
Bowles Curtis N-15543 N.2-16259 
Bowles Curtis N-15571 N.2-16287 
Bowles Curtis N-15598 N.2-16314 
Bowles Curtis N-15620 N.2-16336 
Bowles Curtis N-15636 N.2-16352 
Bowles Curtis N-15662 N.2-16378 
Bowles Curtis N-15688 N.2-16404 
Bowles Kristofer 984 N.2-20501 
Bowles Kyle N-15106 N.2-15820 
Bowles Kyle N-15107 N.2-15821 
Bowles Kyle N-15124 N.2-15838 
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Bowles Kyle N-15150 N.2-15864 
Bowles Kyle N-15176 N.2-15890 
Bowles Kyle N-15201 N.2-15915 
Bowles Kyle N-15233 N.2-15947 
Bowles Kyle N-15266 N.2-15980 
Bowles Kyle N-15277 N.2-15991 
Bowles Kyle N-15298 N.2-16012 
Bowles Kyle N-15321 N.2-16035 
Bowles Kyle N-15352 N.2-16066 
Bowles Kyle N-15367 N.2-16081 
Bowles Kyle N-15414 N.2-16129 
Bowles Kyle N-15424 N.2-16140 
Bowles Kyle N-15440 N.2-16156 
Bowles Kyle N-15473 N.2-16189 
Bowles Kyle N-15486 N.2-16202 
Bowles Kyle N-15505 N.2-16221 
Bowles Kyle N-15523 N.2-16239 
Bowles Kyle N-15549 N.2-16265 
Bowles Kyle N-15563 N.2-16279 
Bowles Kyle N-15596 N.2-16312 
Bowles Kyle N-15624 N.2-16340 
Bowles Kyle N-15639 N.2-16355 
Bowles Kyle N-15667 N.2-16383 
Bowles Kyle N-15670 N.2-16386 
Bowles Kyle N-15695 N.2-16411 
Bowman Chris  N-18548 N.2-19282 
Boyd James 1928 N.2-21246 
Boyd Nicholas 1034 N.2-20538 
Boyle Michael 593 N.2-20258 
Boyle Michael N-00481 N.2-1030 
Boyle Michael N-00522 N.2-1071 
Boyle Michael N-00585 N.2-1134 
Boyle Michael N-00675 N.2-1224 
Boyle Michael N-00723 N.2-1272 
Boyle Michael N-00767 N.2-1316 
Boyle Michael N-00821 N.2-1370 
Boyle Michael N-00874 N.2-1423 
Boyle Michael N-00979 N.2-1528 
Boyle Michael N-01019 N.2-1568 
Boyle Michael N-01105 N.2-1654 
Boyle Michael N-01205 N.2-1754 
Boyle Michael N-01302 N.2-1851 
Boyle Michael N-01363 N.2-1912 
Boyle Michael N-01364 N.2-1913 
Boyle Michael N-01428 N.2-1977 
Boyle Michael N-01484 N.2-2033 
Boyle Michael N-01558 N.2-2107 
Boyle Michael N-01597 N.2-2146 
Boyle Michael N-01651 N.2-2200 
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Boyle Michael N-01689 N.2-2238 
Boyle Michael N-01725 N.2-2274 
Boyle Michael N-01757 N.2-2306 
Boyle Michael N-01793 N.2-2342 
Boyle Michael N-01832 N.2-2381 
Boyle Michael N-09893 N.2-10533 
Boyle Michael N-09960 N.2-10600 
Braaten Dustin  N-18133 N.2-18867 
Braaten Dustin  N-18353 N.2-19087 
Braaten Dustin  N-18386 N.2-19120 
Braaten Dustin  N-18400 N.2-19134 
Braaten Dustin  N-18509 N.2-19243 
Braaten Dustin  N-18574 N.2-19308 
Brady Jeff 2234 N.2-21542 
Bramble Paul N-13013 N.2-13718 
Bramley Michael N-16350 N.2-17067 
Brancato Chris N-00779 N.2-1328 
Brancato Chris N-00893 N.2-1442 
Brancato Chris N-01002 N.2-1551 
Brancato Chris N-01502 N.2-2051 
Brandon Barron 2086 N.2-21393 
Brandt Sean N-05156 N.2-5746 
Brandt Sean N-05335 N.2-5932 
Brandt Sean N-06133 N.2-6736 
Brandt Sean N-06160 N.2-6763 
Bransford Jerry 691 N.2-20317 
Bransford Jerry N-06585 N.2-7205 
Brantley Braxton N-06584 N.2-7204 
Branum Wade N-03436 N.2-3988 
Branum Wade N-03506 N.2-4058 
Branum Wade N-03529 N.2-4081 
Branum Wade N-03603 N.2-4155 
Branum Wade N-03647 N.2-4199 
Branum Wade N-03710 N.2-4262 
Branum Wade N-03936 N.2-4488 
Branum Wade N-03982 N.2-4534 
Branum Wade N-04016 N.2-4568 
Branum Wade N-04053 N.2-4605 
Branum Wade N-04097 N.2-4649 
Bratcher Dustin N-08028 N.2-8658 
Brawders III Robert N-05239 N.2-5830 
Brawders III Robert N-05422 N.2-6019 
Bray Betty N-00108 N.2-555 
Bray Robert 254 N.2-20049 
Bray Robert N-00106 N.2-553 
Brazil Jarrod N-07853 N.2-8483 
Brazil Jarrod N-08198 N.2-8828 
Breakey Matson 556 N.2-20236 
Breakon Matson N-00161 N.2-609 
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Brenkle Matthew N-14366 N.2-15078 
Brewer Chris 182 N.2-20005 
Brill Kacey N-16349 N.2-17066 
Brill Matthew N-16315 N.2-17032 
Brinegar Matthew N-03540 N.2-4092 
Brinegar Matthew N-03541 N.2-4093 
Brinegar Matthew N-03578 N.2-4130 
Brinegar Matthew N-03624 N.2-4176 
Brinegar Matthew N-03663 N.2-4215 
Brinegar Matthew N-03684 N.2-4236 
Brinegar Matthew N-03700 N.2-4252 
Brinegar Matthew N-03724 N.2-4276 
Brinegar Matthew N-03760 N.2-4312 
Brinegar Matthew N-03808 N.2-4360 
Brinegar Matthew N-03968 N.2-4520 
Brinegar Matthew N-04105 N.2-4657 
Brinegar Matthew N-16028 N.2-16745 
Brinegar Matthew N-16052 N.2-16769 
Brinegar Matthew N-16078 N.2-16795 
Brinegar Matthew N-16101 N.2-16818 
Brinegar Matthew N-16152 N.2-16869 
Brinegar Matthew N-16168 N.2-16885 
Brinegar Matthew N-16228 N.2-16945 
Brinegar Matthew N-16257 N.2-16974 
Brinegar Matthew N-16281 N.2-16998 
Brinegar Matthew N-16300 N.2-17017 
Brinegar Matthew N-16334 N.2-17051 
Brinegar Matthew N-16355 N.2-17072 
Brinegar Matthew N-16405 N.2-17122 
Brinegar Matthew N-16452 N.2-17169 
Brinks Jack N-10394 N.2-11036 
Brinks Jack N-10429 N.2-11072 
Brinks Jack N-10643 N.2-11303 
Brinks Jack N-12656 N.2-13331 
Brisbin Matt N-09448 N.2-10088 
Brisbin Matt N-09615 N.2-10255 
Briscoe Ty  N-04800 N.2-5381 
Brister Matt N-00471 N.2-1020 
Brister Matt N-00567 N.2-1116 
Brister Matt N-00751 N.2-1300 
Brister Matt N-01142 N.2-1691 
Brister Matt N-01541 N.2-2090 
Brister Matt N-02037 N.2-2588 
Brister Matt N-02467 N.2-3018 
Britton Maxwell O-VV-002 N.2-422 
Britton Maxwell O-VV-006 N.2-429 
Britton Maxwell O-VV-007 N.2-431 
Brixey Mark N-00600 N.2-1149 
Broaddus Nathan 1468 N.2-20848 
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Brock Cody N-09469 N.2-10109 
Brock Cody N-09533 N.2-10173 
Brock John 1065 N.2-20561 
Brock John N-00975 N.2-1524 
Brock John N-01021 N.2-1570 
Brock John N-01103 N.2-1652 
Brock John N-01154 N.2-1703 
Brock John N-01266 N.2-1815 
Brock Philip N-00474 N.2-1023 
Brock Philip N-00514 N.2-1063 
Brock Philip N-00568 N.2-1117 
Brock Philip N-00593 N.2-1142 
Brock Philip N-00713 N.2-1262 
Brock Philip N-00749 N.2-1298 
Brock Philip N-00792 N.2-1341 
Brock Philip N-00865 N.2-1414 
Brock Philip N-00884 N.2-1433 
Brock Philip N-00919 N.2-1468 
Brock Philip N-01027 N.2-1576 
Brock Philip N-01084 N.2-1633 
Brock Philip N-01141 N.2-1690 
Brock Philip N-01192 N.2-1741 
Brock Philip N-01213 N.2-1762 
Brock Philip N-01273 N.2-1822 
Brock Philip N-01344 N.2-1893 
Brock Philip N-01401 N.2-1950 
Brock Philip N-01459 N.2-2008 
Brock Philip N-01524 N.2-2073 
Brock Philip N-01570 N.2-2119 
Brock Philip N-01603 N.2-2152 
Brock Philip N-01670 N.2-2219 
Brock Philip N-01692 N.2-2241 
Brock Philip N-01730 N.2-2279 
Brock Philip N-01762 N.2-2311 
Brock Philip N-01801 N.2-2350 
Brock Philip N-01837 N.2-2386 
Brodersen Mark 2122 N.2-21420 
Brodie Andrerw N-05276 N.2-5867 
Brodie Andrew 523 N.2-20216 
Brodie Andrew N-15255 N.2-15969 
Brodie Andrew N-15502 N.2-16218 
Brodie Andrew N-15593 N.2-16309 
Brodie Andrew N-15632 N.2-16348 
Brodie Andrew N-16524 N.2-17241 
Brodie Andrew N-16565 N.2-17282 
Brodie Andrew N-16647 N.2-17364 
Brodie Andy N-13642 N.2-14351 
Brodie Andy N-13961 N.2-14670 
Brookover Rosalinda 1372 N.2-20794 
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Brookover Tiffany 1370 N.2-20793 
Brooks Gordon N-14433 N.2-15145 
Brooks Gordon N-15735 N.2-16451 
Brooks Henry N-00402 N.2-917 
Brooks Janet N-00403 N.2-918 
Brossman Bruce N-09823 N.2-10463 
Brower Jeff 634 N.2-20282 
Brown Chris N-00733 N.2-1282 
Brown Chris N-01001 N.2-1550 
Brown Chris N-01219 N.2-1768 
Brown Chris N-01237 N.2-1786 
Brown Chris N-01564 N.2-2113 
Brown Chris N-01617 N.2-2166 
Brown Chris N-08357 N.2-8987 
Brown Daniel 1954 N.2-21268 
Brown David 515 N.2-20212 
Brown Eric N-05654 N.2-6255 
Brown John 841 N.2-20414 
Brown Kevin 1688 N.2-21031 
Brown Michael O-VV-005 N.2-428 
Brown Roger 700 N.2-20323 
Brown Ron N-17327 N.2-18045 
Brown Ryan N-00973 N.2-1522 
Brown Ryan N-01472 N.2-2021 
Brown Ryan N-01474 N.2-2023 
Brown Ryan N-01562 N.2-2111 
Brown Ryan N-01774 N.2-2323 
Brown Ryan N-01880 N.2-2429 
Brown Ryan N-01947 N.2-2496 
Brown Ryan N-01984 N.2-2535 
Brown Ryan N-02070 N.2-2621 
Brown Ryan N-02096 N.2-2647 
Brown Ryan N-02383 N.2-2934 
Brown Ryan N-02437 N.2-2988 
Brown Ryan N-02513 N.2-3064 
Brown Ryan N-02535 N.2-3086 
Brown Ryan N-02586 N.2-3137 
Brown Ryan N-02616 N.2-3168 
Brown Ryan N-02685 N.2-3237 
Brown Ryan N-03915 N.2-4467 
Brown Ryan N-04107 N.2-4660 
Brown Ryan N-04122 N.2-4675 
Brown Ryan N-04145 N.2-4698 
Brown Ryan N-04146 N.2-4700 
Brown Ryan N-04147 N.2-4701 
Brown Ryan N-04148 N.2-4702 
Brown Ryan N-04149 N.2-4703 
Brown Ryan N-04153 N.2-4707 
Brown Ryan N-04163 N.2-4720 
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Brown Ryan N-04164 N.2-4722 
Brown Ryan N-04165 N.2-4723 
Brown Ryan N-04169 N.2-4727 
Brown Ryan N-04174 N.2-4732 
Brown Ryan N-04177 N.2-4735 
Brown Ryan N-04179 N.2-4737 
Brown Ryan N-04194 N.2-4753 
Brown Ryan N-05610 N.2-6209 
Brown Ryan N-06179 N.2-6782 
Brown Ryan N-06346 N.2-6952 
Brown Ryan N-06347 N.2-6953 
Brown Ryan N-06351 N.2-6957 
Brown Ryan N-06359 N.2-6965 
Brown Ryan N-06373 N.2-6980 
Brown Ryan N-06376 N.2-6983 
Brown Ryan N-06379 N.2-6986 
Brown Ryan N-06400 N.2-7008 
Brown Ryan N-06401 N.2-7009 
Brown Ryan N-06470 N.2-7080 
Brown Ryan N-06472 N.2-7082 
Brown Ryan N-06659 N.2-7282 
Brown Ryan N-06689 N.2-7313 
Brown Ryan N-06693 N.2-7318 
Brown Ryan N-06704 N.2-7330 
Brown Ryan N-06705 N.2-7331 
Brown Ryan N-06709 N.2-7335 
Brown Ryan N-08438 N.2-9074 
Brown Ryan N-08708 N.2-9344 
Brown Ryan N-08904 N.2-9541 
Brown Ryan N-09300 N.2-9940 
Brown Ryan N-09373 N.2-10013 
Brown Ryan N-09394 N.2-10034 
Brown Ryan N-09479 N.2-10119 
Brown Ryan N-09697 N.2-10337 
Brown Ryan N-09700 N.2-10340 
Brown Ryan N-10435 N.2-11078 
Brown Ryan N-10566 N.2-11222 
Brown Ryan N-10702 N.2-11364 
Brown Ryan N-10707 N.2-11369 
Brown Ryan N-10715 N.2-11381 
Brown Ryan N-10719 N.2-11385 
Brown Ryan N-10722 N.2-11388 
Brown Ryan N-10725 N.2-11391 
Brown Ryan N-10727 N.2-11393 
Brown Ryan N-10731 N.2-11397 
Brown Ryan N-10742 N.2-11408 
Brown Ryan N-10762 N.2-11428 
Brown Ryan N-10854 N.2-11521 
Brown Ryan N-12516 N.2-13184 
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Brown Ryan N-12738 N.2-13415 
Brown Ryan N-12740 N.2-13420 
Brown Ryan N-12779 N.2-13473 
Brown Ryan N-12781 N.2-13475 
Brown Ryan N-12793 N.2-13491 
Brown Ryan N-12794 N.2-13492 
Brown Ryan N-12803 N.2-13503 
Brown Ryan N-13319 N.2-14028 
Brown Ryan N-14257 N.2-14968 
Brown Ryan N-14578 N.2-15291 
Brown Ryan N-14613 N.2-15326 
Brown Ryan N-14654 N.2-15367 
Brown Ryan N-14709 N.2-15422 
Brown Ryan N-14715 N.2-15428 
Brown Ryan N-14717 N.2-15430 
Brown Ryan N-14719 N.2-15432 
Brown Ryan N-14723 N.2-15436 
Brown Ryan N-14737 N.2-15450 
Brown Ryan N-14750 N.2-15463 
Brown Ryan N-14881 N.2-15595 
Brown Ryan N-14882 N.2-15596 
Brown Sherri N-00425 N.2-962 
Brown Stev3e N-06878 N.2-7504 
Brown Steve N-06728 N.2-7354 
Brown Steve N-06787 N.2-7413 
Brown Steve N-06916 N.2-7542 
Brown Steve N-06917 N.2-7543 
Brown Steve N-06942 N.2-7568 
Brown Steve N-06976 N.2-7605 
Brown Steve N-07038 N.2-7668 
Brown Steve N-07081 N.2-7711 
Brown Steve N-07107 N.2-7737 
Brown Steve N-07142 N.2-7772 
Brown Steve N-07182 N.2-7812 
Brown Steve N-07228 N.2-7858 
Brown Steve N-07298 N.2-7928 
Brown Steve N-07346 N.2-7976 
Brown Steve N-07385 N.2-8015 
Brown Steve N-07418 N.2-8048 
Brown Steve N-07460 N.2-8090 
Brown Steve N-07498 N.2-8128 
Brown Steve N-07519 N.2-8149 
Brown Steve N-07544 N.2-8174 
Brown Thomas N-03499 N.2-4051 
Brown Thomas N-03598 N.2-4150 
Brown Thomas N-04213 N.2-4772 
Brown Thomas N-04362 N.2-4929 
Brown Thomas N-04404 N.2-4973 
Brown Thomas N-04433 N.2-5003 
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Brown Thomas N-04597 N.2-5172 
Brown Thomas N-04681 N.2-5258 
Brown Thomas N-04713 N.2-5291 
Brown Thomas N-04744 N.2-5323 
Brown Thomas N-04817 N.2-5398 
Brown Thomas N-10909 N.2-11576 
Brown Thomas N-10962 N.2-11629 
Brown Thomas N-11041 N.2-11709 
Brown Thomas N-11142 N.2-11810 
Brown Thomas N-11161 N.2-11829 
Brown Thomas N-11217 N.2-11885 
Brown Thomas N-11243 N.2-11911 
Brown Thomas N-11283 N.2-11951 
Brown Thomas N-11307 N.2-11975 
Brown Timothy 922 N.2-20458 
Brown William 953 N.2-20477 
Browne Kim N-16953 N.2-17670 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09159 N.2-9797 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09179 N.2-9819 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09202 N.2-9842 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09226 N.2-9866 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09259 N.2-9899 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09275 N.2-9915 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09291 N.2-9931 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09316 N.2-9956 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09364 N.2-10004 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09401 N.2-10041 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09423 N.2-10063 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09454 N.2-10094 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09473 N.2-10113 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09495 N.2-10135 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09496 N.2-10136 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09519 N.2-10159 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09537 N.2-10177 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09570 N.2-10210 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09582 N.2-10222 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09594 N.2-10234 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09616 N.2-10256 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09636 N.2-10276 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09648 N.2-10288 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09664 N.2-10304 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09684 N.2-10324 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09705 N.2-10345 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09719 N.2-10359 
Brubacher Jarrod N-09745 N.2-10385 
Bruccheri Anthony N-17543 N.2-18268 
Brueckner Dustin N-04926 N.2-5512 
Brueckner Dustin N-07705 N.2-8335 
Brueckner Dustin N-08011 N.2-8641 
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Brueckner Dustin N-10801 N.2-11467 
Brueckner Dustin N-14658 N.2-15371 
Brueckner Dustin N-15079 N.2-15793 
Brueckner Dustin N-15232 N.2-15946 
Brueckner Dustin N-15404 N.2-16119 
Brueckner Dustin N-16094 N.2-16811 
Brueckner Dustin N-16160 N.2-16877 
Brueckner Dustin N-16280 N.2-16997 
Bruiniers Thomas 1139 N.2-20613 
Bruner James 344 N.2-20107 
Brunner Lyle N-09966 N.2-10606 
Bryan Chad W-VV-080 N.2-266 
Bryson Marc 207 N.2-20020 
Bryson Sean N-06589 N.2-7209 
Bucari Lawrence N-16730 N.2-17447 
Buchanan Kenneth 1939 N.2-21256 
Buchanan Robert 1548 N.2-20905 
Buchberger David N-17551 N.2-18276 
Buck Amanda N-04161 N.2-4716 
Buck Andrew N-00362 N.2-877 
Buck Daniel N-05618 N.2-6218 
Buckalew Dwain N-06335 N.2-6941 
Buckalew Dwain N-08046 N.2-8676 
Buckalew Dwain N-08073 N.2-8703 
Buckel Neal N-16990 N.2-17707 
Buckley Cory 166 N.2-19996 
Buckley Steven N-12653 N.2-13328 
Buckner Craig N-00473 N.2-1022 
Buckner Craig N-00516 N.2-1065 
Buckner Craig N-00536 N.2-1085 
Buckner Craig N-00571 N.2-1120 
Buckner Craig N-00657 N.2-1206 
Buckner Craig N-00712 N.2-1261 
Buckner Craig N-00752 N.2-1301 
Buckner Craig N-00803 N.2-1352 
Buckner Craig N-00866 N.2-1415 
Buckner Craig N-00880 N.2-1429 
Buckner Craig N-01067 N.2-1616 
Buckner Craig N-01139 N.2-1688 
Buckner Craig N-01191 N.2-1740 
Buckner Craig N-01209 N.2-1758 
Buckner Craig N-01274 N.2-1823 
Buckner Craig N-01342 N.2-1891 
Buckner Craig N-01415 N.2-1964 
Buckner Craig N-01417 N.2-1966 
Buckner Craig N-01457 N.2-2006 
Buckner Craig N-01543 N.2-2092 
Buckner Craig N-01569 N.2-2118 
Buckner Craig N-01640 N.2-2189 
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Buckner Craig N-01679 N.2-2228 
Buckner Craig N-01695 N.2-2244 
Buckner Craig N-01727 N.2-2276 
Buckner Craig N-01759 N.2-2308 
Buckner Craig N-01796 N.2-2345 
Buckner Craig N-04625 N.2-5201 
Buckner Susan N-00569 N.2-1118 
Buckner Susan N-00679 N.2-1228 
Buckner Susan N-00806 N.2-1355 
Buckner Susan N-00864 N.2-1413 
Buckner Susan N-01420 N.2-1969 
Buckner Susan N-01549 N.2-2098 
Buckner Susan N-01726 N.2-2275 
Buckner Susan N-04212 N.2-4771 
Buckner Susan N-04234 N.2-4795 
Buckner Susan N-04264 N.2-4826 
Buckner Susan N-04279 N.2-4842 
Buckner Susan N-04300 N.2-4863 
Buckner Susan N-04323 N.2-4887 
Buckner Susan N-04339 N.2-4905 
Buckner Susan N-04381 N.2-4949 
Buckner Susan N-04401 N.2-4970 
Buckner Susan N-04434 N.2-5004 
Buckner Susan N-04459 N.2-5029 
Buckner Susan N-04483 N.2-5053 
Buckner Susan N-04554 N.2-5127 
Buckner Susan N-04582 N.2-5156 
Buckner Susan N-04598 N.2-5173 
Buckner Susan N-04629 N.2-5205 
Buckner Susan N-04654 N.2-5230 
Buckner Susan N-04677 N.2-5254 
Buckner Susan N-04709 N.2-5287 
Buckner Susan N-04814 N.2-5395 
Buckner Susan N-04834 N.2-5416 
Buckner Susan N-08020 N.2-8650 
Buckner Susan N-08203 N.2-8833 
Buday Richard N-03377 N.2-3929 
Buffa Patrick 894 N.2-20443 
Bugbee Robert 900 N.2-20447 
Buhrmaster Dawn N-18579 N.2-19313 
Buhrmaster Donald N-18525 N.2-19259 
Buhrmaster Donnie N-13848 N.2-14557 
Buler Greg N-11865 N.2-12533 
Bunch Jason W-ON-027 N.2-67 
Bunch Jason W-ON-028 N.2-68 
Bunch Jason W-ON-030 N.2-70 
Bunch Jason W-ON-134 N.2-179 
Bunch Justin N-03120 N.2-3672 
Bunch Justin N-08737 N.2-9373 
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Bunckley Frederick N-13970 N.2-14679 
Bundy Ryan 1124 N.2-20600 
Bunker Joe 433 N.2-20160 
Bunker Joseph N-02129 N.2-2680 
Bunker Joseph N-02316 N.2-2867 
Bunkley Frederick N-02810 N.2-3362 
Bunkley Frederick N-02819 N.2-3371 
Bunkley Frederick N-02846 N.2-3398 
Bunkley Frederick N-02925 N.2-3477 
Bunkley Frederick N-03055 N.2-3607 
Bunkley Frederick N-03056 N.2-3608 
Bunkley Frederick N-03101 N.2-3653 
Bunkley Frederick N-03115 N.2-3667 
Bunkley Frederick N-03261 N.2-3813 
Bunkley Frederick N-03333 N.2-3885 
Bunkley Frederick N-10262 N.2-10902 
Bunkley Frederick N-14032 N.2-14741 
Bunkley Frederick N-14053 N.2-14762 
Bunkley Frederick N-14137 N.2-14847 
Bunkley Frederick N-14155 N.2-14865 
Bunkley Frederick N-14172 N.2-14882 
Bunkley Frederick N-14202 N.2-14912 
Bunkley Frederick N-14238 N.2-14948 
Bunkley Frederick N-14306 N.2-15017 
Bunkley Frederick N-14307 N.2-15018 
Bunkley Frederick N-14547 N.2-15260 
Bunkley Frederick N-15718 N.2-16434 
Bunkley Frederick N-15746 N.2-16462 
Bunkley Frederick N-15775 N.2-16491 
Bunkley Frederick N-15812 N.2-16528 
Bunting Bryan N-05211 N.2-5801 
Bunting Bryan N-05520 N.2-6117 
Bunting Bryan N-12776 N.2-13468 
Bunting Bryan N-13612 N.2-14321 
Bunting Bryan N-16639 N.2-17356 
Bunting Bryan N-16946 N.2-17663 
Bunting Ken 174 N.2-20001 
Bunting Skyler N-13534 N.2-14243 
Burg Thaddis N-00001 N.2-434 
Burger Erin N-08719 N.2-9355 
Burgess Dave 1685 N.2-21028 
Burk Jacob N-11863 N.2-12531 
Burk Jacob N-12025 N.2-12693 
Burk Kevin N-05830 N.2-6432 
Burk Kevin N-13318 N.2-14027 
Burk Kevin N-13514 N.2-14223 
Burk Kevin N-16960 N.2-17677 
Burke Aaron 531 N.2-20221 
Burke Aaron N-17107 N.2-17824 
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Burke Don 1355 N.2-20785 
Burke Donald 154 N.2-19988 
Burkett Josh N-02780 N.2-3332 
Burkett Josh N-02837 N.2-3389 
Burkett Josh N-02915 N.2-3467 
Burkett Josh N-02926 N.2-3478 
Burkett Josh N-02990 N.2-3542 
Burkett Josh N-03038 N.2-3590 
Burkett Josh N-03129 N.2-3681 
Burkett Josh N-03149 N.2-3701 
Burkett Josh N-03157 N.2-3709 
Burkett Josh N-03242 N.2-3794 
Burkett Josh N-03277 N.2-3829 
Burkett Josh N-03416 N.2-3968 
Burkett Josh N-10159 N.2-10799 
Burkett Josh N-13989 N.2-14698 
Burkett Josh N-14031 N.2-14740 
Burkett Josh N-14095 N.2-14804 
Burkett Josh N-14115 N.2-14825 
Burkett Josh N-14136 N.2-14846 
Burkett Josh N-14203 N.2-14913 
Burkett Josh N-14303 N.2-15014 
Burkett Josh N-14304 N.2-15015 
Burkett Josh N-14455 N.2-15167 
Burkett Josh N-14546 N.2-15259 
Burkett Josh  N-03351 N.2-3903 
Burkett Joshua N-15744 N.2-16460 
Burkett Joshua N-15774 N.2-16490 
Burkhart Daniel 1649 N.2-20998 
Burmood Daniel W-ON-121 N.2-162 
Burns Andrew N-00637 N.2-1186 
Burns Ben N-06586 N.2-7206 
Burns Ben N-08614 N.2-9250 
Burns John 1182 N.2-20648 
Burns Ray 615 N.2-20272 
Burreson Derek 1839 N.2-21160 
Burt Michael N-02157 N.2-2708 
Burt Michael N-02494 N.2-3045 
Burt Mike N-18008 N.2-18742 
Burt Mike N-18271 N.2-19005 
Burt Mike N-18444 N.2-19178 
Burt Mike N-18514 N.2-19248 
Burt Mike N-18557 N.2-19291 
Burt  Mike N-18401 N.2-19135 
Burton Andrew N-09988 N.2-10628 
Burton Ashley 2127 N.2-21424 
Burton Laurie W-ON-136 N.2-183 
Burton Westlee 2087 N.2-21393 
Busch James N-17299 N.2-18017 
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Busch Jim 647 N.2-20289 
Busch Jim N-04397 N.2-4966 
Busch Jim N-04518 N.2-5090 
Busch Jim N-04809 N.2-5390 
Busch Jim N-04836 N.2-5418 
Busch Jim N-04854 N.2-5437 
Bush Aaron N-03446 N.2-3998 
Bush Aaron N-03482 N.2-4034 
Bush Aaron N-03507 N.2-4059 
Bush Aaron N-03531 N.2-4083 
Bush Aaron N-03532 N.2-4084 
Bush Aaron N-03571 N.2-4123 
Bush Aaron N-03618 N.2-4170 
Bush Aaron N-03646 N.2-4198 
Bush Aaron N-03669 N.2-4221 
Bush Aaron N-03689 N.2-4241 
Bush Aaron N-03706 N.2-4258 
Bush Aaron N-03718 N.2-4270 
Bush Aaron N-03740 N.2-4292 
Bush Aaron N-03764 N.2-4316 
Bush Aaron N-03786 N.2-4338 
Bush Aaron N-03805 N.2-4357 
Bush Aaron N-03835 N.2-4387 
Bush Aaron N-03854 N.2-4406 
Bush Aaron N-03875 N.2-4427 
Bush Aaron N-03901 N.2-4453 
Bush Aaron N-03937 N.2-4489 
Bush Aaron N-03963 N.2-4515 
Bush Aaron N-03985 N.2-4537 
Bush Aaron N-04028 N.2-4580 
Bush Aaron N-04055 N.2-4607 
Bush Aaron N-04076 N.2-4628 
Bush Aaron N-04099 N.2-4651 
Bush Anthony 1328 N.2-20769 
Bush Anthony N-06723 N.2-7349 
Bush Anthony N-06757 N.2-7383 
Bush Anthony N-06780 N.2-7406 
Bush Anthony N-06803 N.2-7429 
Bush Anthony N-06834 N.2-7460 
Bush Anthony N-06874 N.2-7500 
Bush Anthony N-06911 N.2-7537 
Bush Anthony N-06912 N.2-7538 
Bush Anthony N-06938 N.2-7564 
Bush Anthony N-06970 N.2-7599 
Bush Anthony N-07029 N.2-7659 
Bush Anthony N-07074 N.2-7704 
Bush Anthony N-07104 N.2-7734 
Bush Anthony N-07140 N.2-7770 
Bush Anthony N-07174 N.2-7804 
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Bush Anthony N-07215 N.2-7845 
Bush Anthony N-07262 N.2-7892 
Bush Anthony N-07291 N.2-7921 
Bush Anthony N-07337 N.2-7967 
Bush Anthony N-07379 N.2-8009 
Bush Anthony N-07412 N.2-8042 
Bush Anthony N-07456 N.2-8086 
Bush Anthony N-07476 N.2-8106 
Bush Anthony N-07494 N.2-8124 
Bush Anthony N-07517 N.2-8147 
Bush Anthony N-07539 N.2-8169 
Bush Anthony N-16602 N.2-17319 
Bush Anthony N-16719 N.2-17436 
Bush Anthony N-16775 N.2-17492 
Bush Anthony N-16829 N.2-17546 
Bush Anthony N-16846 N.2-17563 
Bush Anthony N-16929 N.2-17646 
Bush Anthony N-16970 N.2-17687 
Bush Anthony N-17044 N.2-17761 
Bush Brian N-09319 N.2-9959 
Bush Elaise N-18796 N.2-19756 
Bush Jon N-18717 N.2-19555 
Bush Jon W-VV-114 N.2-300 
Bush Marie N-00667 N.2-1216 
Bush Marie N-00810 N.2-1359 
Bush Marie N-01353 N.2-1902 
Bush Marie N-01354 N.2-1903 
Bush Marie N-01683 N.2-2232 
Bush Marie N-10746 N.2-11412 
Bush Marie N-10770 N.2-11436 
Bush Marie N-10786 N.2-11452 
Bush Marie N-10798 N.2-11464 
Bush Marie N-10820 N.2-11487 
Bush Marie N-14556 N.2-15269 
Bush Marie N-14573 N.2-15286 
Bush Marie N-14596 N.2-15309 
Bush Marie N-14615 N.2-15328 
Bush Marie N-14641 N.2-15354 
Bush Marie N-14664 N.2-15377 
Bush Marie N-14688 N.2-15401 
Bush Marie N-14726 N.2-15439 
Bush Marie N-14798 N.2-15511 
Bush Marie N-14828 N.2-15541 
Bush Marie N-14854 N.2-15567 
Bush Marie N-14892 N.2-15606 
Bush Marie N-14917 N.2-15631 
Bush Marie N-14937 N.2-15651 
Bush Marie N-14973 N.2-15687 
Bush Marie N-15021 N.2-15735 
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Bush Marie N-15039 N.2-15753 
Bush Marie N-15056 N.2-15770 
Bush Rachel N-04025 N.2-4577 
Bush Valerie N-00301 N.2-794 
Busick Gilbert 2065 N.2-21373 
Busit Jon N-00299 N.2-792 
Buter Brad N-01872 N.2-2421 
Buter Brad N-01897 N.2-2446 
Buter Brad N-01964 N.2-2515 
Buter Brad N-02022 N.2-2573 
Buter Brad N-02063 N.2-2614 
Buter Brad N-02110 N.2-2661 
Buter Brad N-02176 N.2-2727 
Buter Brad N-02225 N.2-2776 
Buter Brad N-02243 N.2-2794 
Buter Brad N-02279 N.2-2830 
Buter Brad N-02298 N.2-2849 
Buter Brad N-02327 N.2-2878 
Buter Brad N-02375 N.2-2926 
Buter Brad N-02412 N.2-2963 
Buter Brad N-02413 N.2-2964 
Buter Brad N-02446 N.2-2997 
Buter Brad N-02484 N.2-3035 
Buter Brad N-02518 N.2-3069 
Buter Brad N-02543 N.2-3094 
Buter Brad N-02569 N.2-3120 
Buter Brad N-02596 N.2-3147 
Buter Brad N-02623 N.2-3175 
Buter Brad N-02646 N.2-3198 
Buter Brad N-02669 N.2-3221 
Buter Brad N-02690 N.2-3242 
Buter Brad N-02712 N.2-3264 
Buter Brad N-02734 N.2-3286 
Buter Brad N-04413 N.2-4982 
Buter Brad N-04444 N.2-5014 
Buter Brad N-04536 N.2-5108 
Buter Brad N-04641 N.2-5217 
Buter Brad N-04665 N.2-5241 
Buter Brad N-04866 N.2-5449 
Buter Brad N-04915 N.2-5501 
Buter Brad N-04916 N.2-5502 
Buter Brad N-04925 N.2-5511 
Buter Brad N-04938 N.2-5524 
Buter Brad N-04960 N.2-5546 
Buter Brad N-04977 N.2-5563 
Buter Brad N-05002 N.2-5588 
Buter Brad N-05018 N.2-5604 
Buter Brad N-05034 N.2-5620 
Buter Brad N-05035 N.2-5621 
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Buter Brad N-05052 N.2-5638 
Buter Brad N-05090 N.2-5678 
Buter Brad N-05105 N.2-5693 
Buter Brad N-05118 N.2-5708 
Buter Brad N-05170 N.2-5760 
Buter Brad N-05201 N.2-5791 
Buter Brad N-05223 N.2-5813 
Buter Brad N-05224 N.2-5814 
Buter Brad N-05283 N.2-5874 
Buter Brad N-05297 N.2-5888 
Buter Brad N-05320 N.2-5917 
Buter Brad N-05345 N.2-5942 
Buter Brad N-05370 N.2-5967 
Buter Brad N-05405 N.2-6002 
Buter Brad N-05442 N.2-6039 
Buter Brad N-05465 N.2-6062 
Buter Brad N-05538 N.2-6135 
Buter Brad N-08751 N.2-9387 
Buter Brad N-08784 N.2-9420 
Buter Brad N-08991 N.2-9628 
Buter Brad N-13268 N.2-13977 
Buter Greg N-11692 N.2-12360 
Butler Ann 1020 N.2-20529 
Butler Brad N-08327 N.2-8957 
Butler Brad N-08384 N.2-9014 
Butler Brad N-08451 N.2-9087 
Butler Brad N-08551 N.2-9187 
Butler Brad N-08609 N.2-9245 
Butler Chris 1019 N.2-20528 
Butler Tracy 1016 N.2-20526 
Butning Bryan N-05357 N.2-5954 
Buzza Dale N-00407 N.2-922 
Buzza Dale N-00408 N.2-923 
Buzza Gary N-18712 N.2-19526 
Buzza Justina N-00424 N.2-958 
Buzza Phyllis & Rus N-00428 N.2-969 
Buzza Robin N-00429 N.2-972 
Byars Christopher W-ON-118 N.2-159 
Byassee Daryl N-05151 N.2-5741 
Byassee Daryl N-15019 N.2-15733 
Byrd David 1381 N.2-20799 
Byrd Gary W-VV-135 N.2-321 
Byrd Patty W-VV-134 N.2-320 
Byrd Randy N-00243 N.2-693 
Byrd Robert 1363 N.2-20789 
Byrd Roger N-10610 N.2-11268 
Cabrol Jaysin N-09911 N.2-10551 
Cabrol Jaysin N-09983 N.2-10623 
Cabrol Jaysin N-10022 N.2-10662 
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Cabrol Jaysin N-10141 N.2-10781 
Cabrol Jaysin N-10301 N.2-10941 
Caddy Joe N-15307 N.2-16021 
Caddy Joe N-15329 N.2-16043 
Caddy Joe N-15577 N.2-16293 
Cadiz Inc. N-18663 N.2-19411 
Caffey Deanie N-18723 N.2-19576 
Cage Chris N-17370 N.2-18089 
Cagle Christopher N-12663 N.2-13338 
Cagle Christopher N-15091 N.2-15805 
Cagle Christopher N-15135 N.2-15849 
Cagle Christopher N-15154 N.2-15868 
Cagle Christopher N-15182 N.2-15896 
Cagle Christopher N-15183 N.2-15897 
Cagle Christopher N-15209 N.2-15923 
Cagle Christopher N-15240 N.2-15954 
Cagle Christopher N-15252 N.2-15966 
Cagle Christopher N-15290 N.2-16004 
Cagle Christopher N-15318 N.2-16032 
Cagle Christopher N-15338 N.2-16052 
Cagle Christopher N-15359 N.2-16073 
Cagle Christopher N-15459 N.2-16175 
Cagle Christopher N-15479 N.2-16195 
Cagle Christopher N-15497 N.2-16213 
Cagle Christopher N-15516 N.2-16232 
Cagle Christopher N-15552 N.2-16268 
Cagle Christopher N-15580 N.2-16296 
Cagle Christopher N-15583 N.2-16299 
Cagle Christopher N-15606 N.2-16322 
Cagle Christopher N-15626 N.2-16342 
Cagle Christopher N-15646 N.2-16362 
Cagle Christopher N-15671 N.2-16387 
Cagle Christopher N-15696 N.2-16412 
Cagliero Bricen N-17247 N.2-17965 
Cagliero Jon N-17326 N.2-18044 
Cagliero Michela N-17443 N.2-18167 
Cagliero Samantha N-17505 N.2-18230 
Cahffins Rick N-17142 N.2-17859 
Cahill Justin 107 N.2-19954 
Cain Jon N-08368 N.2-8998 
Calderon Roy 2123 N.2-21421 
Caldwell Daniel N-04721 N.2-5299 
Calhoun Brian N-17525 N.2-18250 
California Association of 4W Drive Clubs N-00303 N.2-796 
California Association of 4W Drive Clubs N-06997 N.2-7627 
California Association of 4W Drive Clubs N-07537 N.2-8167 
California Association of 4W Drive Clubs N-10701 N.2-11363 
California Association of 4W Drive Clubs N-14978 N.2-15692 
California Desert Coalition 2287 N.2-21598 
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California State Lands Commission N-18847 N.2-19807 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00410 N.2-928 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00411 N.2-931 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00412 N.2-932 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00413 N.2-933 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00414 N.2-936 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00415 N.2-937 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00416 N.2-938 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00417 N.2-939 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00418 N.2-940 
California Trail Users Coalition N-00419 N.2-945 
California Trail Users Coalition O-ON-007 N.2-388 
Callicott Charles 305 N.2-20081 
Calvert Steven N-12042 N.2-12710 
Calvert Steven N-16637 N.2-17354 
Calvert Steven N-16686 N.2-17403 
Calvert Steven N-16754 N.2-17471 
Calvert Steven N-16935 N.2-17652 
Calvert Steven N-16977 N.2-17694 
Calvert Steven N-17049 N.2-17766 
Calvert Steven N-17071 N.2-17788 
Calvert Steven N-17147 N.2-17864 
Camara Chris N-07032 N.2-7662 
Camerano James 1658 N.2-21007 
Camerano James 1659 N.2-21007 
Camgros Tyler N-05158 N.2-5748 
Camgros Tyler N-05435 N.2-6032 
Camgros Tyler N-05498 N.2-6095 
Campbell Aaron N-12775 N.2-13463 
Campbell Matthew N-06513 N.2-7131 
Campbell Rob N-04123 N.2-4676 
Campbell Rob  N-04060 N.2-4612 
Campbell Vicki 1855 N.2-21177 
cannon chad 443 N.2-20166 
Cannon Chad N-05183 N.2-5773 
Cannon Chad N-05473 N.2-6070 
Cannon Chad N-12160 N.2-12828 
Cannon Chad N-13931 N.2-14640 
Cannon Emalee N-05104 N.2-5692 
Cannon Emalee N-05203 N.2-5793 
Cannon Emalee N-05300 N.2-5891 
Cano Christopher 1603 N.2-20955 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15219 N.2-15933 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15247 N.2-15961 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15274 N.2-15988 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15336 N.2-16050 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15355 N.2-16069 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15377 N.2-16092 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15408 N.2-16123 
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Cantelmo Kyle N-15417 N.2-16132 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15432 N.2-16148 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15455 N.2-16171 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15483 N.2-16199 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15539 N.2-16255 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15558 N.2-16274 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15591 N.2-16307 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15609 N.2-16325 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15652 N.2-16368 
Cantelmo Kyle N-15681 N.2-16397 
Cantrall Allen O-ON-016 N.2-398 
Capozza John N-13047 N.2-13752 
Capp Richard 1517 N.2-20880 
Cappa John N-17174 N.2-17891 
Cappa John N-17256 N.2-17974 
Cappa John N-17279 N.2-17997 
Cappa John N-17596 N.2-18322 
Cappa John N-17847 N.2-18576 
Cappello Brad N-12367 N.2-13035 
Cappello Brad N-12988 N.2-13693 
Cappello Brad N-13091 N.2-13796 
Caproni Stephen 550 N.2-20232 
Caracciolo Jessica N-05427 N.2-6024 
Caracciolo Jessica N-05891 N.2-6493 
Caracciolo Jessica N-05946 N.2-6548 
Caracciolo Jessica N-06163 N.2-6766 
Cardenas Andres 896 N.2-20445 
Cardenas Andres N-08707 N.2-9343 
Cardenas Andres N-09400 N.2-10040 
Carey Kevin N-14193 N.2-14903 
Carey Kevin N-14444 N.2-15156 
Carlin Kenneth 2153 N.2-21446 
Carlisle Patrice 2048 N.2-21359 
Carlisle Paul 1152 N.2-20622 
Carlisle Robert 2070 N.2-21378 
Carlisle Robert 2071 N.2-21378 
Carlo Allice N-06067 N.2-6670 
Carlson Benjamin N-14401 N.2-15113 
Carlson Benjamin N-15796 N.2-16512 
Carlson Clifford N-00267 N.2-722 
Carlson Derek N-06352 N.2-6958 
Carlson Jon 2099 N.2-21402 
Carlson Lyle 1825 N.2-21147 
Carlstrom Peter N-10386 N.2-11028 
Carlstrom Peter N-10388 N.2-11030 
Carlstrom Peter N-10420 N.2-11063 
Carlstrom Peter N-10448 N.2-11092 
Carlstrom Peter N-10479 N.2-11125 
Carlstrom Peter N-10504 N.2-11158 
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Carlstrom Peter N-10533 N.2-11188 
Carlstrom Peter N-10556 N.2-11212 
Carlstrom Peter N-10580 N.2-11237 
Carlstrom Peter N-10603 N.2-11261 
Carlstrom Peter N-10636 N.2-11295 
Carlstrom Peter N-10651 N.2-11311 
Carlstrom Peter N-10666 N.2-11327 
Carlstrom Peter N-10696 N.2-11358 
Carlstrom Peter N-12484 N.2-13152 
Carlstrom Peter N-12537 N.2-13206 
Carlstrom Peter N-12576 N.2-13247 
Carlstrom Peter N-12590 N.2-13262 
Carlstrom Peter N-12612 N.2-13285 
Carlstrom Peter N-12630 N.2-13304 
Carlstrom Peter N-12639 N.2-13313 
Carlstrom Peter N-12668 N.2-13343 
Carlstrom Peter N-12703 N.2-13380 
Carlstrom Peter N-13152 N.2-13858 
Carlstrom Peter N-13168 N.2-13874 
Carlstrom Peter N-13186 N.2-13893 
Carlstrom Peter N-13206 N.2-13914 
Carpenter Jeff N-02741 N.2-3293 
Carpenter Jeff N-02812 N.2-3364 
Carpenter Jeff N-02839 N.2-3391 
Carpenter Jeff N-02867 N.2-3419 
Carpenter Jeff N-03011 N.2-3563 
Carpenter Jeff N-03031 N.2-3583 
Carpenter Jeff N-03113 N.2-3665 
Carpenter Jeff N-03173 N.2-3725 
Carpenter Jeff N-03260 N.2-3812 
Carpenter Jeff N-03283 N.2-3835 
Carpenter Jeff N-03335 N.2-3887 
Carpenter Jeff N-04609 N.2-5184 
Carpenter Jeff N-04643 N.2-5219 
Carpenter Jeff N-08335 N.2-8965 
Carpenter Jeff N-08405 N.2-9035 
Carpenter Jeff N-08472 N.2-9108 
Carpenter Jeff N-08502 N.2-9138 
Carpenter Jeff N-08586 N.2-9222 
Carpenter Jeff N-08663 N.2-9299 
Carpenter Jeff N-08815 N.2-9451 
Carpenter Jeff N-08871 N.2-9507 
Carpenter Jeff N-08899 N.2-9536 
Carpenter Jeff N-08946 N.2-9583 
Carpenter Jeff N-08978 N.2-9615 
Carpenter Jeff N-09004 N.2-9641 
Carpenter Jeff N-09030 N.2-9667 
Carpenter Jeff N-09799 N.2-10439 
Carpenter Jeff N-10072 N.2-10712 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-69  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Carpenter Jeff N-10112 N.2-10752 
Carpenter Jeff N-10173 N.2-10813 
Carpenter Jeff N-10233 N.2-10873 
Carpenter Jeff N-11506 N.2-12174 
Carpenter Jeff N-11528 N.2-12196 
Carpenter Jeff N-11529 N.2-12197 
Carpenter Jeff N-11554 N.2-12222 
Carpenter Jeff N-11582 N.2-12250 
Carpenter Jeff N-11587 N.2-12255 
Carpenter Jeff N-11614 N.2-12282 
Carpenter Jeff N-11623 N.2-12291 
Carpenter Jeff N-11647 N.2-12315 
Carpenter Jeff N-11665 N.2-12333 
Carpenter Jeff N-11695 N.2-12363 
Carpenter Jeff N-11726 N.2-12394 
Carpenter Jeff N-11736 N.2-12404 
Carpenter Jeff N-11775 N.2-12443 
Carpenter Jeff N-11801 N.2-12469 
Carpenter Jeff N-11818 N.2-12486 
Carpenter Jeff N-11832 N.2-12500 
Carpenter Jeff N-11852 N.2-12520 
Carpenter Jeff N-11884 N.2-12552 
Carpenter Jeff N-11886 N.2-12554 
Carpenter Jeff N-11921 N.2-12589 
Carpenter Jeff N-11944 N.2-12612 
Carpenter Jeff N-11974 N.2-12642 
Carpenter Jeff N-11997 N.2-12665 
Carpenter Jeff N-12091 N.2-12759 
Carpenter Jeff N-13234 N.2-13943 
Carpenter Jeff N-13292 N.2-14001 
Carpenter Jeff N-13418 N.2-14127 
Carpenter Jeff N-13475 N.2-14184 
Carpenter Jeff N-14043 N.2-14752 
Carpenter Jeff N-15710 N.2-16426 
Carpenter Jeff N-15850 N.2-16567 
Carpenter Jeff N-15873 N.2-16590 
Carpenter Jeff N-15896 N.2-16613 
Carpenter Jeff N-15917 N.2-16634 
Carpenter Jeff N-15938 N.2-16655 
Carpenter Jeff N-15961 N.2-16678 
Carpenter Jeff N-15978 N.2-16695 
Carpenter Jeff N-15993 N.2-16710 
Carpenter Jeff N-16021 N.2-16738 
Carpenter Jeff N-16047 N.2-16764 
Carpenter Jeff N-16073 N.2-16790 
Carpenter Jeff N-16098 N.2-16815 
Carpenter Jeff N-16133 N.2-16850 
Carpenter Jeff N-16164 N.2-16881 
Carpenter Jeff N-16202 N.2-16919 
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Carpenter Jeff N-16227 N.2-16944 
Carpenter Jeff N-16254 N.2-16971 
Carpenter Jeff N-16278 N.2-16995 
Carpenter Jeff N-16297 N.2-17014 
Carpenter Jeff N-16328 N.2-17045 
Carpenter Jeff N-16365 N.2-17082 
Carpenter Jeff N-16389 N.2-17106 
Carpenter Jeff N-16417 N.2-17134 
Carpenter Jeff N-16430 N.2-17147 
Carpenter Jeff N-16473 N.2-17190 
Carpenter Jeff N-16515 N.2-17232 
Carpenter Jeff N-17183 N.2-17900 
Carpenter Jeff N-17373 N.2-18093 
Carpenter Jeff N-17421 N.2-18143 
Carpenter Jeff N-17439 N.2-18163 
Carpenter Jeff N-17454 N.2-18178 
Carpenter Jeff N-17545 N.2-18270 
Carpenter Jeff N-17590 N.2-18316 
Carpenter Jeff N-17643 N.2-18369 
Carpenter Jeff N-17672 N.2-18400 
Carpenter Jeff N-17726 N.2-18455 
Carpenter Jeff N-17731 N.2-18460 
Carpenter Jeff N-17797 N.2-18526 
Carpenter Jeff N-17818 N.2-18547 
Carpenter Jeff N-17869 N.2-18598 
Carpenter Jeff N-17877 N.2-18607 
Carpenter Jeff N-17920 N.2-18651 
Carpenter Jeff N-17936 N.2-18667 
Carpenter Jeff N-17958 N.2-18691 
Carpenter Jeff N-18594 N.2-19328 
Carpenter Kim N-02782 N.2-3334 
Carpenter Kim N-02883 N.2-3435 
Carpenter Kim N-03016 N.2-3568 
Carpenter Kim N-03040 N.2-3592 
Carpenter Kim N-03071 N.2-3623 
Carpenter Kim N-03135 N.2-3687 
Carpenter Kim N-03387 N.2-3939 
Carpenter Randy N-09917 N.2-10557 
Carpenter Stan N-16626 N.2-17343 
Carpenter Stan N-16757 N.2-17474 
Carpenter Travis 408 N.2-20145 
Carpenter Travis N-01951 N.2-2500 
Carpenter Travis N-08381 N.2-9011 
Carpenter Travis N-10856 N.2-11523 
Carpenter Travis N-14565 N.2-15278 
Carpenter Travis N-14792 N.2-15505 
Carpenter Travis N-14823 N.2-15536 
Carpenter Travis N-14849 N.2-15562 
Carr Brian N-12253 N.2-12921 
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Carr Brian N-12377 N.2-13045 
Carr Brian N-12441 N.2-13109 
Carr Brian N-12946 N.2-13650 
Carr Brian N-13131 N.2-13836 
Carraher Chris N-00305 N.2-806 
Carricaburu Tony 85 N.2-19940 
Carroll David N-08373 N.2-9003 
Carroll Robert N-11382 N.2-12050 
Carroll Robert N-11467 N.2-12135 
Carroll Shawn N-14808 N.2-15521 
Carson Brian  N-04890 N.2-5475 
Carter Christopher N-06851 N.2-7477 
Carter Ken N-05017 N.2-5603 
Carter Ken N-05072 N.2-5660 
Carter Ken N-05073 N.2-5661 
Carter Ken N-05175 N.2-5765 
Carter Ken N-05199 N.2-5789 
Carter Ken N-10958 N.2-11625 
Carter Ken N-11018 N.2-11686 
Carter Ken N-11082 N.2-11750 
Carter Ken N-11111 N.2-11779 
Carter Ken N-11270 N.2-11938 
Carter Ken N-11296 N.2-11964 
Carter Ken N-11449 N.2-12117 
Carter Ken N-11478 N.2-12146 
Carter Kristen N-14581 N.2-15294 
Carter Kristen N-14602 N.2-15315 
Carter Kristen N-14624 N.2-15337 
Carter Kristen N-14648 N.2-15361 
Carter Kristen N-14674 N.2-15387 
Carter Kristen N-14779 N.2-15492 
Carter Kristen N-14814 N.2-15527 
Carter Kristen N-14838 N.2-15551 
Carter Kristen N-14871 N.2-15584 
Carter Kristen N-14895 N.2-15609 
Carter Kristen N-14921 N.2-15635 
Carter Kristen N-14979 N.2-15693 
Carter Kristen N-15064 N.2-15778 
Carter Kristen W-VV-184 N.2-375 
Carter Richard N-18443 N.2-19177 
Carter Richard W-VV-125 N.2-311 
Carter Robert N-18804 N.2-19764 
Carter Terry N-05077 N.2-5665 
Carter Terry N-05299 N.2-5890 
Carter Terry N-05321 N.2-5918 
Carter Terry N-05490 N.2-6087 
Carter Terry N-13521 N.2-14230 
Carter Terry N-13711 N.2-14420 
Carter Terry N-13914 N.2-14623 
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Cartledge Arlo N-14083 N.2-14792 
Cartledge Arlo N-14187 N.2-14897 
Cartledge Arlo N-14344 N.2-15056 
Cartledge Arlo N-14383 N.2-15095 
Cartledge Arlo N-14428 N.2-15140 
Cartledge Arlo N-14490 N.2-15203 
Cartledge Arlo N-14516 N.2-15229 
Cary John 1213 N.2-20675 
Casale John N-13405 N.2-14114 
Casale John N-13465 N.2-14174 
Casale John N-13560 N.2-14269 
Casale John N-13662 N.2-14371 
Casale John N-16546 N.2-17263 
Casale John N-16584 N.2-17301 
Casale John N-16604 N.2-17321 
Casale John N-16667 N.2-17384 
Casale John N-16683 N.2-17400 
Casale John N-16690 N.2-17407 
Casale John N-16777 N.2-17494 
Casale John N-16791 N.2-17508 
Casale John N-16795 N.2-17512 
Casale John N-16801 N.2-17518 
Casale John N-16804 N.2-17521 
Casale John N-16810 N.2-17527 
Casale John N-16827 N.2-17544 
Casale John N-16844 N.2-17561 
Casale John N-16872 N.2-17589 
Casale John N-16894 N.2-17611 
Casale John N-16924 N.2-17641 
Casale John N-16968 N.2-17685 
Casale John N-17002 N.2-17719 
Casale John N-17041 N.2-17758 
Casale John N-17068 N.2-17785 
Casale John N-17110 N.2-17827 
Casale John N-17144 N.2-17861 
Casey Julie N-05925 N.2-6527 
Casey Riley N-09242 N.2-9882 
Casey Riley N-09266 N.2-9906 
Casey Riley N-09326 N.2-9966 
Casey Riley N-09408 N.2-10048 
Casey Riley N-09461 N.2-10101 
Casey Riley N-09642 N.2-10282 
Casey Riley N-09751 N.2-10391 
Casida Logan 1758 N.2-21084 
Caskey Jesse N-10867 N.2-11534 
Caskey Matt N-03469 N.2-4021 
Caskey Matt N-03502 N.2-4054 
Caskey Matt N-03613 N.2-4165 
Caskey Matt N-03735 N.2-4287 
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Caskey Matt N-03778 N.2-4330 
Caskey Matt N-03802 N.2-4354 
Caskey Matt N-03921 N.2-4473 
Caskey Matt N-04663 N.2-5239 
Caskey Matt N-04875 N.2-5459 
Caskey Matt N-06554 N.2-7173 
Caskey Matt N-09853 N.2-10493 
Caskey Matt N-09873 N.2-10513 
Caskey Matt N-10102 N.2-10742 
Caskey Matt N-10250 N.2-10890 
Caskey Matt N-10283 N.2-10923 
Caskey Matt N-10330 N.2-10970 
Caskey Matt N-10889 N.2-11556 
Caskey Matt N-10914 N.2-11581 
Caskey Matt N-10995 N.2-11662 
Caskey Matt N-11017 N.2-11685 
Caskey Matt N-11414 N.2-12082 
Caskey Matt N-17202 N.2-17920 
Caskey Matt N-17237 N.2-17955 
Caskey Matt N-17267 N.2-17985 
Caskey Matt N-17284 N.2-18002 
Caskey Matt N-17344 N.2-18063 
Caskey Matt N-17433 N.2-18157 
Caskey Matt N-17467 N.2-18192 
Caskey Matt N-17481 N.2-18206 
Caskey Matt N-17576 N.2-18301 
Caskey Matt N-17628 N.2-18354 
Caskey Matt N-17645 N.2-18371 
Caskey Matt N-17655 N.2-18382 
Caskey Matt N-17706 N.2-18434 
Caskey Matt N-17729 N.2-18458 
Caskey Matt N-17752 N.2-18481 
Caskey Matt N-17813 N.2-18542 
Caskey Matt N-17879 N.2-18609 
Caskey Matt N-17933 N.2-18664 
Caskey Matt N-18617 N.2-19352 
Caskey Matt N-18628 N.2-19363 
Caskey Matt  N-04012 N.2-4564 
Caskey Melissa N-06397 N.2-7005 
Caskey Melissa N-11001 N.2-11669 
Casper Adam 1350 N.2-20782 
Casper Adam 1576 N.2-20931 
Casper Adam 1807 N.2-21128 
Casteel Chris 2000 N.2-21311 
Castillo David N-07048 N.2-7678 
Castillo Jennifer N-13769 N.2-14478 
Castillo Nils N-13708 N.2-14417 
Castine Jon  N-04539 N.2-5111 
Casto James 263 N.2-20056 
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Castro Gaston N-05664 N.2-6265 
Castro Gaston N-05678 N.2-6279 
Castro Gaston N-05699 N.2-6300 
Castro Gaston N-05709 N.2-6310 
Castro Gaston N-05723 N.2-6324 
Castro Gaston N-05736 N.2-6337 
Castro Gaston N-05757 N.2-6358 
Castro Gaston N-05770 N.2-6372 
Castro Gaston N-05779 N.2-6381 
Castro Gaston N-05785 N.2-6387 
Castro Gaston N-05803 N.2-6405 
Castro Gaston N-05818 N.2-6420 
Castro Gaston N-05838 N.2-6440 
Castro Gaston N-05877 N.2-6479 
Castro Gaston N-05948 N.2-6550 
Castro Gaston N-05966 N.2-6568 
Castro Gaston N-06025 N.2-6628 
Castro Gaston N-06026 N.2-6629 
Castro Gaston N-06046 N.2-6649 
Castro Gaston N-06069 N.2-6672 
Castro Gaston N-06125 N.2-6728 
Castro Gaston N-06137 N.2-6740 
Castro Gaston N-06144 N.2-6747 
Castro Gaston N-06167 N.2-6770 
Cates Clint N-06507 N.2-7125 
Cates Jim N-00176 N.2-624 
Cates Paul 1840 N.2-21161 
Catuegno Lujan N-07049 N.2-7679 
Catuegno Lujan N-07241 N.2-7871 
Catz Brin N-05524 N.2-6121 
Caudill Donnie N-09228 N.2-9868 
Caudill Donnie N-09293 N.2-9933 
Caudill Donnie N-09451 N.2-10091 
Caudill Donnie N-09475 N.2-10115 
Cauthen  Joshua N-13875 N.2-14584 
Cauthen Joshu N-13610 N.2-14319 
Cauthen Joshua 482 N.2-20191 
Cauthen Joshua N-13339 N.2-14048 
Cauthen Joshua N-13373 N.2-14082 
Cauthen Joshua N-13403 N.2-14112 
Cauthen Joshua N-13425 N.2-14134 
Cauthen Joshua N-13443 N.2-14152 
Cauthen Joshua N-13463 N.2-14172 
Cauthen Joshua N-13480 N.2-14189 
Cauthen Joshua N-13500 N.2-14209 
Cauthen Joshua N-13516 N.2-14225 
Cauthen Joshua N-13557 N.2-14266 
Cauthen Joshua N-13634 N.2-14343 
Cauthen Joshua N-13659 N.2-14368 
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Cauthen Joshua N-13685 N.2-14394 
Cauthen Joshua N-13723 N.2-14432 
Cauthen Joshua N-13744 N.2-14453 
Cauthen Joshua N-13758 N.2-14467 
Cauthen Joshua N-13781 N.2-14490 
Cauthen Joshua N-13802 N.2-14511 
Cauthen Joshua N-13824 N.2-14533 
Cauthen Joshua N-13854 N.2-14563 
Cauthen Joshua N-13945 N.2-14654 
Cauthen Joshua N-15846 N.2-16563 
Cauthen Joshua N-15867 N.2-16584 
Cauthen Joshua N-15889 N.2-16606 
Cauthen Joshua N-15929 N.2-16646 
Cauthen Joshua N-15953 N.2-16670 
Cauthen Joshua N-15971 N.2-16688 
Cauthen Joshua N-15989 N.2-16706 
Cauthen Joshua N-16007 N.2-16724 
Cauthen Joshua N-16033 N.2-16750 
Cauthen Joshua N-18043 N.2-18777 
Cauthen Joshua N-18561 N.2-19295 
Cauthen Lisa N-05663 N.2-6264 
Cauthen Lisa N-05686 N.2-6287 
Cauthen Lisa N-05697 N.2-6298 
Cauthen Lisa N-05708 N.2-6309 
Cauthen Lisa N-05721 N.2-6322 
Cauthen Lisa N-05733 N.2-6334 
Cauthen Lisa N-05750 N.2-6351 
Cauthen Lisa N-05766 N.2-6368 
Cauthen Lisa N-05775 N.2-6377 
Cauthen Lisa N-05784 N.2-6386 
Cauthen Lisa N-05801 N.2-6403 
Cauthen Lisa N-05835 N.2-6437 
Cauthen Lisa N-05857 N.2-6459 
Cauthen Lisa N-05889 N.2-6491 
Cauthen Lisa N-05941 N.2-6543 
Cauthen Lisa N-05960 N.2-6562 
Cauthen Lisa N-05988 N.2-6591 
Cauthen Lisa N-06017 N.2-6620 
Cauthen Lisa N-06018 N.2-6621 
Cauthen Lisa N-06039 N.2-6642 
Cauthen Lisa N-06060 N.2-6663 
Cauthen Lisa N-06102 N.2-6705 
Cauthen Lisa N-06131 N.2-6734 
Cauthen Lisa N-06140 N.2-6743 
Cauthen Lisa N-06156 N.2-6759 
Cauthen Lisa N-16781 N.2-17498 
Cauthen Lisa N-16936 N.2-17653 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16054 N.2-16771 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16085 N.2-16802 
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Cauthen  Joshua N-16109 N.2-16826 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16148 N.2-16865 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16175 N.2-16892 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16176 N.2-16893 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16210 N.2-16927 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16236 N.2-16953 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16286 N.2-17003 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16306 N.2-17023 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16340 N.2-17057 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16399 N.2-17116 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16425 N.2-17142 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16446 N.2-17163 
Cauthen  Joshua N-16495 N.2-17212 
Cecil Eric N-17926 N.2-18657 
Cecil James N-15205 N.2-15919 
Ceeko Shawn N-00678 N.2-1227 
Ceeko Shawn N-10637 N.2-11296 
Ceeko Shawn N-16949 N.2-17666 
Center for Biological Diversity 2320 N.2-21661 
Center for Biological Diversity N-18664 N.2-19452 
Cepielik Jeff O-ON-025 N.2-408 
Cervantes Karen W-ON-031 N.2-71 
Chaapel Robert 812 N.2-20396 
Chaffins Rick N-01970 N.2-2521 
Chaffins Rick N-02333 N.2-2884 
Chaffins Rick N-09183 N.2-9823 
Chaffins Rick N-09298 N.2-9938 
Chaffins Rick N-09354 N.2-9994 
Chaffins Rick N-09748 N.2-10388 
Chaffins Rick N-16587 N.2-17304 
Chamberlain Joe 369 N.2-20122 
chamberlain matt 163 N.2-19994 
Chamberlain Paul 368 N.2-20122 
Chambers Darin 1822 N.2-21144 
Chambless Anna M. N-00082 N.2-523 
Champagne Deana W-VV-121 N.2-307 
Champagne Gordon W-VV-122 N.2-308 
Chandler Steven 1888 N.2-21209 
Chaney Matt N-01465 N.2-2014 
Chap,an Laurence 1814 N.2-21136 
Chapentier Randolph N-12961 N.2-13666 
Chapin Jennifer N-04421 N.2-4990 
Charette Bill 1982 N.2-21293 
Charland Bruse N-18511 N.2-19245 
Charpentier Crystal N-04229 N.2-4789 
Charpentier Crystal N-04293 N.2-4856 
Charpentier Crystal N-04334 N.2-4899 
Charpentier Crystal N-04354 N.2-4921 
Charpentier Crystal N-04374 N.2-4942 
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Charpentier Crystal N-04531 N.2-5103 
Charpentier Crystal N-04718 N.2-5296 
Charpentier Crystal N-04792 N.2-5373 
Charpentier Crystal N-04820 N.2-5401 
Charpentier Crystal N-04976 N.2-5562 
Charpentier Crystal N-17242 N.2-17960 
Charpentier Crystal N-17345 N.2-18064 
Charpentier Crystal N-17360 N.2-18079 
Charpentier Crystal N-17380 N.2-18100 
Charpentier Crystal N-17432 N.2-18155 
Charpentier Crystal N-17527 N.2-18252 
Charpentier Crystal N-17572 N.2-18297 
Charpentier Crystal N-17638 N.2-18364 
Charpentier Crystal N-17651 N.2-18377 
Charpentier Crystal N-17652 N.2-18378 
Charpentier Crystal N-17697 N.2-18425 
Charpentier Crystal N-17719 N.2-18447 
Charpentier Crystal N-17750 N.2-18479 
Charpentier Crystal N-17811 N.2-18540 
Charpentier Crystal N-17836 N.2-18565 
Charpentier Crystal N-17903 N.2-18633 
Charpentier Crystal N-17906 N.2-18637 
Charpentier Randolph N-12185 N.2-12853 
Charpentier Randolph N-12201 N.2-12869 
Charpentier Randolph N-12318 N.2-12986 
Charpentier Randolph N-12360 N.2-13028 
Charpentier Randolph N-12482 N.2-13150 
Charpentier Randolph N-12877 N.2-13581 
Charpentier Randolph N-12979 N.2-13684 
Charpentier Randolph N-13033 N.2-13738 
Charpentier Randolph N-13086 N.2-13791 
Charpentier Randolph N-13092 N.2-13797 
Charpentier Randy N-02748 N.2-3300 
Charpentier Randy N-02755 N.2-3307 
Charpentier Randy N-02792 N.2-3344 
Charpentier Randy N-02826 N.2-3378 
Charpentier Randy N-02854 N.2-3406 
Charpentier Randy N-02895 N.2-3447 
Charpentier Randy N-02937 N.2-3489 
Charpentier Randy N-02971 N.2-3523 
Charpentier Randy N-02997 N.2-3549 
Charpentier Randy N-03020 N.2-3572 
Charpentier Randy N-03045 N.2-3597 
Charpentier Randy N-03079 N.2-3631 
Charpentier Randy N-03110 N.2-3662 
Charpentier Randy N-03121 N.2-3673 
Charpentier Randy N-03141 N.2-3693 
Charpentier Randy N-03163 N.2-3715 
Charpentier Randy N-03184 N.2-3736 
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Charpentier Randy N-03202 N.2-3754 
Charpentier Randy N-03212 N.2-3764 
Charpentier Randy N-03233 N.2-3785 
Charpentier Randy N-03251 N.2-3803 
Charpentier Randy N-03269 N.2-3821 
Charpentier Randy N-03289 N.2-3841 
Charpentier Randy N-03300 N.2-3852 
Charpentier Randy N-03309 N.2-3861 
Charpentier Randy N-03327 N.2-3879 
Charpentier Randy N-03343 N.2-3895 
Charpentier Randy N-03396 N.2-3948 
Charpentier Randy N-06517 N.2-7135 
Charpentier Randy N-09145 N.2-9783 
Charpentier Randy N-09894 N.2-10534 
Charpentier Randy N-10043 N.2-10683 
Charpentier Randy N-10067 N.2-10707 
Charpentier Randy N-10105 N.2-10745 
Charpentier Randy N-10149 N.2-10789 
Charpentier Randy N-10227 N.2-10867 
Charpentier Randy N-10358 N.2-10998 
Charpentier Randy N-13983 N.2-14692 
Charpentier Randy N-13990 N.2-14699 
Charpentier Randy N-14014 N.2-14723 
Charpentier Randy N-14055 N.2-14764 
Charpentier Randy N-14074 N.2-14783 
Charpentier Randy N-14109 N.2-14818 
Charpentier Randy N-14128 N.2-14838 
Charpentier Randy N-14138 N.2-14848 
Charpentier Randy N-14158 N.2-14868 
Charpentier Randy N-14173 N.2-14883 
Charpentier Randy N-14223 N.2-14933 
Charpentier Randy N-14268 N.2-14979 
Charpentier Randy N-14282 N.2-14993 
Charpentier Randy N-14312 N.2-15023 
Charpentier Randy N-14325 N.2-15037 
Charpentier Randy N-14337 N.2-15049 
Charpentier Randy N-14375 N.2-15087 
Charpentier Randy N-14424 N.2-15136 
Charpentier Randy N-14460 N.2-15172 
Charpentier Randy N-14484 N.2-15197 
Charpentier Randy N-14510 N.2-15223 
Charpentier Randy N-15711 N.2-16427 
Charpentier Randy N-15723 N.2-16439 
Charpentier Randy N-15745 N.2-16461 
Charpentier Randy N-15797 N.2-16513 
Charpentier Randy N-15817 N.2-16533 
Chase Don N-00365 N.2-880 
Chase Robert N-04716 N.2-5294 
Chase Robert N-07586 N.2-8216 
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Chase Robert N-08052 N.2-8682 
Chase Robert N-08180 N.2-8810 
Chase Robert N-08270 N.2-8900 
Chase Robert N-08303 N.2-8933 
Chase Robert N-11326 N.2-11994 
Chase Robert N-11457 N.2-12125 
Chase Robert N-13333 N.2-14042 
Chase Robert N-17636 N.2-18362 
Chase Robert N-17698 N.2-18426 
Chatterton Deanne 45 N.2-19927 
Check Alec N-08518 N.2-9154 
Check Alec N-08612 N.2-9248 
Check Alec N-08884 N.2-9520 
Chelette I.M. N-18741 N.2-19689 
Cheney Mike 1842 N.2-21163 
Chenoweth Ed N-09210 N.2-9850 
Cherill Daniel N-12140 N.2-12808 
Cherill Daniel N-13060 N.2-13765 
Cherill Daniel N-16537 N.2-17254 
Cherill Daniel N-16574 N.2-17291 
Cherill Daniel N-16672 N.2-17389 
Cherill Daniel N-16750 N.2-17467 
Cherill Daniel N-16836 N.2-17553 
Cherill Daniel N-16991 N.2-17708 
Cherill Daniel N-17033 N.2-17750 
Cherry DorLinda N-00215 N.2-663 
Chick David 1663 N.2-21010 
Childress Mike W-VV-063 N.2-249 
Childs John N-09187 N.2-9827 
Childs John N-09188 N.2-9828 
Childs John N-09370 N.2-10010 
Childs John N-09407 N.2-10047 
Childs John N-09431 N.2-10071 
Childs John N-09457 N.2-10097 
Childs John N-09624 N.2-10264 
Childs John N-09717 N.2-10357 
Chong Mary Ann N-00236 N.2-685 
Chowanec Paul N-00591 N.2-1140 
Chowanec Paul N-09832 N.2-10472 
Chowanec Paul N-10229 N.2-10869 
Christensen Curtis N-07840 N.2-8470 
Christensen Curtis N-08009 N.2-8639 
Christensen Rex N-08322 N.2-8952 
Christensen Rex N-08376 N.2-9006 
Christensen Rex N-08422 N.2-9058 
Christensen Rex N-08446 N.2-9082 
Christensen Rex N-08513 N.2-9149 
Christensen Rex N-08548 N.2-9184 
Christensen Rex N-08834 N.2-9470 
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Christensen Rex N-08879 N.2-9515 
Christensen Rex N-08908 N.2-9545 
Christensen Rex N-08954 N.2-9591 
Christensen Rex N-09014 N.2-9651 
Christensen Rex N-09084 N.2-9722 
Christensen Rex N-09109 N.2-9747 
Christensen Rex N-13267 N.2-13976 
Christiansen John N-00440 N.2-989 
Christiansen John N-00444 N.2-993 
Christiansen John N-00580 N.2-1129 
Christiansen John N-00669 N.2-1218 
Christiansen John N-00760 N.2-1309 
Christiansen John N-00817 N.2-1366 
Christiansen John N-01199 N.2-1748 
Christiansen John N-01358 N.2-1907 
Christiansen John N-01473 N.2-2022 
Christiansen John N-01555 N.2-2104 
Christiansen John N-01594 N.2-2143 
Christiansen John N-01647 N.2-2196 
Christiansen John N-01686 N.2-2235 
Christiansen John N-01753 N.2-2302 
Christiansen John N-01789 N.2-2338 
Christiansen John N-01829 N.2-2378 
Christiansen John N-06748 N.2-7374 
Christiansen John N-06822 N.2-7448 
Christiansen John N-06867 N.2-7493 
Christiansen John N-06957 N.2-7584 
Christiansen John N-07059 N.2-7689 
Christiansen John N-07125 N.2-7755 
Christiansen John N-07167 N.2-7797 
Christiansen John N-07201 N.2-7831 
Christiansen John N-07432 N.2-8062 
Christiansen John N-07508 N.2-8138 
Christiansen John N-14771 N.2-15484 
Christianson James 608 N.2-20268 
Christidis Anastasios N-00386 N.2-901 
Christie Don 335 N.2-20102 
Christie Don O-VV-004 N.2-426 
Christofferson Shane N-16608 N.2-17325 
Christofferson Shane N-16942 N.2-17659 
Christopher Lawrence 2136 N.2-21431 
Chu Kevin 991 N.2-20506 
Chun John 46 N.2-19928 
Church Eric N-13089 N.2-13794 
Ciccolini Luca 840 N.2-20413 
Ciecior Colin 611 N.2-20269 
Ciecior Colin N-02823 N.2-3375 
Ciecior Colin N-03272 N.2-3824 
Ciecior Colin N-07984 N.2-8614 
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Ciecior Colin N-15215 N.2-15929 
Ciecior Colin N-15339 N.2-16053 
Ciecior Colin N-15362 N.2-16076 
Ciecior Colin N-15383 N.2-16098 
Ciecior Colin N-15415 N.2-16130 
Ciecior Colin N-15460 N.2-16176 
Ciecior Colin N-15481 N.2-16197 
Ciecior Colin N-15537 N.2-16253 
Ciecior Colin N-15555 N.2-16271 
Ciecior Colin N-15611 N.2-16327 
Ciecior Colin N-15650 N.2-16366 
Ciecior Collin N-09350 N.2-9990 
Cipolla Tony W-JT-030 N.2-30 
Cisneros Amber N-03450 N.2-4002 
Cisneros Amber N-03486 N.2-4038 
Cisneros Amber N-03814 N.2-4366 
Cisneros Amber N-04033 N.2-4585 
Cisneros Amber N-15854 N.2-16571 
Cisneros Amber N-15882 N.2-16599 
Cisneros Amber N-15905 N.2-16622 
Cisneros Amber N-15919 N.2-16636 
Cisneros Amber N-15941 N.2-16658 
Cisneros Amber N-15965 N.2-16682 
Cisneros Amber N-15983 N.2-16700 
Cisneros Amber N-15995 N.2-16712 
Cisneros Amber N-16026 N.2-16743 
Cisneros Amber N-16053 N.2-16770 
Cisneros Amber N-16102 N.2-16819 
Cisneros Amber N-16139 N.2-16856 
Cisneros Amber N-16169 N.2-16886 
Cisneros Amber N-16207 N.2-16924 
Cisneros Amber N-16208 N.2-16925 
Cisneros Amber N-16229 N.2-16946 
Cisneros Amber N-16256 N.2-16973 
Cisneros Amber N-16279 N.2-16996 
Cisneros Amber N-16299 N.2-17016 
Cisneros Amber N-16390 N.2-17107 
Cisneros Amber N-16429 N.2-17146 
Cisneros Amber N-16475 N.2-17192 
Cisneros Amber N-16487 N.2-17204 
Cisneros Amber N-16518 N.2-17235 
Cisneros Brenda N-15402 N.2-16117 
Clark Billy N-00379 N.2-894 
Clark Camille N-15837 N.2-16554 
Clark Erick N-13563 N.2-14272 
Clark Erick N-13700 N.2-14409 
Clark Erick N-13883 N.2-14592 
Clark Erick N-13915 N.2-14624 
Clark Garth N-07764 N.2-8394 
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Clark Garth N-08296 N.2-8926 
Clark Gary 89 N.2-19944 
Clark Jeff N-17547 N.2-18272 
Clark Richard 704 N.2-20326 
Clark Richard N-00501 N.2-1050 
Clark Richard N-00639 N.2-1188 
Clark Richard N-00742 N.2-1291 
Clark Richard N-00897 N.2-1446 
Clark Richard N-01183 N.2-1732 
Clark Richard N-01330 N.2-1879 
Clark Richard N-01394 N.2-1943 
Clark Richard N-01522 N.2-2071 
Clark Richard N-01630 N.2-2179 
Clark Richard N-01665 N.2-2214 
Clark Richard N-09329 N.2-9969 
Clark Richard N-09599 N.2-10239 
Clark Richard N-09655 N.2-10295 
Clark Richard N-09732 N.2-10372 
Clark Richard N-13347 N.2-14056 
Clark Richard N-13381 N.2-14090 
Clark Richard N-13398 N.2-14107 
Clark Richard N-13413 N.2-14122 
Clark Richard N-13435 N.2-14144 
Clark Richard N-13455 N.2-14164 
Clark Richard N-13473 N.2-14182 
Clark Richard N-13495 N.2-14204 
Clark Richard N-13508 N.2-14217 
Clark Richard N-13592 N.2-14301 
Clark Richard N-13626 N.2-14335 
Clark Richard N-13651 N.2-14360 
Clark Richard N-13676 N.2-14385 
Clark Richard N-13715 N.2-14424 
Clark Richard N-13731 N.2-14440 
Clark Richard N-13750 N.2-14459 
Clark Richard N-13816 N.2-14525 
Clark Richard N-13840 N.2-14549 
Clark Richard N-13841 N.2-14550 
Clark Richard N-13861 N.2-14570 
Clark Richard N-13897 N.2-14606 
Clark Richard N-13923 N.2-14632 
Clark Richard N-13936 N.2-14645 
Clark Richard N-13965 N.2-14674 
Clark Ron N-04905 N.2-5491 
Clark  Richard N-13530 N.2-14239 
Clarke Ken 2296 N.2-21610 
Clarke Ken 2299 N.2-21615 
Clarke LeeAnn N-00063 N.2-504 
Clark-Erskine Mary N-18337 N.2-19071 
Clark-Erskine Pheobie N-18119 N.2-18853 
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Claud Nathan 1141 N.2-20614 
Claud Nathan N-06251 N.2-6856 
Clavett Steven 279 N.2-20064 
Clemensen David N-08552 N.2-9188 
Clemensen David N-08611 N.2-9247 
Clement Eugene 879 N.2-20434 
Clements Ian N-02844 N.2-3396 
Clements Spencer N-18128 N.2-18862 
Clements Spencer N-18201 N.2-18935 
Clements Spencer N-18335 N.2-19069 
Clemons Lanty N-08849 N.2-9485 
Cleveland John 2304 N.2-21621 
Cleveland John P. N-18740 N.2-19684 
Clifford Andy N-06216 N.2-6820 
Clifford Lance 476 N.2-20187 
Clifford Lance N-09146 N.2-9784 
Clifford Lance N-14182 N.2-14892 
Clifford Lance N-14244 N.2-14954 
Clifford Lance N-14336 N.2-15048 
Clifford Lance N-14419 N.2-15131 
Clifford Lance N-14461 N.2-15174 
Clifford Lance N-15748 N.2-16464 
Clifford Lance N-15777 N.2-16493 
Clinton Bill N-09924 N.2-10564 
Cloward Bryan N-06414 N.2-7023 
Coan Lee N-11578 N.2-12246 
Cochran Dr. Lawrence Todd N-02001 N.2-2552 
Cochran L. Todd 441 N.2-20165 
Cochran Jr. Bryant N-09812 N.2-10452 
Cockrell Neal N-10416 N.2-11059 
Cockrell Neal N-10442 N.2-11085 
Cockrell Neal N-10536 N.2-11191 
Cockrell Neal N-10577 N.2-11234 
Cockrell Neal N-12139 N.2-12807 
Cockrell Neal N-12310 N.2-12978 
Cockrell Neal N-12423 N.2-13091 
Cockrell Neal N-12571 N.2-13242 
Cockrell Neal N-12869 N.2-13573 
Cockrell Neal N-12907 N.2-13611 
Cockrell Neal N-15848 N.2-16565 
Cockrell Neal N-15868 N.2-16585 
Cockrell Neal N-15891 N.2-16608 
Cockrell Neal N-15913 N.2-16630 
Cockrell Neal N-15931 N.2-16648 
Cockrell Neal N-15964 N.2-16681 
Cockrell Neal N-15991 N.2-16708 
Cockrell Neal N-16024 N.2-16741 
Cockrell Neal N-16036 N.2-16753 
Cockrell Neal N-16093 N.2-16810 
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Cockrell Neal N-16115 N.2-16832 
Cockrell Neal N-16159 N.2-16876 
Cockrell Neal N-16186 N.2-16903 
Cockrell Neal N-16187 N.2-16904 
Cockrell Neal N-16270 N.2-16987 
Cockrell Neal N-16289 N.2-17006 
Cockrell Neal N-16392 N.2-17109 
Cockrell Neal N-16427 N.2-17144 
Cockrell Neal N-16476 N.2-17193 
Cockrell Neal N-16482 N.2-17199 
Cockrell Neal N-16502 N.2-17219 
Cockrum Nathan N-03577 N.2-4129 
Coffey Byron N-00696 N.2-1245 
Coffey Byron N-00740 N.2-1289 
Coffey Byron N-00937 N.2-1486 
Coffey Byron N-01515 N.2-2064 
Coffey Byron N-01583 N.2-2132 
Coffey Byron N-01865 N.2-2414 
Coghan Thomas N-00795 N.2-1344 
Cohenno George N-08224 N.2-8854 
Colacchia Aaron N-00160 N.2-608 
Cole Chris 755 N.2-20358 
Cole Dan N-14363 N.2-15075 
Cole David W-JT-002 N.2-2 
Cole David W-JT-003 N.2-3 
Cole David W-ON-056 N.2-96 
Cole David W-ON-057 N.2-97 
Cole J. N-05928 N.2-6530 
Cole J. N-06063 N.2-6666 
Cole Joanne N-08382 N.2-9012 
Cole John N-06064 N.2-6667 
Cole Lujan W-VV-042 N.2-228 
Cole Robert N-14356 N.2-15068 
Coleman Bryan N-09783 N.2-10423 
Coleman Bryan N-09849 N.2-10489 
Coleman Bryan N-09875 N.2-10515 
Coleman Bryan N-09898 N.2-10538 
Coleman Bryan N-10037 N.2-10677 
Coleman Bryan N-10053 N.2-10693 
Coleman Bryan N-10075 N.2-10715 
Coleman Bryan N-10207 N.2-10847 
Coleman Bryan N-10219 N.2-10859 
Coleman Bryan N-10349 N.2-10989 
Coleman Bryan N-17240 N.2-17958 
Coleman Bryan N-17379 N.2-18099 
Coleman Bryan N-17387 N.2-18109 
Coleman Bryan N-17451 N.2-18175 
Coleman Bryan N-17904 N.2-18635 
Coleman Bryan N-18590 N.2-19324 
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Coleman Jason N-05917 N.2-6519 
Coleman Jason N-06002 N.2-6605 
Coleman Kris N-02783 N.2-3335 
Collier Bryan 224 N.2-20029 
Collins Eddie N-00152 N.2-600 
Collins Joe N-03467 N.2-4019 
Collins Joe N-03816 N.2-4368 
Collins Joe N-03869 N.2-4421 
Collins Joe N-04009 N.2-4561 
Collins Keith 1309 N.2-20756 
Collins Marie N-00150 N.2-598 
Collins Tyler 1132 N.2-20607 
Collins   2362 N.2-21751 
Colville Donelle N-15820 N.2-16536 
Colwell Matt 2016 N.2-21326 
Combs Jessi N-02947 N.2-3499 
Combs Wesley N-06573 N.2-7192 
Combs Wesley N-08499 N.2-9135 
Comer Patrick N-13606 N.2-14315 
Commerford Jim N-01040 N.2-1589 
Comp Brian N-18662 N.2-19410 
Comrie Jeff N-04560 N.2-5133 
Conerly Steve N-08366 N.2-8996 
Conerly Steve N-08475 N.2-9111 
Conerly Steve N-08510 N.2-9146 
Conerly Steve N-08596 N.2-9232 
Conerly Steve N-08681 N.2-9317 
Conerly Steve N-08682 N.2-9318 
Conerly Steve N-08740 N.2-9376 
Conerly Steve N-08777 N.2-9413 
Conerly Steve N-08824 N.2-9460 
Conerly Steve N-08877 N.2-9513 
Conerly Steve N-08906 N.2-9543 
Conerly Steve N-08928 N.2-9565 
Conerly Steve N-08981 N.2-9618 
Conerly Steve N-09034 N.2-9671 
Conerly Steve N-09059 N.2-9697 
Conerly Steve N-09081 N.2-9719 
Conerly Steve N-11575 N.2-12243 
Conerly Steve N-11879 N.2-12547 
Conerly Steve N-13239 N.2-13948 
Conerly Steve N-13263 N.2-13972 
Conerly Steve N-13296 N.2-14005 
Conerly Steve  N-08319 N.2-8949 
Confidential Confidential 2134 N.2-21430 
Conklin George N-00872 N.2-1421 
Conklin George N-01552 N.2-2101 
Conklin George N-01719 N.2-2268 
Conklin George N-04206 N.2-4765 
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Conklin George N-04794 N.2-5375 
Conklin George N-04997 N.2-5583 
Conklin George N-09806 N.2-10446 
Conklin George N-09962 N.2-10602 
Conklin George N-10107 N.2-10747 
Conklin George N-10151 N.2-10791 
Conklin George N-10247 N.2-10887 
Conklin George N-10791 N.2-11457 
Conklin George N-14770 N.2-15483 
Conklin George N-15035 N.2-15749 
Conners Christopher N-02768 N.2-3320 
Connet Mike 2054 N.2-21365 
Connole Darek N-17546 N.2-18271 
Connolly Justin N-08471 N.2-9107 
Connolly Justin N-08723 N.2-9359 
Connolly Justin N-08872 N.2-9508 
Connolly Larry N-06282 N.2-6887 
Connolly Larry N-14045 N.2-14754 
Connolly Larry N-14543 N.2-15256 
Connors Timoth, JR N-18600 N.2-19334 
Connors Timothy, Jr. N-18618 N.2-19353 
Connors Timothy, Jr. N-18643 N.2-19378 
Connors Tom N-18811 N.2-19771 
Connors  Timothy N-08943 N.2-9580 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-04664 N.2-5240 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-04790 N.2-5371 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-04999 N.2-5585 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17216 N.2-17934 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17248 N.2-17966 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17274 N.2-17992 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17330 N.2-18048 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17356 N.2-18075 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17366 N.2-18085 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17404 N.2-18126 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17502 N.2-18227 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17508 N.2-18233 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17622 N.2-18348 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17679 N.2-18407 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17688 N.2-18416 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17717 N.2-18445 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17744 N.2-18473 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17767 N.2-18496 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17768 N.2-18497 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17776 N.2-18505 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17804 N.2-18533 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17833 N.2-18562 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17852 N.2-18581 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17897 N.2-18627 
Connors Jr. Timothy N-17950 N.2-18682 
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Conrad Brian N-02117 N.2-2668 
Conroy Tucker N-13578 N.2-14287 
Contreras Adalberto N-16472 N.2-17189 
Contreras Michael 2091 N.2-21396 
Contreras Michael N-18331 N.2-19065 
Conway Chris 138 N.2-19978 
Conway Chris N-01877 N.2-2426 
Conway Chris N-01904 N.2-2453 
Conway Chris N-01974 N.2-2525 
Conway Chris N-02030 N.2-2581 
Conway Chris N-02067 N.2-2618 
Conway Chris N-02094 N.2-2645 
Conway Chris N-02115 N.2-2666 
Conway Chris N-02143 N.2-2694 
Conway Chris N-02184 N.2-2735 
Conway Chris N-02226 N.2-2777 
Conway Chris N-02250 N.2-2801 
Conway Chris N-02276 N.2-2827 
Conway Chris N-02297 N.2-2848 
Conway Chris N-02335 N.2-2886 
Conway Chris N-02380 N.2-2931 
Conway Chris N-02416 N.2-2967 
Conway Chris N-02417 N.2-2968 
Conway Chris N-02440 N.2-2991 
Conway Chris N-02472 N.2-3023 
Conway Chris N-02516 N.2-3067 
Conway Chris N-02539 N.2-3090 
Conway Chris N-02566 N.2-3117 
Conway Chris N-02591 N.2-3142 
Conway Chris N-02619 N.2-3171 
Conway Chris N-02644 N.2-3196 
Conway Chris N-02666 N.2-3218 
Conway Chris N-02688 N.2-3240 
Conway Chris N-02709 N.2-3261 
Conway Graham N-01876 N.2-2425 
Conway Graham N-01910 N.2-2459 
Conway Graham N-02076 N.2-2627 
Conway Graham N-02150 N.2-2701 
Conway Graham N-02366 N.2-2917 
Conway Graham N-02441 N.2-2992 
Conway Graham N-08402 N.2-9032 
Conway Graham N-08913 N.2-9550 
Conway Graham N-08963 N.2-9600 
Conway Graham N-09171 N.2-9811 
Conway Graham N-09335 N.2-9975 
Conway Graham N-09375 N.2-10015 
Conway Graham N-09440 N.2-10080 
Conway Graham N-09467 N.2-10107 
Conway Graham N-09525 N.2-10165 
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Conway Graham N-09607 N.2-10247 
Conway Graham N-09731 N.2-10371 
Conway Ray 323 N.2-20095 
Conyer Jeremy 134 N.2-19976 
Cook Ben N-08325 N.2-8955 
Cook Ben N-08379 N.2-9009 
Cook Ben N-08449 N.2-9085 
Cook Ben N-08516 N.2-9152 
Cook Ben N-08550 N.2-9186 
Cook Ben N-08607 N.2-9243 
Cook Ben N-08686 N.2-9322 
Cook Ben N-08687 N.2-9323 
Cook Ben N-08748 N.2-9384 
Cook Ben N-08783 N.2-9419 
Cook Ben N-08835 N.2-9471 
Cook Ben N-08883 N.2-9519 
Cook Ben N-08909 N.2-9546 
Cook Ben N-08956 N.2-9593 
Cook Ben N-08958 N.2-9595 
Cook Ben N-08987 N.2-9624 
Cook Ben N-09015 N.2-9652 
Cook Ben N-09044 N.2-9681 
Cook Ben N-09064 N.2-9702 
Cook Ben N-09085 N.2-9723 
Cook Ben N-13246 N.2-13955 
Cook Ben N-13269 N.2-13978 
Cook Ben N-13302 N.2-14011 
Cook Jack N-17227 N.2-17945 
Cook Jack N-17416 N.2-18138 
Cook Jack N-17455 N.2-18179 
Cook Jack N-17539 N.2-18264 
Cook Jack N-17737 N.2-18466 
Cook Jason N-02074 N.2-2625 
Cook Jason N-04228 N.2-4788 
Cook Jason N-04823 N.2-5404 
Cook Jason N-05317 N.2-5914 
Cook Jason N-17806 N.2-18535 
Cook John N-16948 N.2-17665 
Cook Matt N-07995 N.2-8625 
Coon Abigail N-01532 N.2-2081 
Coon Angela N-01700 N.2-2249 
Coon Christine N-12580 N.2-13251 
Coon David N-10381 N.2-11023 
Coon Floyd N-00650 N.2-1199 
Coon Haylie N-00949 N.2-1498 
Coon Haylie N-18341 N.2-19075 
Coon Jeremy N-01089 N.2-1638 
Coon Joshua N-12719 N.2-13396 
Coon Mary N-00961 N.2-1510 
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Coon Nehemiah N-00705 N.2-1254 
Coon Patricia N-00649 N.2-1198 
Coon Renee O-ON-022 N.2-405 
Coon Richard N-10432 N.2-11075 
Coon Roy O-ON-019 N.2-401 
Coon Shiloh N-01059 N.2-1608 
Cooper Chad N-00635 N.2-1184 
Cooper Nicholas 683 N.2-20312 
Cope Dan N-15394 N.2-16109 
Copeland Cheryl 976 N.2-20495 
Copeland Jim W-VV-142 N.2-328 
Copeland Tristan W-VV-143 N.2-329 
Corbett Thomas N-06247 N.2-6851 
Corbett Thomas N-17982 N.2-18716 
Corbett Thomas N-18004 N.2-18738 
Corbett Thomas N-18033 N.2-18767 
Corbett Thomas N-18057 N.2-18791 
Corbett Thomas N-18069 N.2-18803 
Corbett Thomas N-18123 N.2-18857 
Corbett Thomas N-18173 N.2-18907 
Corbett Thomas N-18228 N.2-18962 
Corbett Thomas N-18255 N.2-18989 
Corbett Thomas N-18296 N.2-19030 
Corbett Thomas N-18394 N.2-19128 
Corbett Thomas N-18434 N.2-19168 
Corbett Thomas N-18463 N.2-19197 
Corbett Thomas N-18482 N.2-19216 
Corbett Thomas N-18484 N.2-19218 
Corbett Thomas N-18501 N.2-19235 
Corbett Thomas N-18564 N.2-19298 
Corbett Thomas N-18589 N.2-19323 
Corder Mark 184 N.2-20006 
Cordova Brandon N-02205 N.2-2756 
Cordova Brandon N-02386 N.2-2937 
Cordova Brandon N-02458 N.2-3009 
Cordova Brandon N-02495 N.2-3046 
Cordova Brandon N-02578 N.2-3129 
Cordova Brandon N-02638 N.2-3190 
Coria Saul N-00153 N.2-601 
Cornelison Gerald 187 N.2-20008 
Corral Joe 2372 N.2-21773 
Correll Scott 641 N.2-20286 
Cortez DJ N-13350 N.2-14059 
Cortez Robert N-13719 N.2-14428 
Cortum Christopher 1452 N.2-20838 
Cossart Ben N-18659 N.2-19407 
Cossart Debby N-18709 N.2-19523 
Costello Steven 1853 N.2-21175 
Cotten Glen 204 N.2-20018 
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Cotter Jonathan N-07116 N.2-7746 
Cotter Jonathan N-07178 N.2-7808 
Cotter Jonathan N-07293 N.2-7923 
Cotter Jonathan N-07436 N.2-8066 
Cotton Joshua N-05366 N.2-5963 
Couch Andy N-11539 N.2-12207 
Couch Andy N-11540 N.2-12208 
Couch Andy N-11560 N.2-12228 
Couch Andy N-11577 N.2-12245 
Couch Andy N-11619 N.2-12287 
Couch Andy N-11632 N.2-12300 
Couch Andy N-11654 N.2-12322 
Couch Andy N-11671 N.2-12339 
Couch Andy N-11683 N.2-12351 
Couch Andy N-11725 N.2-12393 
Couch Andy N-11743 N.2-12411 
Couch Andy N-11757 N.2-12425 
Couch Andy N-11774 N.2-12442 
Couch Andy N-11786 N.2-12454 
Couch Andy N-11807 N.2-12475 
Couch Andy N-11825 N.2-12493 
Couch Andy N-11835 N.2-12503 
Couch Andy N-11858 N.2-12526 
Couch Andy N-11907 N.2-12575 
Couch Andy N-11931 N.2-12599 
Couch Andy N-11957 N.2-12625 
Couch Andy N-11985 N.2-12653 
Couch Andy N-12004 N.2-12672 
Couch Andy N-12046 N.2-12714 
Couch Andy N-12060 N.2-12728 
Couch Andy N-12082 N.2-12750 
Couch Andy N-12095 N.2-12763 
County of San Bernardino N-18739 N.2-19681 
County of San Bernardino, Department of Airports N-00409 N.2-926 
County of San Bernardino, Dept. of Public Works N-18860 N.2-19874 
Coutant Dixie Payton N-18742 N.2-19692 
Coutant Dixie Payton N-18743 N.2-19694 
Coutant Dixie Peyton N-00268 N.2-725 
Coutant Dixie Peyton N-00269 N.2-728 
Coutant Dixie Peyton N-00270 N.2-730 
Coutant Stanley N-00292 N.2-777 
Coutant Stanley N-00293 N.2-779 
Coutant Stanley N-00294 N.2-782 
Coutant Stanley O. N-18851 N.2-19835 
Coutant Stanley O. N-18853 N.2-19840 
Cova Paul N-03563 N.2-4115 
Cowart Greg N-09185 N.2-9825 
Cowart Greg N-09552 N.2-10192 
Cowart Greg N-09695 N.2-10335 
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Cowat Greg N-09404 N.2-10044 
Cox  Michael N-13080 N.2-13785 
Cox Brett 607 N.2-20267 
Cox David N-17194 N.2-17911 
Cox David N-17294 N.2-18012 
Cox David N-17425 N.2-18147 
Cox David N-17914 N.2-18645 
Cox David N-17918 N.2-18649 
Cox Debbie N-00151 N.2-599 
Cox Eric N-02772 N.2-3324 
Cox Eric N-02875 N.2-3427 
Cox James N-08309 N.2-8939 
Cox James N-08347 N.2-8977 
Cox James N-08434 N.2-9070 
Cox James N-08534 N.2-9170 
Cox James N-08710 N.2-9346 
Cox James N-08799 N.2-9435 
Cox James N-08864 N.2-9500 
Cox James N-09000 N.2-9637 
Cox James N-09096 N.2-9734 
Cox John N-14270 N.2-14981 
Cox Joseph W-ON-098 N.2-139 
Cox Jpseph S. 604 N.2-20265 
Cox Larry 1218 N.2-20679 
Cox Maurice N-01950 N.2-2499 
Cox Maurice N-13481 N.2-14190 
Cox Maurice N-13691 N.2-14400 
Cox Maurice N-13725 N.2-14434 
Cox Maurice N-13805 N.2-14514 
Cox Maurice N-16556 N.2-17273 
Cox Maurice N-16566 N.2-17283 
Cox Maurice N-16629 N.2-17346 
Cox Maurice N-16662 N.2-17379 
Cox Maurice N-16682 N.2-17399 
Cox Maurice N-16706 N.2-17423 
Cox Maurice N-17098 N.2-17815 
Cox Maurice N-17126 N.2-17843 
Cox Michael N-00378 N.2-893 
Cox Michael N-12167 N.2-12835 
Cox Michael N-12284 N.2-12952 
Cox Michael N-12341 N.2-13009 
Cox Michael N-12435 N.2-13103 
Cox Michael N-12461 N.2-13129 
Cox Michael N-12841 N.2-13545 
Cox Michael N-12916 N.2-13620 
Cox Michael N-12939 N.2-13643 
Cox Michael N-12986 N.2-13691 
Craft Bradley N-12364 N.2-13032 
Craig Baum N-01824 N.2-2373 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-92  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Crain Mike N-08323 N.2-8953 
Crain Mike N-08448 N.2-9084 
Crain Mike N-08478 N.2-9114 
Crain Mike N-08515 N.2-9151 
Crain Mike N-08605 N.2-9241 
Crain Mike N-08782 N.2-9418 
Crain Mike N-08836 N.2-9472 
Crain Mike N-08882 N.2-9518 
Crain Mike N-08931 N.2-9568 
Crain Mike N-08955 N.2-9592 
Crain Mike N-08984 N.2-9621 
Crain Mike N-09040 N.2-9677 
Crain Mike N-13299 N.2-14008 
Crain Mike N-17221 N.2-17939 
Crain Mike N-17277 N.2-17995 
Crain Mike N-17393 N.2-18115 
Crain Mike N-17448 N.2-18172 
Crain Mike N-17598 N.2-18324 
Crain Mike N-17742 N.2-18471 
Crain Mike N-17763 N.2-18492 
Crain Mike N-17764 N.2-18493 
Crain Mike N-17777 N.2-18506 
Crain Mike N-17801 N.2-18530 
Crain Mike N-17848 N.2-18577 
Crain Mike N-17948 N.2-18680 
Crain Mike N-18596 N.2-19330 
Crain Mike N-18621 N.2-19356 
Crain Mike N-18640 N.2-19375 
Cramer Tracy W-ON-125 N.2-166 
Crane Joel N-08601 N.2-9237 
Crawford Brad N-05755 N.2-6356 
Crawford Brad N-05871 N.2-6473 
Crawford Brad N-06041 N.2-6644 
Crawford Brad N-06166 N.2-6769 
Crawford Curtis 198 N.2-20015 
Crawford Paul 1597 N.2-20949 
Crayton Chase 454 N.2-20172 
Creekmuir Christopher N-09384 N.2-10024 
Creel Thurman 1889 N.2-21210 
Creer Brandon N-06525 N.2-7143 
Creueling Matt W-ON-114 N.2-155 
Creveling Floy N-18783 N.2-19741 
Creveling Gary N-18782 N.2-19740 
Creveling Jeremy 1421 N.2-20819 
Crites Doug 1274 N.2-20731 
Crockett David N-09927 N.2-10567 
Croft Peter 822 N.2-20401 
Cronan Pat N-06690 N.2-7314 
Crooks Steve N-05842 N.2-6444 
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Crooks Steve N-05898 N.2-6500 
Crooks Steve N-05967 N.2-6569 
Crooks Steve N-06076 N.2-6679 
Crooks Steve N-06138 N.2-6741 
Crookston Mark 1347 N.2-20781 
crosbty alexander 750 N.2-20355 
Crosby Alex N-12477 N.2-13145 
Crosby Alexander N-02174 N.2-2725 
Crosby Alexander N-02324 N.2-2875 
Crosby Melissa N-12116 N.2-12784 
Crosby Melissa N-12205 N.2-12873 
Crosby Melissa N-12854 N.2-13558 
Crosby Melissa N-12934 N.2-13638 
Crosby Melissa N-12990 N.2-13695 
Crosby Melissa N-13034 N.2-13739 
Crosby Melissa N-13113 N.2-13818 
Crosina Marc N-16914 N.2-17631 
Crosina Marc N-17168 N.2-17885 
Cross Robert N-18708 N.2-19522 
Crow J.D. N-18748 N.2-19705 
Crowder Aaron 1717 N.2-21055 
Crowley Kyle N-04439 N.2-5009 
Crowley Kyle N-04493 N.2-5063 
Crowley Kyle N-04675 N.2-5252 
Crowley Kyle N-04907 N.2-5493 
Crowley Kyle N-12407 N.2-13075 
Crowley Kyle N-13025 N.2-13730 
Crowley Kyle N-16900 N.2-17617 
Crowther Abigail W-ON-070 N.2-111 
Crumb Britany W-VV-037 N.2-223 
Cruz Deana N-13260 N.2-13969 
Cruz Deanna N-08360 N.2-8990 
Cruz Deanna N-08417 N.2-9053 
Cruz Deanna N-08439 N.2-9075 
Cruz Deanna N-08501 N.2-9137 
Cruz Deanna N-08814 N.2-9450 
Cruz Deanna N-08945 N.2-9582 
Cruz Deanna N-09008 N.2-9645 
Cruz Michelle N-18763 N.2-19720 
Culp Jordan N-10013 N.2-10653 
Culver Chris N-01873 N.2-2422 
Culver Chris N-01898 N.2-2447 
Culver Chris N-01963 N.2-2514 
Culver Chris N-02023 N.2-2574 
Culver Chris N-02065 N.2-2616 
Culver Chris N-02093 N.2-2644 
Culver Chris N-02138 N.2-2689 
Culver Chris N-02173 N.2-2724 
Culver Chris N-02224 N.2-2775 
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Culver Chris N-02245 N.2-2796 
Culver Chris N-02280 N.2-2831 
Culver Chris N-02299 N.2-2850 
Culver Chris N-02328 N.2-2879 
Culver Chris N-02376 N.2-2927 
Culver Chris N-02409 N.2-2960 
Culver Chris N-02410 N.2-2961 
Culver Chris N-02444 N.2-2995 
Culver Chris N-02483 N.2-3034 
Culver Chris N-02519 N.2-3070 
Culver Chris N-02542 N.2-3093 
Culver Chris N-02595 N.2-3146 
Culver Chris N-02624 N.2-3176 
Culver Chris N-02647 N.2-3199 
Culver Chris N-02670 N.2-3222 
Culver Chris N-02692 N.2-3244 
Culver Chris N-02714 N.2-3266 
Cumming Kerrie 197 N.2-20014 
Cumming Larry 276 N.2-20062 
Cumming Patricia 277 N.2-20062 
Cumming Ryan 193 N.2-20012 
Cummings Arvid 1483 N.2-20856 
Cummings Greg N-06362 N.2-6968 
Cummings Jack 620 N.2-20274 
Cunningham Brad 635 N.2-20282 
Cunningham Philip 2365 N.2-21756 
Curl Larry 1900 N.2-21220 
Curley Mike N-12135 N.2-12803 
Curley Mike  N-09209 N.2-9849 
Currie Ray N-07352 N.2-7982 
Curry James 915 N.2-20455 
Curry Pat 2039 N.2-21352 
Curt Shelstad N-03447 N.2-3999 
Curt Shelstad N-03448 N.2-4000 
Cushing Joshua 917 N.2-20456 
Cuthbertson Bill N-09939 N.2-10579 
Cuthbertson Jeff N-09938 N.2-10578 
Cuthbertson Tom N-17301 N.2-18019 
Cuz Deanna N-08722 N.2-9358 
Czech Cathy N-00405 N.2-920 
Czech David 1726 N.2-21063 
D Adam N-10296 N.2-10936 
Dacy John N-05410 N.2-6007 
Dalgleish Cathy N-04000 N.2-4552 
Dalgleish John N-03421 N.2-3973 
Dalgleish John N-04041 N.2-4593 
Dalton Mac W-ON-079 N.2-120 
Dalzell Ned 533 N.2-20222 
Dalzell Ned 534 N.2-20222 
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Dalzell Ned 536 N.2-20223 
Dan McCarthy N-03428 N.2-3980 
Dana Charles N-01547 N.2-2096 
Daniel Kennedy N-02438 N.2-2989 
Daniels Noah N-11569 N.2-12237 
Daniels Noah N-11872 N.2-12540 
Daniels Noah N-12384 N.2-13052 
Daniels Noah N-12471 N.2-13139 
Daniels Noah N-12950 N.2-13654 
Daniels Noah N-13003 N.2-13708 
Daniels Noah N-13007 N.2-13712 
Danze Alex 212 N.2-20022 
Danzo Mark N-14365 N.2-15077 
Darin Floyd N-13114 N.2-13819 
Darrow David 1796 N.2-21116 
Daspit Corey N-16310 N.2-17027 
Daugherty Lucas N-04922 N.2-5508 
Daugherty Lucas N-04940 N.2-5526 
Daugherty Lucas N-04962 N.2-5548 
Daugherty Lucas N-04980 N.2-5566 
Daugherty Lucas N-05007 N.2-5593 
Daugherty Lucas N-05021 N.2-5607 
Daugherty Lucas N-05037 N.2-5623 
Daugherty Lucas N-05055 N.2-5641 
Daugherty Lucas N-05079 N.2-5667 
Daugherty Lucas N-05094 N.2-5682 
Daugherty Lucas N-05106 N.2-5694 
Daugherty Lucas N-05122 N.2-5712 
Daugherty Lucas N-05162 N.2-5752 
Daugherty Lucas N-05195 N.2-5785 
Daugherty Lucas N-05218 N.2-5808 
Daugherty Lucas N-05219 N.2-5809 
Daugherty Lucas N-05256 N.2-5847 
Daugherty Lucas N-05280 N.2-5871 
Daugherty Lucas N-05295 N.2-5886 
Daugherty Lucas N-05311 N.2-5906 
Daugherty Lucas N-05337 N.2-5934 
Daugherty Lucas N-05362 N.2-5959 
Daugherty Lucas N-05399 N.2-5996 
Daugherty Lucas N-05434 N.2-6031 
Daugherty Lucas N-05461 N.2-6058 
Daugherty Lucas N-05483 N.2-6080 
Daugherty Lucas N-05500 N.2-6097 
Daugherty Lucas N-05532 N.2-6129 
Daugherty Lucas N-13975 N.2-14684 
Daugherty Lucas N-13996 N.2-14705 
Daugherty Lucas N-14019 N.2-14728 
Daugherty Lucas N-14037 N.2-14746 
Daugherty Lucas N-14061 N.2-14770 
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Daugherty Lucas N-14076 N.2-14785 
Daugherty Lucas N-14101 N.2-14810 
Daugherty Lucas N-14125 N.2-14835 
Daugherty Lucas N-14143 N.2-14853 
Daugherty Lucas N-14161 N.2-14871 
Daugherty Lucas N-14183 N.2-14893 
Daugherty Lucas N-14216 N.2-14926 
Daugherty Lucas N-14251 N.2-14961 
Daugherty Lucas N-14283 N.2-14994 
Daugherty Lucas N-14315 N.2-15026 
Daugherty Lucas N-14316 N.2-15027 
Daugherty Lucas N-14345 N.2-15057 
Daugherty Lucas N-14381 N.2-15093 
Daugherty Lucas N-14426 N.2-15138 
Daugherty Lucas N-14467 N.2-15180 
Daugherty Lucas N-14486 N.2-15199 
Daugherty Lucas N-14513 N.2-15226 
Daugherty Lucas N-14531 N.2-15244 
Daughtery Lucas N-15703 N.2-16419 
Daughtery Lucas N-15732 N.2-16448 
Daughtery Lucas N-15756 N.2-16472 
Daughtery Lucas N-15784 N.2-16500 
Daughtery Lucas N-15824 N.2-16540 
D'auria Chris 893 N.2-20443 
Davalos Govanny N-03399 N.2-3951 
Davalos Govanny N-13558 N.2-14267 
Davalos Govanny N-13873 N.2-14582 
David P N-02339 N.2-2890 
Davidson Ben N-03419 N.2-3971 
Davidson Ben N-03493 N.2-4045 
Davidson Ben N-03591 N.2-4143 
Davidson Ben N-03770 N.2-4322 
Davidson Ben N-03860 N.2-4412 
Davidson Ben N-04064 N.2-4616 
Davidson Ben N-16020 N.2-16737 
Davidson Ben N-16075 N.2-16792 
Davidson Ben N-16136 N.2-16853 
Davidson Ben N-16223 N.2-16940 
Davidson Ben N-16362 N.2-17079 
Davidson Ben N-16464 N.2-17181 
Davidson Ben N-16516 N.2-17233 
Davidson Glen N-00228 N.2-676 
Davidson Nathaniel 1136 N.2-20609 
Davidson Roy 341 N.2-20105 
Davidson Russ N-06243 N.2-6847 
Davies Brian 404 N.2-20144 
Davies Robert N-17913 N.2-18644 
Davies Russell 702 N.2-20324 
Davignon Keith 502 N.2-20203 
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Davignon Keith 503 N.2-20205 
Davignon Stephanie 1288 N.2-20741 
Davis Ben 997 N.2-20510 
Davis Brandon N-14250 N.2-14960 
Davis Craig N-16521 N.2-17238 
Davis Craig N-16530 N.2-17247 
Davis Craig N-16544 N.2-17261 
Davis Craig N-16567 N.2-17284 
Davis Craig N-16583 N.2-17300 
Davis Craig N-16603 N.2-17320 
Davis Craig N-16617 N.2-17334 
Davis Craig N-16631 N.2-17348 
Davis Craig N-16648 N.2-17365 
Davis Craig N-16666 N.2-17383 
Davis Craig N-16688 N.2-17405 
Davis Craig N-16720 N.2-17437 
Davis Craig N-16721 N.2-17438 
Davis Craig N-16776 N.2-17493 
Davis Craig N-16811 N.2-17528 
Davis Craig N-16828 N.2-17545 
Davis Craig N-16845 N.2-17562 
Davis Craig N-16873 N.2-17590 
Davis Craig N-16896 N.2-17613 
Davis Craig N-16926 N.2-17643 
Davis Craig N-16969 N.2-17686 
Davis Craig N-17014 N.2-17731 
Davis Craig N-17015 N.2-17732 
Davis Craig N-17043 N.2-17760 
Davis Craig N-17070 N.2-17787 
Davis Craig N-17114 N.2-17831 
Davis Craig N-17145 N.2-17862 
Davis Dion 800 N.2-20388 
Davis Dion 802 N.2-20390 
Davis Dion W-VV-033 N.2-219 
Davis Gina 2060 N.2-21371 
Davis Jake N-02808 N.2-3360 
Davis Jason N-06279 N.2-6884 
Davis Jonathan N-16988 N.2-17705 
Davis Keith 273 N.2-20060 
Davis Mark 269 N.2-20058 
Davis Mathew N-11891 N.2-12559 
Davis Mathew N-11948 N.2-12616 
Davis Mathew N-12032 N.2-12700 
Davis Nathan 891 N.2-20442 
Davis Nils 1365 N.2-20790 
Davis Robert N-14799 N.2-15512 
Davis Robert N-14915 N.2-15629 
Davis Roger 1579 N.2-20934 
Davis Roger N-14376 N.2-15088 
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Davis Ronald N-17864 N.2-18593 
Davis Sherri N-13053 N.2-13758 
Davison Richard 1033 N.2-20538 
Davoli Nick N-12735 N.2-13412 
Dawson Lucas 1790 N.2-21109 
Dawson Lucas 1964 N.2-21278 
Day Eric N-07554 N.2-8184 
Day Eric N-07567 N.2-8197 
Day Eric N-07592 N.2-8222 
Day Eric N-07608 N.2-8238 
Day Eric N-07625 N.2-8255 
Day Eric N-07650 N.2-8280 
Day Eric N-07663 N.2-8293 
Day Eric N-07690 N.2-8320 
Day Eric N-07726 N.2-8356 
Day Eric N-07756 N.2-8386 
Day Eric N-07777 N.2-8407 
Day Eric N-07810 N.2-8440 
Day Eric N-07829 N.2-8459 
Day Eric N-07869 N.2-8499 
Day Eric N-07928 N.2-8558 
Day Eric N-07955 N.2-8585 
Day Eric N-08064 N.2-8694 
Day Eric N-08115 N.2-8745 
Day Eric N-08116 N.2-8746 
Day Eric N-08173 N.2-8803 
Day Eric N-08212 N.2-8842 
Day Eric N-08242 N.2-8872 
Day Eric N-08262 N.2-8892 
Day Eric N-08284 N.2-8914 
Day Eric N-08570 N.2-9206 
Day Eric N-08811 N.2-9447 
Day Eric N-08868 N.2-9504 
Day Eric N-13282 N.2-13991 
Day Justin 678 N.2-20309 
Day Justin N-02249 N.2-2800 
Day Justin N-02379 N.2-2930 
Day Justin N-02415 N.2-2966 
Day Justin N-02517 N.2-3068 
Day Justin N-02668 N.2-3220 
Day Justin N-07631 N.2-8261 
Day Justin N-07958 N.2-8588 
Day Justin N-08078 N.2-8708 
Day Justin N-09330 N.2-9970 
Day Justin N-09601 N.2-10241 
Day Justin N-09673 N.2-10313 
Day Justin N-09692 N.2-10332 
Day Pete N-09150 N.2-9788 
Day Pete N-14001 N.2-14710 
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Day Pete N-14370 N.2-15082 
Day Pete N-14517 N.2-15230 
Day Pete N-15734 N.2-16450 
Day Pete N-15758 N.2-16474 
Day Pete N-15827 N.2-16543 
Dayhurst Dave N-09978 N.2-10618 
De Anda David N-03424 N.2-3976 
De Anda David N-03460 N.2-4012 
De Anda David N-03495 N.2-4047 
De Anda David N-04067 N.2-4619 
De Anda David N-15859 N.2-16576 
De Anda David N-15881 N.2-16598 
De Anda David N-16000 N.2-16717 
De Lannoy Mike 1902 N.2-21222 
De Los Santos Jonathan N-05990 N.2-6593 
De Meyer Wayne N-10769 N.2-11435 
De Meyer Wayne N-10784 N.2-11450 
De Meyer Wayne N-10794 N.2-11460 
De Meyer Wayne N-10797 N.2-11463 
De Meyer Wayne N-10819 N.2-11486 
De Meyer Wayne N-10840 N.2-11507 
De Meyer Wayne N-14555 N.2-15268 
De Meyer Wayne N-14572 N.2-15285 
De Meyer Wayne N-14663 N.2-15376 
De Meyer Wayne N-14687 N.2-15400 
De Meyer Wayne N-14725 N.2-15438 
De Meyer Wayne N-14735 N.2-15448 
De Meyer Wayne N-14757 N.2-15470 
De Meyer Wayne N-14758 N.2-15471 
De Meyer Wayne N-14794 N.2-15507 
De Meyer Wayne N-14824 N.2-15537 
De Meyer Wayne N-14853 N.2-15566 
De Meyer Wayne N-14893 N.2-15607 
De Meyer Wayne N-14908 N.2-15622 
De Meyer Wayne N-14963 N.2-15677 
De Meyer Wayne N-15000 N.2-15714 
De Meyer Wayne N-15022 N.2-15736 
De Meyer Wayne N-15044 N.2-15758 
De Meyer Wayne N-15055 N.2-15769 
De Meyer Wayne N-15086 N.2-15800 
Deam Rita 68 N.2-19933 
Dean Justin N-08390 N.2-9020 
Dean Justin N-08616 N.2-9252 
DeAnda David N-03517 N.2-4069 
DeAnda David N-03518 N.2-4070 
DeAnda David N-03551 N.2-4103 
DeAnda David N-03593 N.2-4145 
DeAnda David N-03631 N.2-4183 
DeAnda David N-03694 N.2-4246 
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DeAnda David N-03712 N.2-4264 
DeAnda David N-03730 N.2-4282 
DeAnda David N-03750 N.2-4302 
DeAnda David N-03772 N.2-4324 
DeAnda David N-03797 N.2-4349 
DeAnda David N-03821 N.2-4373 
DeAnda David N-03847 N.2-4399 
DeAnda David N-03863 N.2-4415 
DeAnda David N-03891 N.2-4443 
DeAnda David N-03910 N.2-4462 
DeAnda David N-03954 N.2-4506 
DeAnda David N-03974 N.2-4526 
DeAnda David N-03999 N.2-4551 
DeAnda David N-16437 N.2-17154 
DeAnda David N-16492 N.2-17209 
Deans Christopher N-00096 N.2-538 
Debord Richard 1282 N.2-20737 
Deckard Ralph 1543 N.2-20901 
Decker Will N-15719 N.2-16435 
Decker Will  N-09882 N.2-10522 
Dee Mark N-04517 N.2-5089 
Dee Mark N-04703 N.2-5281 
Dee Mark N-05265 N.2-5856 
Deem Nik N-17223 N.2-17941 
Deem Nik N-17364 N.2-18083 
Deem Nik N-17534 N.2-18259 
Deem Nik N-17581 N.2-18306 
Deem Nik N-17674 N.2-18402 
Deem Nik N-17822 N.2-18551 
Deem Nik N-17881 N.2-18611 
Dees Dallas N-02514 N.2-3065 
Degnan Jeff N-08733 N.2-9369 
Degnan Jeff N-17220 N.2-17938 
Degnan Jeff N-17515 N.2-18240 
Deguara Sean N-13446 N.2-14155 
Deguara Sean N-13502 N.2-14211 
Deguara Sean N-13614 N.2-14323 
deguara Sean N-13728 N.2-14437 
deguara Sean N-13954 N.2-14663 
Deguara Sean N-16673 N.2-17390 
Deguara Sean N-16911 N.2-17628 
Deguara Sean N-17032 N.2-17749 
Deisler George N-00133 N.2-581 
DeJarnet Diane N-13867 N.2-14576 
DeJarnett Katherine N-18089 N.2-18823 
DeJarnett Katherine N-18218 N.2-18952 
DeJarnett Katherine N-18285 N.2-19019 
DeJarnett Katherine N-18369 N.2-19103 
DeJarnett Mackenzie N-18250 N.2-18984 
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DeJarnett Mackenzie N-18581 N.2-19315 
DeJarnett Rick 1406 N.2-20812 
DeJarnett Rick N-18217 N.2-18951 
DeJarnett Rick N-18537 N.2-19271 
DeJong Shawn 1817 N.2-21138 
Del Franco William N-09796 N.2-10436 
DeLa Rocher Keri W-VV-116 N.2-302 
Delaney Nate 1712 N.2-21051 
Delgadillo Richard N-06328 N.2-6934 
Delgado Ron N-06847 N.2-7473 
Delgado Ron N-07080 N.2-7710 
Delgado Ron N-07386 N.2-8016 
Dell Alex 2056 N.2-21367 
Dell Cliff 179 N.2-20003 
Delmage Greg N-00531 N.2-1080 
Delmage Greg N-00680 N.2-1229 
Delmage Greg N-00773 N.2-1322 
Delmage Greg N-00826 N.2-1375 
Delmage Greg N-00904 N.2-1453 
Delmage Greg N-00990 N.2-1539 
Delmage Greg N-01071 N.2-1620 
Delmage Greg N-01310 N.2-1859 
Delmage Greg N-01611 N.2-2160 
Delmage Greg N-01660 N.2-2209 
Delmage Greg N-01813 N.2-2362 
Delmage Greg N-01849 N.2-2398 
Delmage Greg N-04841 N.2-5423 
DeMartini Keith N-05148 N.2-5738 
Dement Donald N-06209 N.2-6813 
Demers Michael N-16745 N.2-17462 
Demers Michael N-16856 N.2-17573 
Demers Michael N-17108 N.2-17825 
Demers Michael N-17139 N.2-17856 
Dempsey Roy N-02270 N.2-2821 
Denard Justin 114 N.2-19961 
Denny Stacy 1018 N.2-20528 
Dent Michael N-02919 N.2-3471 
Derrickson Samuel N-05389 N.2-5986 
Descher Scott W-ON-132 N.2-173 
DeShane Marc N-00341 N.2-856 
Desilet Andre N-06555 N.2-7174 
Desilet Andre N-06556 N.2-7175 
Desilet Andre N-06557 N.2-7176 
Desilet Andre N-06559 N.2-7178 
Desilet Andre N-17996 N.2-18730 
Desilet Andre N-18012 N.2-18746 
Desilet Andre N-18030 N.2-18764 
Desilet Andre N-18041 N.2-18775 
Desilet Andre N-18063 N.2-18797 
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Desilet Andre N-18079 N.2-18813 
Desilet Andre N-18083 N.2-18817 
Desilet Andre N-18110 N.2-18844 
Desilet Andre N-18140 N.2-18874 
Desilet Andre N-18162 N.2-18896 
Desilet Andre N-18184 N.2-18918 
Desilet Andre N-18185 N.2-18919 
Desilet Andre N-18204 N.2-18938 
Desilet Andre N-18210 N.2-18944 
Desilet Andre N-18246 N.2-18980 
Desilet Andre N-18268 N.2-19002 
Desilet Andre N-18350 N.2-19084 
Desilet Andre N-18404 N.2-19138 
Desilet Andre N-18424 N.2-19158 
Desilet Andre N-18442 N.2-19176 
Desilet Andre N-18451 N.2-19185 
Desilet Andre N-18493 N.2-19227 
Desilet Andre N-18527 N.2-19261 
Desilet Andre N-18578 N.2-19312 
DeSpain Tyler N-04224 N.2-4784 
DeSpain Tyler N-04313 N.2-4877 
DeSpain Tyler N-04332 N.2-4897 
DeSpain Tyler N-04353 N.2-4920 
DeSpain Tyler N-04500 N.2-5070 
DeSpain Tyler N-04822 N.2-5403 
DeSpain Tyler N-06771 N.2-7397 
DeSpain Tyler N-06794 N.2-7420 
DeSpain Tyler N-06891 N.2-7517 
DeSpain Tyler N-06893 N.2-7519 
DeSpain Tyler N-07119 N.2-7749 
DeSpain Tyler N-07310 N.2-7940 
DeSpain Tyler N-07399 N.2-8029 
DeSpain Tyler N-07449 N.2-8079 
DeSpain Tyler N-07484 N.2-8114 
DeSpain Tyler N-07528 N.2-8158 
DeSpain Tyler N-07561 N.2-8191 
DeSpain Tyler N-07597 N.2-8227 
DeSpain Tyler N-07649 N.2-8279 
DeSpain Tyler N-07670 N.2-8300 
DeSpain Tyler N-07733 N.2-8363 
DeSpain Tyler N-07763 N.2-8393 
DeSpain Tyler N-07813 N.2-8443 
DeSpain Tyler N-07882 N.2-8512 
DeSpain Tyler N-07943 N.2-8573 
DeSpain Tyler N-08216 N.2-8846 
DeSpain Tyler N-08248 N.2-8878 
DeSpain Tyler N-08292 N.2-8922 
DeSpain Tyler N-08543 N.2-9179 
DeSpain Tyler N-11597 N.2-12265 
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DeSpain Tyler N-11787 N.2-12455 
DeSpain Tyler N-11841 N.2-12509 
DeSpain Tyler N-12007 N.2-12675 
DeSpain Tyler N-12633 N.2-13307 
DeSpain Tyler N-17990 N.2-18724 
DeSpain Tyler N-18092 N.2-18826 
DeSpain Tyler N-18138 N.2-18872 
DeSpain Tyler N-18156 N.2-18890 
DeSpain Tyler N-18240 N.2-18974 
DeSpain Tyler N-18270 N.2-19004 
DeSpain Tyler N-18273 N.2-19007 
DeSpain Tyler N-18315 N.2-19049 
DeSpain Tyler N-18360 N.2-19094 
DeSpain Tyler N-18420 N.2-19154 
DeSpain Tyler N-18446 N.2-19180 
DeSpain Tyler N-18449 N.2-19183 
DeSpain Tyler N-18490 N.2-19224 
DeSpain Tyler N-18513 N.2-19247 
DeSpain Tyler N-18520 N.2-19254 
Despain Tyler N-18573 N.2-19307 
Detrick Ray N-04391 N.2-4960 
Detrick Ray N-04851 N.2-5434 
Deuel Christopher N-14835 N.2-15548 
Deuel Christopher N-15002 N.2-15716 
Devine Bob N-00348 N.2-863 
Devine Derric N-00349 N.2-864 
Devore Greg N-05231 N.2-5821 
DeVun Michael N-02960 N.2-3512 
DeWan Evan 1610 N.2-20961 
Dewar Todd N-00823 N.2-1372 
Dewar Todd N-00873 N.2-1422 
Dewar Todd N-01486 N.2-2035 
Dexter Greg N-04409 N.2-4978 
Dexter Greg N-15120 N.2-15834 
Dexter Greg N-15157 N.2-15871 
Dexter Greg N-15248 N.2-15962 
Dexter Greg N-15294 N.2-16008 
Dexter Greg N-15315 N.2-16029 
Dexter Greg N-15434 N.2-16150 
Dexter Greg N-15589 N.2-16305 
Dexter Greg N-15679 N.2-16395 
Dexter Gregory 353 N.2-20112 
Dhingra Stacy N-00290 N.2-771 
Di Primo Peter N-11784 N.2-12452 
Di Primo Peter N-11904 N.2-12572 
Di Primo  Peter S  N-02362 N.2-2913 
Di Primo  Peter S  N-02463 N.2-3014 
Dial Andrew N-07860 N.2-8490 
Dial Andrew N-08202 N.2-8832 
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Diamond R 2301 N.2-21616 
Diamond R 2305 N.2-21627 
Diamond R. N-18735 N.2-19646 
Dick  Jereme N-18294 N.2-19028 
Dicken James N-06339 N.2-6945 
Dieckman James N-13450 N.2-14159 
Dieckman James N-13579 N.2-14288 
Dieckman James N-13789 N.2-14498 
Dieckman James N-13834 N.2-14543 
Dieckman James N-13918 N.2-14627 
Dieckman James N-13960 N.2-14669 
Dieckman James N-14228 N.2-14938 
Dieckman James N-15765 N.2-16481 
Diegmiller Brooke W-VV-165 N.2-351 
Diekman James N-13361 N.2-14070 
Dierksen Brian N-01998 N.2-2549 
Dierksen Brian N-07553 N.2-8183 
Dierksen Brian N-07864 N.2-8494 
Dietz Bryan N-03582 N.2-4134 
Dietzel Stacey N-05938 N.2-6540 
Dieurpsey Sam N-18669 N.2-19482 
Diggs Kevin N-17104 N.2-17821 
Dill Sharon N-07263 N.2-7893 
Dillon Dave N-04927 N.2-5513 
Dillon Dave N-05147 N.2-5737 
Dillon Dave N-05274 N.2-5865 
Dillon Dave N-05519 N.2-6116 
Dillon Dave N-13423 N.2-14132 
Dillon Dave N-13559 N.2-14268 
Dinger Eric N-05070 N.2-5658 
Dinger Eric N-05114 N.2-5704 
Dinger Eric N-05178 N.2-5768 
Dinger Eric N-05227 N.2-5817 
Dinger Eric N-05346 N.2-5943 
Dinger Eric N-05371 N.2-5968 
Dinger Eric N-05539 N.2-6136 
Dinger Eric N-10872 N.2-11539 
Dinger Eric N-10896 N.2-11563 
Dinger Eric N-10920 N.2-11587 
Dinger Eric N-10965 N.2-11632 
Dinger Eric N-10981 N.2-11648 
Dinger Eric N-10999 N.2-11667 
Dinger Eric N-11046 N.2-11714 
Dinger Eric N-11074 N.2-11742 
Dinger Eric N-11116 N.2-11784 
Dinger Eric N-11135 N.2-11803 
Dinger Eric N-11153 N.2-11821 
Dinger Eric N-11176 N.2-11844 
Dinger Eric N-11208 N.2-11876 
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Dinger Eric N-11295 N.2-11963 
Dinger Eric N-11367 N.2-12035 
Dinger Eric N-11392 N.2-12060 
Dinger Eric N-11420 N.2-12088 
Dinger Eric N-11453 N.2-12121 
Dinger Eric N-11481 N.2-12149 
Dingus Larry N-12152 N.2-12820 
Dingus Larry N-13141 N.2-13846 
Dinz Moises N-00186 N.2-634 
Dixon Bart N-12399 N.2-13067 
Dixon David 547 N.2-20230 
Dixon Diana W-ON-078 N.2-119 
Dixon Kyle 959 N.2-20482 
Dobosh Andrew N-18263 N.2-18997 
Dockendorf Brian N-17222 N.2-17940 
Dockendorf Brian N-17391 N.2-18113 
Dockendorf Brian N-17449 N.2-18173 
Dodrill Mike N-13702 N.2-14411 
Dodsworth Joshua N-00777 N.2-1326 
Doerksen Guy N-00060 N.2-501 
Dolezai Chris N-13404 N.2-14113 
Dolezal Chris N-05026 N.2-5612 
Dolezal Chris N-05939 N.2-6541 
Dolezal Chris N-13354 N.2-14063 
Dolezal Chris N-13464 N.2-14173 
Dolezal Chris N-13660 N.2-14369 
Dolezal Chris N-13693 N.2-14402 
Dolezal Chris N-13743 N.2-14452 
Dolezal Chris N-13780 N.2-14489 
Dolezal Chris N-13804 N.2-14513 
Dolezal Chris N-13852 N.2-14561 
Dolezal Chris N-16522 N.2-17239 
Dolezal Chris N-16533 N.2-17250 
Dolezal Chris N-16568 N.2-17285 
Dolezal Chris N-16634 N.2-17351 
Dolezal Chris N-16663 N.2-17380 
Dolezal Chris N-16724 N.2-17441 
Dolezal Chris N-16850 N.2-17567 
Dolezal Chris N-16887 N.2-17604 
Dolezal Chris N-17011 N.2-17728 
Dolezal Chris N-17072 N.2-17789 
Dolezal Chris N-17134 N.2-17851 
Dolezal Chris N-17158 N.2-17875 
Dolezal Dave N-08508 N.2-9144 
Dolezal Dave N-08594 N.2-9230 
Dolezal Dave N-08822 N.2-9458 
Doling Jenny 1850 N.2-21172 
Doling Richard Doling 1852 N.2-21174 
Domain Fred N-10459 N.2-11104 
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Domain Fred N-10482 N.2-11128 
Domain Fred N-10541 N.2-11196 
Domain Fred N-10581 N.2-11238 
Domain Fred N-10612 N.2-11270 
Domain Fred N-10641 N.2-11301 
Domain Fred N-10658 N.2-11319 
Domain Fred N-10681 N.2-11342 
Domain Fred N-12501 N.2-13169 
Domain Fred N-12529 N.2-13198 
Domain Fred N-12577 N.2-13248 
Domain Fred N-12592 N.2-13264 
Domain Fred N-12614 N.2-13287 
Domain Fred N-12635 N.2-13309 
Domain Fred N-12649 N.2-13324 
Domain Fred N-12687 N.2-13363 
Domain Fred N-12708 N.2-13385 
Domain Fred N-12709 N.2-13386 
Domain Fred N-13146 N.2-13851 
Domain Fred N-13161 N.2-13867 
Domain Fred N-13182 N.2-13889 
Domain Fred N-13199 N.2-13907 
Domain Fred N-13222 N.2-13931 
Domain Fred N-15192 N.2-15906 
Domain Fred N-15223 N.2-15937 
Domain Fred N-15257 N.2-15971 
Domain Fred N-15345 N.2-16059 
Domain Fred N-15656 N.2-16372 
Domain Greg N-10392 N.2-11034 
Domain Greg N-10427 N.2-11070 
Domain Greg N-10463 N.2-11108 
Domain Greg N-10487 N.2-11133 
Domain Greg N-10513 N.2-11167 
Domain Greg N-10542 N.2-11197 
Domain Greg N-10562 N.2-11218 
Domain Greg N-10585 N.2-11242 
Domain Greg N-10614 N.2-11272 
Domain Greg N-10683 N.2-11344 
Domain Greg N-12503 N.2-13171 
Domain Greg N-12531 N.2-13200 
Domain Greg N-12557 N.2-13227 
Domain Greg N-12579 N.2-13250 
Domain Greg N-12594 N.2-13266 
Domain Greg N-12615 N.2-13288 
Domain Greg N-12655 N.2-13330 
Domain Greg N-12689 N.2-13365 
Domain Greg N-12712 N.2-13389 
Domain Greg N-12713 N.2-13390 
Domain Greg N-13165 N.2-13871 
Domain Greg N-13200 N.2-13908 
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Domain Greg N-15123 N.2-15837 
Domain Greg N-15140 N.2-15854 
Domain Greg N-15281 N.2-15995 
Domain Greg N-15426 N.2-16142 
Domain Greg N-15504 N.2-16220 
Domain Shane N-10644 N.2-11304 
Domain Shane N-12530 N.2-13199 
Domain Shane N-12636 N.2-13310 
Domain Shane N-12652 N.2-13327 
Domain Shane N-12711 N.2-13388 
Domain Shane N-13163 N.2-13869 
Domain Shane N-13184 N.2-13891 
Domain Shane N-13201 N.2-13909 
Domain Shane N-13227 N.2-13936 
Domain Shane N-15204 N.2-15918 
Domain Shane N-15236 N.2-15950 
Domain Shane N-15262 N.2-15976 
Domain Shane N-15300 N.2-16014 
Domain Shane N-15328 N.2-16042 
Domain Shane N-15350 N.2-16064 
Domain Shane N-15372 N.2-16087 
Domain Shane N-15390 N.2-16105 
Domain Shane N-15428 N.2-16144 
Domain Shane N-15449 N.2-16165 
Domain Shane N-15470 N.2-16186 
Domain Shane N-15530 N.2-16246 
Domain Shane N-15548 N.2-16264 
Domain Shane N-15597 N.2-16313 
Domain Shane N-15618 N.2-16334 
Domain Shane N-15643 N.2-16359 
Domain Shane N-15669 N.2-16385 
Don  Valdez N-08476 N.2-9112 
Dongail Jared N-12368 N.2-13036 
Dongail Jared N-13038 N.2-13743 
Doran Thomas 1226 N.2-20685 
Dorau Scott 848 N.2-20417 
Dorer Daniel 384 N.2-20132 
Dorris Maurice O-ON-020 N.2-402 
Doster Brady N-16708 N.2-17425 
Doster Brady N-16711 N.2-17428 
Doster Brady N-16890 N.2-17607 
Doster Brady N-16962 N.2-17679 
Doster Brady N-17060 N.2-17777 
Doster Brady N-17061 N.2-17778 
Dottenwhy Jason 1499 N.2-20866 
Dottenwhy Jason 1500 N.2-20866 
Dougherty Ryan N-18725 N.2-19579 
Dougherty Ryan N-18726 N.2-19582 
Dougherty Ryan N-18727 N.2-19584 
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Dougherty Sophia N-18648 N.2-19383 
Dougherty Sophia N-18649 N.2-19385 
Dougherty Sophia N-18650 N.2-19388 
Douglas Dillon N-18784 N.2-19742 
Douglas Russ 804 N.2-20391 
Douglas Tyler N-06809 N.2-7435 
Douglas Tyler N-07274 N.2-7904 
Douglas Tyler N-07423 N.2-8053 
Douglas Tyler N-07481 N.2-8111 
Douglas Tyler N-10735 N.2-11401 
Douglas Tyler N-10755 N.2-11421 
Douglas Tyler N-10811 N.2-11477 
Douglas Tyler N-10833 N.2-11500 
Douglas Tyler N-10851 N.2-11518 
Douglas Tyler N-14587 N.2-15300 
Douglas Tyler N-14604 N.2-15317 
Douglas Tyler N-14629 N.2-15342 
Douglas Tyler N-14652 N.2-15365 
Douglas Tyler N-14677 N.2-15390 
Douglas Tyler N-14702 N.2-15415 
Douglas Tyler N-14740 N.2-15453 
Douglas Tyler N-14741 N.2-15454 
Douglas Tyler N-14780 N.2-15493 
Douglas Tyler N-14815 N.2-15528 
Douglas Tyler N-14839 N.2-15552 
Douglas Tyler N-14874 N.2-15587 
Douglas Tyler N-14897 N.2-15611 
Douglas Tyler N-14922 N.2-15636 
Douglas Tyler N-14947 N.2-15661 
Douglas Tyler N-14981 N.2-15695 
Douglas Tyler N-15004 N.2-15718 
Douglas Tyler N-15028 N.2-15742 
Douglas Tyler N-15066 N.2-15780 
Douglas Valerie 1110 N.2-20590 
Dowden Steve N-00173 N.2-621 
Dowling James N-07979 N.2-8609 
Down Robin 213 N.2-20023 
Downard Joseph N-02152 N.2-2703 
Downard Joseph N-02199 N.2-2750 
Downard Joseph N-02260 N.2-2811 
Downing Jessica N-08590 N.2-9226 
Downing Jessica N-08729 N.2-9365 
Downing Jessica N-13754 N.2-14463 
Downing Jessica N-15218 N.2-15932 
Downing Jessica N-15249 N.2-15963 
Downing Jessica N-15276 N.2-15990 
Downing Jessica N-15674 N.2-16390 
Downs Danny N-08231 N.2-8861 
Downs Tim N-02736 N.2-3288 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-109  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Doyle Laurence N-08795 N.2-9431 
Dozier Jeffrey 172 N.2-20000 
Dozier Jeffrey 761 N.2-20361 
Draeger Sebastian 1703 N.2-21043 
Draeger Sebastian N-02015 N.2-2566 
Draeger Sebastian N-04399 N.2-4968 
Drake Brian N-16982 N.2-17699 
Draus Bryan 964 N.2-20486 
Dreher Dan N-06297 N.2-6903 
Dreher Eric N-08397 N.2-9027 
Dreher Eric N-08559 N.2-9195 
Dreher Eric N-08624 N.2-9260 
Dreher Eric N-08759 N.2-9395 
Dreher Eric N-08968 N.2-9605 
Drenth Ed N-08000 N.2-8630 
Drenth ED N-08053 N.2-8683 
Drenth Ed W-JT-021 N.2-21 
Drenth Ed W-JT-024 N.2-24 
Dresselhaus Matt N-10402 N.2-11044 
Dresselhaus Matt N-10515 N.2-11169 
Dresselhaus Matt N-10565 N.2-11221 
Dresselhaus Matt N-10594 N.2-11251 
Dresselhaus Matt N-12504 N.2-13172 
Dresselhaus Matt N-12561 N.2-13231 
Dresselhaus Matt N-17516 N.2-18241 
Driscoll Robert N-11939 N.2-12607 
Drollinger Dustin N-06253 N.2-6858 
Drollinger Dustin N-06259 N.2-6864 
Drollinger Dustin N-12102 N.2-12770 
Drollinger Dustin N-12125 N.2-12793 
Drollinger Dustin N-12173 N.2-12841 
Drollinger Dustin N-12188 N.2-12856 
Drollinger Dustin N-12219 N.2-12887 
Drollinger Dustin N-12220 N.2-12888 
Drollinger Dustin N-12234 N.2-12902 
Drollinger Dustin N-12247 N.2-12915 
Drollinger Dustin N-12266 N.2-12934 
Drollinger Dustin N-12287 N.2-12955 
Drollinger Dustin N-12323 N.2-12991 
Drollinger Dustin N-12351 N.2-13019 
Drollinger Dustin N-12385 N.2-13053 
Drollinger Dustin N-12419 N.2-13087 
Drollinger Dustin N-12446 N.2-13114 
Drollinger Dustin N-12468 N.2-13136 
Drollinger Dustin N-12844 N.2-13548 
Drollinger Dustin N-12860 N.2-13564 
Drollinger Dustin N-12883 N.2-13587 
Drollinger Dustin N-12902 N.2-13606 
Drollinger Dustin N-12920 N.2-13624 
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Drollinger Dustin N-12951 N.2-13655 
Drollinger Dustin N-12971 N.2-13676 
Drollinger Dustin N-13009 N.2-13714 
Drollinger Dustin N-13058 N.2-13763 
Drollinger Dustin N-13102 N.2-13807 
Drollinger Dustin N-13125 N.2-13830 
Drummer Darrell N-00594 N.2-1143 
Drummer Darrell N-00684 N.2-1233 
Drummer Darrell N-00900 N.2-1449 
Drummer Darrell N-01739 N.2-2288 
Drummer Darrell N-02468 N.2-3019 
Drummer Darrell N-04242 N.2-4803 
Drummer Darrell N-04244 N.2-4805 
Drummer Darrell N-04285 N.2-4848 
Drummer Darrell N-04346 N.2-4912 
Drummer Darrell N-04390 N.2-4959 
Drummer Darrell N-04426 N.2-4996 
Drummer Darrell N-04454 N.2-5024 
Drummer Darrell N-04557 N.2-5130 
Drummer Darrell N-04581 N.2-5155 
Drummer Darrell N-04589 N.2-5164 
Drummer Darrell N-04617 N.2-5193 
Drummer Darrell N-04618 N.2-5194 
Drummer Darrell N-04661 N.2-5237 
Drummer Darrell N-04812 N.2-5393 
Drummer Darrell N-04859 N.2-5442 
Drummer Darrell N-04876 N.2-5460 
Drummer Darrell N-04877 N.2-5461 
Drummer Darrell N-04878 N.2-5462 
Drummer Darrell N-04879 N.2-5463 
Drummer Darrell N-04881 N.2-5466 
Drummer Darrell N-04882 N.2-5467 
Drummer Darrell N-04883 N.2-5468 
Drummer Darrell N-04884 N.2-5469 
Drummer Darrell N-04885 N.2-5470 
Drummer Darrell N-04886 N.2-5471 
Drummer Darrell N-04893 N.2-5478 
Drummer Darrell N-04894 N.2-5480 
Drummer Darrell N-04895 N.2-5481 
Drummer Darrell N-04896 N.2-5482 
Drummer Darrell N-04898 N.2-5484 
Drummer Darrell N-04899 N.2-5485 
Drummer Darrell N-04901 N.2-5487 
Drummer Darrell N-04902 N.2-5488 
Drummer Darrell N-04903 N.2-5489 
Drummer Darrell N-04904 N.2-5490 
Drummer Darrell N-04908 N.2-5494 
Drummer Darrell N-04909 N.2-5495 
Drummer Darrell N-04910 N.2-5496 
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Drummer Darrell N-04911 N.2-5497 
Drummer Darrell N-04912 N.2-5498 
Drummer Darrell N-06676 N.2-7299 
Drummer Darrell N-10397 N.2-11039 
Drummer Darrell N-10425 N.2-11068 
Drummer Darrell N-10431 N.2-11074 
Drummer Darrell N-10484 N.2-11130 
Drummer Darrell N-10517 N.2-11171 
Drummer Darrell N-10563 N.2-11219 
Drummer Darrell N-12505 N.2-13173 
Drummer Darrell N-12512 N.2-13180 
Drummer Darrell N-12560 N.2-13230 
Drummer Darrell N-12696 N.2-13372 
Drummer Darrell N-12732 N.2-13409 
Drummer Darrell N-12771 N.2-13456 
Drummer Darrell N-16211 N.2-16928 
DuBose Dan N-00621 N.2-1170 
Dubovsky Tim N-08234 N.2-8864 
Duggan Sean N-00436 N.2-985 
Duggan Sean N-00965 N.2-1514 
Duggan Sean N-01826 N.2-2375 
Duke Gary N-06098 N.2-6701 
Duke Laurie N-05906 N.2-6508 
Dumas Kory N-03054 N.2-3606 
Duncan Roxanna N-00497 N.2-1046 
Duncan Roxanna N-00787 N.2-1336 
Duncan Roxanna N-01046 N.2-1595 
Duncan Roxanna N-01227 N.2-1776 
Duncan Shannon N-09964 N.2-10604 
Duncan Thomas W-ON-102 N.2-143 
Duncan Tom 2167 N.2-21460 
Duncan Tom 2172 N.2-21465 
Duncan Tom 2175 N.2-21466 
Duncan Tom & Cherie N-00423 N.2-955 
Dunkin Chris N-00453 N.2-1002 
Dunkin Chris N-00491 N.2-1040 
Dunkin Chris N-00544 N.2-1093 
Dunkin Chris N-00690 N.2-1239 
Dunkin Chris N-00838 N.2-1387 
Dunkin Chris N-00925 N.2-1474 
Dunkin Chris N-01043 N.2-1592 
Dunkin Chris N-01120 N.2-1669 
Dunkin Chris N-01178 N.2-1727 
Dunkin Chris N-01242 N.2-1791 
Dunkin Chris N-01323 N.2-1872 
Dunkin Chris N-01447 N.2-1996 
Dunkin Chris N-11514 N.2-12182 
Dunkin Chris N-11515 N.2-12183 
Dunkin Chris N-11567 N.2-12235 
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Dunkin Chris N-11600 N.2-12268 
Dunkin Chris N-11621 N.2-12289 
Dunkin Chris N-11655 N.2-12323 
Dunkin Chris N-11657 N.2-12325 
Dunkin Chris N-11674 N.2-12342 
Dunkin Chris N-11714 N.2-12382 
Dunkin Chris N-11745 N.2-12413 
Dunkin Chris N-11760 N.2-12428 
Dunkin Chris N-11814 N.2-12482 
Dunkin Chris N-11877 N.2-12545 
Dunkin Chris N-11917 N.2-12585 
Dunkin Chris N-11938 N.2-12606 
Dunkin Chris N-11963 N.2-12631 
Dunkin Chris N-12052 N.2-12720 
Dunkin Chris N-12067 N.2-12735 
Dunlap Darryl 1511 N.2-20872 
Dunn Dennis N-05160 N.2-5750 
Dunn Dennis N-05530 N.2-6127 
Dunn Jason N-01916 N.2-2465 
Dunn Jason N-02050 N.2-2601 
Dunn Jason N-02210 N.2-2761 
Dunn Jason N-02212 N.2-2763 
Dunn Jason N-02271 N.2-2822 
Dunn Jason N-02358 N.2-2909 
Dunn Jason N-02392 N.2-2943 
Dunn Jason N-02503 N.2-3054 
Dunn Jason N-02609 N.2-3160 
Dunn Kent N-00037 N.2-474 
Dunn Kimberly 2031 N.2-21344 
Dunn Laura 2248 N.2-21555 
Dunn Sean 2240 N.2-21549 
Dunshee Doug 852 N.2-20419 
Duran Ed N-06865 N.2-7491 
Durnbaugh Timothy N-00072 N.2-513 
Dussart Steven N-02912 N.2-3464 
Dussart Steven N-03097 N.2-3649 
Dutro Mary W-VV-140 N.2-326 
Dvirnak Joshua N-11557 N.2-12225 
Dvirnak Joshua N-11705 N.2-12373 
Dvirnak Joshua N-11927 N.2-12595 
Dye David N-15815 N.2-16531 
Dykeman Chris N-14730 N.2-15443 
Dykeman Chris N-14848 N.2-15561 
Dykes Joseph W-VV-089 N.2-275 
Dykier Jim N-00329 N.2-844 
Dzurilla Ryan N-08372 N.2-9002 
Dzurilla Ryan N-08603 N.2-9239 
Dzurilla Ryan N-08830 N.2-9466 
Eaas Claudia N-00147 N.2-595 
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Eads Alan N-08362 N.2-8992 
Eakin Robert N-00460 N.2-1009 
Eakin Robert N-00565 N.2-1114 
Eakin Robert N-00615 N.2-1164 
Eakin Robert N-00739 N.2-1288 
Eakin Robert N-00909 N.2-1458 
Eakin Robert N-00957 N.2-1506 
Eakin Robert N-01062 N.2-1611 
Eakin Robert N-01218 N.2-1767 
Eakin Robert N-01341 N.2-1890 
Eakin Robert N-01387 N.2-1936 
Eakin Robert N-01388 N.2-1937 
Eakin Robert N-01444 N.2-1993 
Eakin Robert N-01519 N.2-2068 
Eakin Robert N-01578 N.2-2127 
Eakin Robert N-01605 N.2-2154 
Eakin Robert N-01703 N.2-2252 
Eakin Robert N-01732 N.2-2281 
Eakin Robert N-01769 N.2-2318 
Eakin Robert N-01806 N.2-2355 
Eakin Robert N-11698 N.2-12366 
Eakin Robert N-12038 N.2-12706 
Eallin Jamie N-00115 N.2-562 
Eannetta Terry 1995 N.2-21307 
Earnest Stephen N-05662 N.2-6263 
Earnest Stephen N-05676 N.2-6277 
Earnest Stephen N-05685 N.2-6286 
Earnest Stephen N-05696 N.2-6297 
Earnest Stephen N-05706 N.2-6307 
Earnest Stephen N-05749 N.2-6350 
Earnest Stephen N-05765 N.2-6367 
Earnest Stephen N-05781 N.2-6383 
Earnest Stephen N-05800 N.2-6402 
Earnest Stephen N-05824 N.2-6426 
Earnest Stephen N-05834 N.2-6436 
Earnest Stephen N-05858 N.2-6460 
Earnest Stephen N-05886 N.2-6488 
Earnest Stephen N-05919 N.2-6521 
Earnest Stephen N-05937 N.2-6539 
Earnest Stephen N-05987 N.2-6590 
Earnest Stephen N-06013 N.2-6616 
Earnest Stephen N-06014 N.2-6617 
Earnest Stephen N-06040 N.2-6643 
Earnest Stephen N-06054 N.2-6657 
Earnest Stephen N-06114 N.2-6717 
Earnest Stephen N-06141 N.2-6744 
Earnest Stephen N-06155 N.2-6758 
Earnest Steve N-02645 N.2-3197 
Earwood Skip W-VV-144 N.2-330 
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Earwood Skip W-VV-145 N.2-331 
Eastburn Kevin N-00753 N.2-1302 
Eastburn Kevin N-00805 N.2-1354 
Eastburn Kevin N-04400 N.2-4969 
Easter Coletta N-18802 N.2-19762 
Eberhard Gui N-02763 N.2-3315 
Eberhard Gui N-15803 N.2-16519 
Eberstein John 288 N.2-20070 
Ebert Jack N-02028 N.2-2579 
Ebert Jack N-02142 N.2-2693 
Ebert Jack N-02334 N.2-2885 
Ebert Jack N-06245 N.2-6849 
Ebert Jack N-06549 N.2-7168 
Ebert Jack N-06550 N.2-7169 
Ebert Jack N-06551 N.2-7170 
Ebert Jack N-06553 N.2-7172 
Ebert Jack N-09282 N.2-9922 
Ebert Jack N-09560 N.2-10200 
Ebert Jack N-17995 N.2-18729 
Ebert Jack N-18020 N.2-18754 
Ebert Jack N-18028 N.2-18762 
Ebert Jack N-18068 N.2-18802 
Ebert Jack N-18082 N.2-18816 
Ebert Jack N-18094 N.2-18828 
Ebert Jack N-18163 N.2-18897 
Ebert Jack N-18197 N.2-18931 
Ebert Jack N-18198 N.2-18932 
Ebert Jack N-18213 N.2-18947 
Ebert Jack N-18248 N.2-18982 
Ebert Jack N-18280 N.2-19014 
Ebert Jack N-18320 N.2-19054 
Ebert Jack N-18363 N.2-19097 
Ebert Jack N-18407 N.2-19141 
Ebert Jack N-18427 N.2-19161 
Ebert Jack N-18452 N.2-19186 
Ebert Jack N-18476 N.2-19210 
Ebert Jack N-18495 N.2-19229 
Ebert Jack N-18529 N.2-19263 
Ebert Jack N-18580 N.2-19314 
Ebert Michael N-08441 N.2-9077 
Ebert Michael N-08588 N.2-9224 
Ebert Michael N-08726 N.2-9362 
Ebert Michael N-08816 N.2-9452 
Ebert Michael N-08873 N.2-9509 
Ebert Michael N-09078 N.2-9716 
Ebrahimi Arya N-06170 N.2-6773 
Eckenrode Shawn N-15009 N.2-15723 
Eckhardt Greg 1015 N.2-20525 
Eckhardt Greg N-02774 N.2-3326 
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Eckhardt Greg N-02832 N.2-3384 
Eckhardt Greg N-02879 N.2-3431 
Eckhardt Greg N-02921 N.2-3473 
Eckhardt Greg N-02988 N.2-3540 
Eckhardt Greg N-03035 N.2-3587 
Eckhardt Greg N-03126 N.2-3678 
Eckhardt Greg N-03132 N.2-3684 
Eckhardt Greg N-03167 N.2-3719 
Eckhardt Greg N-03229 N.2-3781 
Eckhardt Greg N-03278 N.2-3830 
Eckmann Mark 1441 N.2-20831 
Eckmann Mark 1442 N.2-20832 
Eckmann Mark 1443 N.2-20832 
Eckmayer Tim 1923 N.2-21242 
Eddy Clint 537 N.2-20224 
Eddy Clint N-14414 N.2-15126 
Eddy Max 319 N.2-20090 
Edie Robert N-12905 N.2-13609 
Edmondson Joseph N-17554 N.2-18279 
Edmondson Joseph N-17641 N.2-18367 
Edwards Dave N-11952 N.2-12620 
Edwards Ross N-06312 N.2-6918 
Eggel Tony N-16975 N.2-17692 
Eggenberger Mark N-13518 N.2-14227 
Eggenberger Mark N-13686 N.2-14395 
Eggenberger Mark N-13872 N.2-14581 
Egli Chase N-00168 N.2-616 
Ehlers Jayson 69 N.2-19933 
Ehlers Ken 843 N.2-20415 
Ehlers Ken 1750 N.2-21080 
Ehnisz Eric N-08359 N.2-8989 
Eisele Bob N-06642 N.2-7263 
Eisele Bob N-06643 N.2-7264 
Eisele Mary N-06627 N.2-7248 
Eisele Sarah 2192 N.2-21489 
Eisele Sarah W-VV-182 N.2-371 
Eiselle Robert W-VV-066 N.2-252 
Eisenhardt Jay 226 N.2-20031 
Eklund Ryan N-02924 N.2-3476 
El Wardani Ramsey 827 N.2-20406 
Elam Andrew N-04897 N.2-5483 
Ellinger Brian 110 N.2-19957 
Ellinger Scott N-10412 N.2-11055 
Elliot David N-08022 N.2-8652 
Elliot David N-08086 N.2-8716 
Elliot David N-08111 N.2-8741 
Elliot David N-08112 N.2-8742 
Elliot David N-08142 N.2-8772 
Elliot David N-08171 N.2-8801 
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Elliot David N-08201 N.2-8831 
Elliot David N-08239 N.2-8869 
Elliot David N-08261 N.2-8891 
Elliot David N-08281 N.2-8911 
Elliott David N-04208 N.2-4767 
Elliott David N-04230 N.2-4791 
Elliott David N-04239 N.2-4800 
Elliott David N-04262 N.2-4824 
Elliott David N-04282 N.2-4845 
Elliott David N-04295 N.2-4858 
Elliott David N-04317 N.2-4881 
Elliott David N-04330 N.2-4895 
Elliott David N-04335 N.2-4901 
Elliott David N-04358 N.2-4925 
Elliott David N-04376 N.2-4944 
Elliott David N-04402 N.2-4971 
Elliott David N-04412 N.2-4981 
Elliott David N-04430 N.2-5000 
Elliott David N-04463 N.2-5033 
Elliott David N-04484 N.2-5054 
Elliott David N-04491 N.2-5061 
Elliott David N-04524 N.2-5096 
Elliott David N-04551 N.2-5124 
Elliott David N-04576 N.2-5150 
Elliott David N-04594 N.2-5169 
Elliott David N-04623 N.2-5199 
Elliott David N-04656 N.2-5232 
Elliott David N-04683 N.2-5260 
Elliott David N-04701 N.2-5279 
Elliott David N-04745 N.2-5324 
Elliott David N-04762 N.2-5342 
Elliott David N-04769 N.2-5349 
Elliott David N-04786 N.2-5367 
Elliott David N-04815 N.2-5396 
Elliott David N-04825 N.2-5406 
Elliott David N-04840 N.2-5422 
Elliott David N-04858 N.2-5441 
Elliott David N-07551 N.2-8181 
Elliott David N-07571 N.2-8201 
Elliott David N-07590 N.2-8220 
Elliott David N-07606 N.2-8236 
Elliott David N-07623 N.2-8253 
Elliott David N-07644 N.2-8274 
Elliott David N-07684 N.2-8314 
Elliott David N-07721 N.2-8351 
Elliott David N-07754 N.2-8384 
Elliott David N-07783 N.2-8413 
Elliott David N-07807 N.2-8437 
Elliott David N-07861 N.2-8491 
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Elliott David N-07908 N.2-8538 
Elliott David N-07932 N.2-8562 
Elliott David N-07969 N.2-8599 
Elliott David N-17332 N.2-18050 
Elliott David N-17510 N.2-18235 
Elliott David N-17678 N.2-18406 
Elliott David N-17684 N.2-18412 
Elliott David N-17715 N.2-18443 
Elliott David N-17766 N.2-18495 
Elliott David N-17775 N.2-18504 
Elliott David N-17828 N.2-18557 
Elliott David N-17898 N.2-18628 
Elliott David N-17927 N.2-18658 
Elliott David N-17949 N.2-18681 
Elliott David N-18595 N.2-19329 
Ellis Thomas W-VV-048 N.2-234 
Ellis Sasser Craig N-15306 N.2-16020 
Ellis Sasser Craig N-15395 N.2-16110 
Ellis Sasser Craig N-15564 N.2-16280 
Ellock Kurt W. N-18818 N.2-19778 
Engelder Matt N-04887 N.2-5472 
Engelhardt Brian N-12366 N.2-13034 
Enger Kory N-14064 N.2-14773 
Enger Kory N-14254 N.2-14964 
Enger Kory N-15733 N.2-16449 
England Norman N-06233 N.2-6837 
England Norman N-14389 N.2-15101 
England Norman N-17998 N.2-18732 
England Norman N-18080 N.2-18814 
England Norman N-18158 N.2-18892 
England Norman N-18159 N.2-18893 
England Norman N-18243 N.2-18977 
England Norman N-18274 N.2-19008 
England Norman N-18316 N.2-19050 
England Norman N-18447 N.2-19181 
England Norman N-18474 N.2-19208 
England Norman N-18492 N.2-19226 
England Norman N-18516 N.2-19250 
England Norman N-18517 N.2-19251 
Engwall Larry N-00065 N.2-506 
Ennis Richard N-05647 N.2-6248 
Ennis Shannon N-05531 N.2-6128 
Enstrom Jon 2029 N.2-21343 
Erb Josh W-JT-034 N.2-34 
Erfurt III George N-07090 N.2-7720 
Eric Sowards N-13599 N.2-14308 
Erickson Jeff 2151 N.2-21444 
Erickson Scott 1890 N.2-21212 
Eriksen Brynjar N-06392 N.2-6999 
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Eriksen Brynjar N-16715 N.2-17432 
Eriksen Brynjar N-17646 N.2-18372 
Ervin Craig 995 N.2-20509 
Espino William 818 N.2-20399 
Evans Bridget N-12033 N.2-12701 
Evans David N-05455 N.2-6052 
Evans Eric N-04735 N.2-5313 
Evans Lisa Orris N-00226 N.2-674 
Evans Matthew 957 N.2-20480 
Evans Mike 1547 N.2-20904 
Evans Mike 1599 N.2-20951 
Evans Mike 2012 N.2-21322 
Evans Paul 1119 N.2-20596 
Evans Raymond N-09038 N.2-9675 
Evans Raymond N-13036 N.2-13741 
Evans Ryan N-06419 N.2-7029 
Evans Scott N-18347 N.2-19081 
Evans Sharol N-10441 N.2-11084 
Evans Sharol N-10576 N.2-11233 
Evans Sharol N-12570 N.2-13241 
Evans Spencer N-03024 N.2-3576 
Evans Spencer N-03124 N.2-3676 
Evans Spencer N-14130 N.2-14840 
Evans Spencer N-14329 N.2-15041 
Evans Spencer N-14447 N.2-15159 
Evans Spencer N-15764 N.2-16480 
Evans Thomas N-11942 N.2-12610 
Everett John N-18868 N.2-19916 
Everett Mark W-VV-151 N.2-337 
Evrett Rod W-VV-130 N.2-316 
Eye Shawn N-17181 N.2-17898 
Eyrich Greg 1833 N.2-21155 
Eyrich Gregory 240 N.2-20040 
Eyrich Gregory 1702 N.2-21041 
Eyrich Gregory N-03947 N.2-4499 
F Joseph N-09523 N.2-10163 
Fagerty Travis N-13099 N.2-13804 
Faherty Travis 1314 N.2-20759 
Faherty Travis N-12901 N.2-13605 
Fahimuddin Yahya N-04706 N.2-5284 
Fahimuddin Yahya N-04785 N.2-5366 
Fair John N-15388 N.2-16103 
Fakkeldy Ben N-00006 N.2-440 
Fan David N-00211 N.2-659 
Fanning Blaine 1449 N.2-20835 
Fanslau Joseph N-09176 N.2-9816 
Fanslau Joseph N-09198 N.2-9838 
Fanslau Joseph N-09254 N.2-9894 
Fanslau Joseph N-09311 N.2-9951 
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Fanslau Joseph N-09345 N.2-9985 
Fanslau Joseph N-09386 N.2-10026 
Fanslau Joseph N-09420 N.2-10060 
Fanslau Joseph N-09611 N.2-10251 
Fanslau Joseph N-09726 N.2-10366 
Fanslau Joseph N-12131 N.2-12799 
Fanslau Joseph N-12370 N.2-13038 
Fanslau Joseph N-12434 N.2-13102 
Fanslau Joseph N-12842 N.2-13546 
Fanslau Joseph N-12885 N.2-13589 
Fanslau Joseph N-12894 N.2-13598 
Farley Brandon N-02805 N.2-3357 
Farley Brandon N-02863 N.2-3415 
Farley Brandon N-02980 N.2-3532 
Farley Brandon N-03053 N.2-3605 
Farley Brandon N-03239 N.2-3791 
Farley Brandon N-03407 N.2-3959 
Farley Brandon N-08744 N.2-9380 
Farley Brandon N-08780 N.2-9416 
Farmer James N-14385 N.2-15097 
Farrar Sean N-16004 N.2-16721 
Farrar Sean N-18302 N.2-19036 
Farrell Chris 1149 N.2-20620 
Farrell Jeremy N-02896 N.2-3448 
Farrell Jeremy N-03363 N.2-3915 
Farris Curt 1745 N.2-21076 
Faulk Jesse 78 N.2-19936 
Fausekis Nick N-00206 N.2-654 
Fauth Matthew N-07014 N.2-7644 
Favela Richard N-05347 N.2-5944 
Favela Richard N-10864 N.2-11531 
Favela Richard N-10891 N.2-11558 
Favela Richard N-10960 N.2-11627 
Favela Richard N-11002 N.2-11670 
Favela Richard N-11019 N.2-11687 
Favela Richard N-11036 N.2-11704 
Favela Richard N-11062 N.2-11730 
Favela Richard N-11090 N.2-11758 
Favela Richard N-11112 N.2-11780 
Favela Richard N-11155 N.2-11823 
Favela Richard N-11210 N.2-11878 
Favela Richard N-11233 N.2-11901 
Favela Richard N-11257 N.2-11925 
Favela Richard N-11345 N.2-12013 
Feagins Michael N-10734 N.2-11400 
Feagins Michael N-10831 N.2-11498 
Feagins Michael N-14584 N.2-15297 
Feagins Michael N-14705 N.2-15418 
Feagins Michael N-14841 N.2-15554 
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Feagins Michael N-14923 N.2-15637 
Feagins Michael N-15005 N.2-15719 
Feagins Michael N-15068 N.2-15782 
Fedor Andrew 575 N.2-20249 
Feichter Tony 754 N.2-20357 
Feil William N-01014 N.2-1563 
Feinberg Dan N-05241 N.2-5832 
Fellows John N-14227 N.2-14937 
Felts Joshua N-10626 N.2-11284 
Felts Joshua N-13217 N.2-13926 
Fenwick Will N-12397 N.2-13065 
Fenwick Will N-12433 N.2-13101 
Ferguson Carrie 1849 N.2-21171 
Ferguson Jason 889 N.2-20440 
Fernandez Andrew W-ON-044 N.2-84 
Fernandez Andrew W-VV-081 N.2-267 
Fernandez Austin W-ON-042 N.2-82 
Fernandez Dustin N-06463 N.2-7073 
Fernandez Dustin N-06464 N.2-7074 
Fernandez Dustin N-06473 N.2-7084 
Fernandez Dustin N-06605 N.2-7225 
Fernandez Dustin N-07224 N.2-7854 
Fernandez Dustin N-12749 N.2-13431 
Fernandez Joe 490 N.2-20196 
Fernandez Joe N-00461 N.2-1010 
Fernandez Joe N-00505 N.2-1054 
Fernandez Joe N-00555 N.2-1104 
Fernandez Joe N-00641 N.2-1190 
Fernandez Joe N-00700 N.2-1249 
Fernandez Joe N-00793 N.2-1342 
Fernandez Joe N-00851 N.2-1400 
Fernandez Joe N-00910 N.2-1459 
Fernandez Joe N-00947 N.2-1496 
Fernandez Joe N-01053 N.2-1602 
Fernandez Joe N-01122 N.2-1671 
Fernandez Joe N-01194 N.2-1743 
Fernandez Joe N-01248 N.2-1797 
Fernandez Joe N-01331 N.2-1880 
Fernandez Joe N-01399 N.2-1948 
Fernandez Joe N-01419 N.2-1968 
Fernandez Joe N-01450 N.2-1999 
Fernandez Joe N-01461 N.2-2010 
Fernandez Joe N-01526 N.2-2075 
Fernandez Joe N-01627 N.2-2176 
Fernandez Joe N-01666 N.2-2215 
Fernandez Joe N-01714 N.2-2263 
Fernandez Joe N-01820 N.2-2369 
Fernandez Joe N-01864 N.2-2413 
Fernandez Joe N-08395 N.2-9025 
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Fernandez Joe N-08938 N.2-9575 
Fernandez Joe N-09052 N.2-9690 
Fernandez Joe N-09674 N.2-10314 
Fernandez Joe  N-08625 N.2-9261 
Fernandez Johnathan N-08108 N.2-8738 
Fernandez Johnathan N-08141 N.2-8771 
Fernandez Johnathan N-08169 N.2-8799 
Fernandez Johnathan N-08195 N.2-8825 
Fernandez Johnathan N-08279 N.2-8909 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13324 N.2-14033 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13439 N.2-14148 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13510 N.2-14219 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13512 N.2-14221 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13629 N.2-14338 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13656 N.2-14365 
Fernandez Johnathan N-13919 N.2-14628 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07642 N.2-8272 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07662 N.2-8292 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07681 N.2-8311 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07719 N.2-8349 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07753 N.2-8383 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07851 N.2-8481 
Fernandez Jonathan N-07965 N.2-8595 
Fernandez Tessa N-06483 N.2-7096 
Fernandez Tessa N-06613 N.2-7233 
Fernandez Tessa N-07225 N.2-7855 
Fernandez Tessa N-12783 N.2-13477 
Fernandez Tessa N-16965 N.2-17682 
Fernandez Tricia W-VV-047 N.2-233 
Fernandez Tyler N-06482 N.2-7095 
Fernandez Tyler N-06612 N.2-7232 
Fernandez Tyler N-07181 N.2-7811 
Fernandez Tyler N-16919 N.2-17636 
Ferrari Michael N-09163 N.2-9803 
Ferrari Michael N-09207 N.2-9847 
Ferrari Michael N-09240 N.2-9880 
Ferrari Michael N-09263 N.2-9903 
Ferrari Michael N-09277 N.2-9917 
Ferrari Michael N-09302 N.2-9942 
Ferrari Michael N-09323 N.2-9963 
Ferrari Michael N-09362 N.2-10002 
Ferrari Michael N-09397 N.2-10037 
Ferrari Michael N-09427 N.2-10067 
Ferrari Michael N-09452 N.2-10092 
Ferrari Michael N-09480 N.2-10120 
Ferrari Michael N-09502 N.2-10142 
Ferrari Michael N-09503 N.2-10143 
Ferrari Michael N-09516 N.2-10156 
Ferrari Michael N-09549 N.2-10189 
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Ferrari Michael N-09567 N.2-10207 
Ferrari Michael N-09578 N.2-10218 
Ferrari Michael N-09591 N.2-10231 
Ferrari Michael N-09621 N.2-10261 
Ferrari Michael N-09633 N.2-10273 
Ferrari Michael N-09646 N.2-10286 
Ferrari Michael N-09660 N.2-10300 
Ferrari Michael N-09677 N.2-10317 
Ferrari Michael N-09696 N.2-10336 
Ferrari Michael N-09721 N.2-10361 
Ferrari Michael N-09749 N.2-10389 
Ferravanti Gary N-17473 N.2-18198 
Ferravanti Gary N-17567 N.2-18292 
Ferravanti Gary N-17965 N.2-18698 
Ferravanti Jr. Gary 115 N.2-19962 
Ferrier Benjamin N-02961 N.2-3513 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14089 N.2-14798 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14197 N.2-14907 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14260 N.2-14971 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14350 N.2-15062 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14391 N.2-15103 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14439 N.2-15151 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14494 N.2-15207 
Ferrier Benjamin N-14522 N.2-15235 
Ferrier Benjamin N-15833 N.2-16550 
Fersch Rick N-00038 N.2-475 
Fetter Ron N-01884 N.2-2433 
Fetter Ron N-01912 N.2-2461 
Fetter Ron N-01990 N.2-2541 
Fetter Ron N-02040 N.2-2591 
Fetter Ron N-02078 N.2-2629 
Fetter Ron N-02098 N.2-2649 
Fetter Ron N-02120 N.2-2671 
Fetter Ron N-02155 N.2-2706 
Fetter Ron N-02201 N.2-2752 
Fetter Ron N-02229 N.2-2780 
Fetter Ron N-02261 N.2-2812 
Fetter Ron N-02289 N.2-2840 
Fetter Ron N-02311 N.2-2862 
Fetter Ron N-02348 N.2-2899 
Fetter Ron N-02385 N.2-2936 
Fetter Ron N-02424 N.2-2975 
Fetter Ron N-02425 N.2-2976 
Fetter Ron N-02454 N.2-3005 
Fetter Ron N-02493 N.2-3044 
Fetter Ron N-02529 N.2-3080 
Fetter Ron N-02556 N.2-3107 
Fetter Ron N-02577 N.2-3128 
Fetter Ron N-02603 N.2-3154 
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Fetter Ron N-02632 N.2-3184 
Fetter Ron N-02659 N.2-3211 
Fetter Ron N-02678 N.2-3230 
Fetter Ron N-02702 N.2-3254 
Fetter Ron N-02721 N.2-3273 
Fichetola Rocco N-17081 N.2-17798 
Ficker Russ N-06634 N.2-7255 
Field Chris N-14776 N.2-15489 
Field David 794 N.2-20383 
Field Tamera N-06417 N.2-7027 
Filar Eric N-05356 N.2-5953 
Filar Eric N-05521 N.2-6118 
Filar Eric N-16753 N.2-17470 
Filar Eric N-16820 N.2-17537 
Filar Eric N-16944 N.2-17661 
Filban Adam W-ON-096 N.2-137 
Filbin Adam 378 N.2-20128 
Fillhard Dwayne 1111 N.2-20591 
Finkle Michael 1961 N.2-21274 
Fiore Michael 844 N.2-20415 
Fiorino Eric W-ON-091 N.2-132 
FISCH KURT 1263 N.2-20722 
Fischer Werner N-09774 N.2-10414 
Fischer Werner N-09775 N.2-10415 
Fischer Werner N-09793 N.2-10433 
Fischer Werner N-09834 N.2-10474 
Fischer Werner N-09872 N.2-10512 
Fischer Werner N-09959 N.2-10599 
Fischer Werner N-10005 N.2-10645 
Fischer Werner N-10130 N.2-10770 
Fischer Werner N-10170 N.2-10810 
Fischer Werner N-10183 N.2-10823 
Fischer Werner N-10197 N.2-10837 
Fischer Werner N-10231 N.2-10871 
Fischer Werner N-10249 N.2-10889 
Fischer Werner N-10264 N.2-10904 
Fischer Werner N-10279 N.2-10919 
Fischer Werner N-10295 N.2-10935 
Fischer Werner N-10315 N.2-10955 
Fischer Werner N-10329 N.2-10969 
Fischer Werner N-17383 N.2-18105 
Fischer Werner N-17488 N.2-18213 
Fischer Werner N-17542 N.2-18267 
Fischer Werner N-17591 N.2-18317 
Fischer Werner N-17644 N.2-18370 
Fischer Werner N-17820 N.2-18549 
Fischer Werner N-17878 N.2-18608 
Fisher Carson N-12657 N.2-13332 
Fisher Domennic N-02954 N.2-3506 
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Fisher Irene N-00220 N.2-668 
Fisher Jerry W-JT-019 N.2-19 
Fisher Lance W-JT-004 N.2-4 
Fisher Lance W-JT-005 N.2-5 
Fisher Lance W-JT-023 N.2-23 
Fisher Richard 857 N.2-20422 
Fisher Scott N-06393 N.2-7000 
Fisher Scott N-15088 N.2-15802 
Fisher Scott N-15115 N.2-15829 
Fisher Scott N-15133 N.2-15847 
Fisher Scott N-15151 N.2-15865 
Fisher Scott N-15177 N.2-15891 
Fisher Scott N-15178 N.2-15892 
Fisher Scott N-15213 N.2-15927 
Fisher Scott N-15242 N.2-15956 
Fisher Scott N-15254 N.2-15968 
Fisher Scott N-15289 N.2-16003 
Fisher Scott N-15361 N.2-16075 
Fisher Scott N-15380 N.2-16095 
Fisher Scott N-15413 N.2-16128 
Fisher Scott N-15437 N.2-16153 
Fisher Scott N-15457 N.2-16173 
Fisher Scott N-15480 N.2-16196 
Fisher Scott N-15495 N.2-16211 
Fisher Scott N-15514 N.2-16230 
Fisher Scott N-15533 N.2-16249 
Fisher Scott N-15551 N.2-16267 
Fisher Scott N-15581 N.2-16297 
Fisher Scott N-15605 N.2-16321 
Fisher Scott N-15625 N.2-16341 
Fisher Scott N-15645 N.2-16361 
Fisher Scott N-15672 N.2-16388 
Fisher Scott N-15693 N.2-16409 
Fisher Scott N-17175 N.2-17892 
Fisher Scott N-17228 N.2-17946 
Fisher Scott N-17302 N.2-18020 
Fisher Scott N-17415 N.2-18137 
Fisher Scott N-17456 N.2-18180 
Fisher Scott N-17541 N.2-18266 
Fisher Scott N-17738 N.2-18467 
Fisher Scott N-17957 N.2-18690 
Fisher Werner N-09891 N.2-10531 
Fitzgerald Star N-10021 N.2-10661 
Fitzgerld Erin N-06396 N.2-7004 
Fitzgerld Erin N-06552 N.2-7171 
Fitzgerld Erin N-10870 N.2-11537 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-10737 N.2-11403 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-14708 N.2-15421 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-14791 N.2-15504 
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Fitzsimmons Todd N-14903 N.2-15617 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-16011 N.2-16728 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-16218 N.2-16935 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-16410 N.2-17127 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-16490 N.2-17207 
Fitzsimmons Todd N-16510 N.2-17227 
Flaming Todd N-08369 N.2-8999 
Fleck Almut N-18658 N.2-19404 
Fleck John 690 N.2-20316 
Fleming Denver N-00719 N.2-1268 
Fleming Timothy N-00921 N.2-1470 
Fleming Timothy N-01545 N.2-2094 
Fletcher Michael N-01989 N.2-2540 
Fleuette Phil N-13689 N.2-14398 
Fleuette Phil N-13779 N.2-14488 
Flores John N-07323 N.2-7953 
Florian Marc N-03338 N.2-3890 
Florie Benjamin N-06176 N.2-6779 
Florie Benjamin N-06477 N.2-7090 
Florie Benjamin N-06478 N.2-7091 
Florie Benjamin N-06479 N.2-7092 
Florie Benjamin N-16531 N.2-17248 
Florie Benjamin N-16545 N.2-17262 
Florie Benjamin N-16557 N.2-17274 
Florie Benjamin N-16581 N.2-17298 
Florie Benjamin N-16601 N.2-17318 
Florie Benjamin N-16618 N.2-17335 
Florie Benjamin N-16633 N.2-17350 
Florie Benjamin N-16649 N.2-17366 
Florie Benjamin N-16665 N.2-17382 
Florie Benjamin N-16689 N.2-17406 
Florie Benjamin N-16718 N.2-17435 
Florie Benjamin N-16774 N.2-17491 
Florie Benjamin N-16812 N.2-17529 
Florie Benjamin N-16830 N.2-17547 
Florie Benjamin N-16841 N.2-17558 
Florie Benjamin N-16849 N.2-17566 
Florie Benjamin N-16895 N.2-17612 
Florie Benjamin N-16927 N.2-17644 
Florie Benjamin N-16961 N.2-17678 
Florie Benjamin N-17012 N.2-17729 
Florie Benjamin N-17013 N.2-17730 
Florie Benjamin N-17037 N.2-17754 
Florie Benjamin N-17069 N.2-17786 
Florie Benjamin N-17148 N.2-17865 
Flower Wayne N-05172 N.2-5762 
Flower Wayne N-05262 N.2-5853 
Flower Wayne N-05344 N.2-5941 
Flower Wayne N-05407 N.2-6004 
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Flower Wayne N-05440 N.2-6037 
Floyd Darin 130 N.2-19973 
Floyd Darin N-12115 N.2-12783 
Floyd Darin N-12159 N.2-12827 
Floyd Darin N-12184 N.2-12852 
Floyd Darin N-12199 N.2-12867 
Floyd Darin N-12229 N.2-12897 
Floyd Darin N-12245 N.2-12913 
Floyd Darin N-12262 N.2-12930 
Floyd Darin N-12282 N.2-12950 
Floyd Darin N-12299 N.2-12967 
Floyd Darin N-12316 N.2-12984 
Floyd Darin N-12336 N.2-13004 
Floyd Darin N-12362 N.2-13030 
Floyd Darin N-12400 N.2-13068 
Floyd Darin N-12429 N.2-13097 
Floyd Darin N-12451 N.2-13119 
Floyd Darin N-12478 N.2-13146 
Floyd Darin N-12853 N.2-13557 
Floyd Darin N-12876 N.2-13580 
Floyd Darin N-12890 N.2-13594 
Floyd Darin N-12912 N.2-13616 
Floyd Darin N-12928 N.2-13632 
Floyd Darin N-12963 N.2-13668 
Floyd Darin N-12981 N.2-13686 
Floyd Darin N-13031 N.2-13736 
Floyd Darin N-13139 N.2-13844 
Fluegeman Brian N-00350 N.2-865 
Fly Darin N-12231 N.2-12899 
Flyod Darin N-13084 N.2-13789 
Folena Beverly 512 N.2-20210 
Folena Beverly N-03458 N.2-4010 
Folena Beverly N-03997 N.2-4549 
Folena Beverly N-16074 N.2-16791 
Folena Beverly N-16255 N.2-16972 
Folena Beverly N-16276 N.2-16993 
Folena Beverly N-16329 N.2-17046 
Folena Rusty 155 N.2-19988 
Folena Rusty N-02740 N.2-3292 
Folena Rusty N-02790 N.2-3342 
Folena Rusty N-02850 N.2-3402 
Folena Rusty N-02888 N.2-3440 
Folena Rusty N-02931 N.2-3483 
Folena Rusty N-03043 N.2-3595 
Folena Rusty N-03180 N.2-3732 
Folena Rusty N-07767 N.2-8397 
Folena Rusty N-07917 N.2-8547 
Folena Rusty N-07947 N.2-8577 
Folena Rusty N-08155 N.2-8785 
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Folena Rusty N-09106 N.2-9744 
Folena Rusty N-13981 N.2-14690 
Folena Rusty N-14126 N.2-14836 
Folena Rusty N-14221 N.2-14931 
Folena Rusty N-14473 N.2-15186 
Folena Rusty N-14535 N.2-15248 
Foley Scott 2113 N.2-21413 
Foli  John N-13280 N.2-13989 
Foli John 396 N.2-20139 
Foli John N-03456 N.2-4008 
Foli John N-03481 N.2-4033 
Foli John N-03487 N.2-4039 
Foli John N-03509 N.2-4061 
Foli John N-03546 N.2-4098 
Foli John N-03547 N.2-4099 
Foli John N-03585 N.2-4137 
Foli John N-03587 N.2-4139 
Foli John N-03605 N.2-4157 
Foli John N-03627 N.2-4179 
Foli John N-03638 N.2-4190 
Foli John N-03639 N.2-4191 
Foli John N-03661 N.2-4213 
Foli John N-03682 N.2-4234 
Foli John N-03697 N.2-4249 
Foli John N-03726 N.2-4278 
Foli John N-03747 N.2-4299 
Foli John N-03751 N.2-4303 
Foli John N-03755 N.2-4307 
Foli John N-03788 N.2-4340 
Foli John N-03795 N.2-4347 
Foli John N-03796 N.2-4348 
Foli John N-03812 N.2-4364 
Foli John N-03829 N.2-4381 
Foli John N-03833 N.2-4385 
Foli John N-03857 N.2-4409 
Foli John N-03878 N.2-4430 
Foli John N-03886 N.2-4438 
Foli John N-03906 N.2-4458 
Foli John N-03953 N.2-4505 
Foli John N-03969 N.2-4521 
Foli John N-03992 N.2-4544 
Foli John N-03995 N.2-4547 
Foli John N-04031 N.2-4583 
Foli John N-04057 N.2-4609 
Foli John N-04061 N.2-4613 
Foli John N-04079 N.2-4631 
Foli John N-04087 N.2-4639 
Foli John N-04089 N.2-4641 
Foli John N-06711 N.2-7337 
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Foli John N-06736 N.2-7362 
Foli John N-06741 N.2-7367 
Foli John N-06767 N.2-7393 
Foli John N-06768 N.2-7394 
Foli John N-06793 N.2-7419 
Foli John N-06812 N.2-7438 
Foli John N-06862 N.2-7488 
Foli John N-06888 N.2-7514 
Foli John N-06889 N.2-7515 
Foli John N-06933 N.2-7559 
Foli John N-06953 N.2-7580 
Foli John N-06956 N.2-7583 
Foli John N-06986 N.2-7615 
Foli John N-07005 N.2-7635 
Foli John N-07012 N.2-7642 
Foli John N-07058 N.2-7688 
Foli John N-07091 N.2-7721 
Foli John N-07096 N.2-7726 
Foli John N-07121 N.2-7751 
Foli John N-07154 N.2-7784 
Foli John N-07157 N.2-7787 
Foli John N-07193 N.2-7823 
Foli John N-07194 N.2-7824 
Foli John N-07248 N.2-7878 
Foli John N-07276 N.2-7906 
Foli John N-07282 N.2-7912 
Foli John N-07307 N.2-7937 
Foli John N-07308 N.2-7938 
Foli John N-07364 N.2-7994 
Foli John N-07370 N.2-8000 
Foli John N-07396 N.2-8026 
Foli John N-07426 N.2-8056 
Foli John N-07447 N.2-8077 
Foli John N-07466 N.2-8096 
Foli John N-07483 N.2-8113 
Foli John N-07505 N.2-8135 
Foli John N-07507 N.2-8137 
Foli John N-07526 N.2-8156 
Foli John N-07581 N.2-8211 
Foli John N-07923 N.2-8553 
Foli John N-07949 N.2-8579 
Foli John N-07994 N.2-8624 
Foli John N-08044 N.2-8674 
Foli John N-08308 N.2-8938 
Foli John N-08408 N.2-9038 
Foli John N-08433 N.2-9069 
Foli John N-08463 N.2-9099 
Foli John N-08489 N.2-9125 
Foli John N-08538 N.2-9174 
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Foli John N-08639 N.2-9275 
Foli John N-08667 N.2-9303 
Foli John N-08669 N.2-9305 
Foli John N-08712 N.2-9348 
Foli John N-08769 N.2-9405 
Foli John N-08798 N.2-9434 
Foli John N-08858 N.2-9494 
Foli John N-08895 N.2-9532 
Foli John N-08918 N.2-9555 
Foli John N-08939 N.2-9576 
Foli John N-08970 N.2-9607 
Foli John N-08997 N.2-9634 
Foli John N-09022 N.2-9659 
Foli John N-09054 N.2-9692 
Foli John N-09071 N.2-9709 
Foli John N-09097 N.2-9735 
Foli John N-09119 N.2-9757 
Foli John N-13231 N.2-13940 
Foli John N-13257 N.2-13966 
Foli John N-15857 N.2-16574 
Foli John N-15878 N.2-16595 
Foli John N-15900 N.2-16617 
Foli John N-15920 N.2-16637 
Foli John N-15936 N.2-16653 
Foli John N-15960 N.2-16677 
Foli John N-15976 N.2-16693 
Foli John N-15998 N.2-16715 
Foli John N-16019 N.2-16736 
Foli John N-16045 N.2-16762 
Foli John N-16067 N.2-16784 
Foli John N-16072 N.2-16789 
Foli John N-16096 N.2-16813 
Foli John N-16130 N.2-16847 
Foli John N-16163 N.2-16880 
Foli John N-16198 N.2-16915 
Foli John N-16200 N.2-16917 
Foli John N-16225 N.2-16942 
Foli John N-16246 N.2-16963 
Foli John N-16253 N.2-16970 
Foli John N-16277 N.2-16994 
Foli John N-16295 N.2-17012 
Foli John N-16321 N.2-17038 
Foli John N-16326 N.2-17043 
Foli John N-16357 N.2-17074 
Foli John N-16384 N.2-17101 
Foli John N-16406 N.2-17123 
Foli John N-16418 N.2-17135 
Foli John N-16465 N.2-17182 
Foli John N-16480 N.2-17197 
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Foli John N-16488 N.2-17205 
Foli John N-16513 N.2-17230 
Fooltit John N-12686 N.2-13362 
Fooltit John N-12755 N.2-13438 
Foottit John N-06853 N.2-7479 
Foottit John N-07220 N.2-7850 
Foottit John N-10656 N.2-11317 
Foran Charlie N-18027 N.2-18761 
Foran Charlie N-18127 N.2-18861 
Foran Charlie N-18139 N.2-18873 
Foran Charlie N-18281 N.2-19015 
Foran Charlie N-18367 N.2-19101 
Foran Charlie N-18406 N.2-19140 
Foran Charlie N-18453 N.2-19187 
Foran Charlie N-18477 N.2-19211 
Foran Charlie N-18530 N.2-19264 
Forberg Erik N-12150 N.2-12818 
Forberg Erik N-12404 N.2-13072 
Forberg Erik N-13075 N.2-13780 
Forcash Steven N-06530 N.2-7148 
Ford  Jeremy N-18321 N.2-19055 
Ford Breen N-00343 N.2-858 
Ford Jeremy N-18014 N.2-18748 
Ford Jeremy N-18042 N.2-18776 
Ford Jeremy N-18087 N.2-18821 
Ford Jeremy N-18142 N.2-18876 
Ford Jeremy N-18187 N.2-18921 
Ford Jeremy N-18231 N.2-18965 
Ford Jeremy N-18278 N.2-19012 
Ford Jeremy N-18522 N.2-19256 
Ford Jeremy N-18575 N.2-19309 
Ford Tim N-18512 N.2-19246 
Foreman Jacob 810 N.2-20395 
Foreman Jacob N-13346 N.2-14055 
Foreman Jacob N-13415 N.2-14124 
Foreman Jacob N-13491 N.2-14200 
Foreman Jacob N-13712 N.2-14421 
Foreman Jacob N-13749 N.2-14458 
Foreman Jacob N-13793 N.2-14502 
Foreman Jacob N-13818 N.2-14527 
Foreman Jacob N-13838 N.2-14547 
Foreman Jacob N-13860 N.2-14569 
Foreman Jacob N-13877 N.2-14586 
Foreman Jacob N-13922 N.2-14631 
Forrest David & Arlene N-00420 N.2-952 
Forrest Shawn N-08506 N.2-9142 
Forsman Stephen 135 N.2-19977 
Fort Brian N-12403 N.2-13071 
Fortin Gilman 524 N.2-20217 
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Fortin Gilman N-06415 N.2-7025 
Fortin Gilman N-06420 N.2-7030 
Fortin Gilman N-06421 N.2-7031 
Fortna Bill N-08808 N.2-9444 
Foster Chris 80 N.2-19937 
Foster Chris 561 N.2-20238 
Foster James N-09377 N.2-10017 
Foster James N-09433 N.2-10073 
Foster Jerry C. N-18813 N.2-19773 
Foster Melinda N-13554 N.2-14263 
Foster Melinda N-13556 N.2-14265 
Foster Melinda N-16756 N.2-17473 
Foster Michael N-12874 N.2-13578 
Foster Robert N-00588 N.2-1137 
Foster Robert N-01203 N.2-1752 
Foster Robert N-01488 N.2-2037 
Foster Ronald N-12308 N.2-12976 
Foster Ronald N-12376 N.2-13044 
Foster Ronald N-13056 N.2-13761 
Fothergill Barry N-15855 N.2-16572 
Fothergill Barry N-15898 N.2-16615 
Fothergill Barry N-16353 N.2-17070 
Fothergill Barry N-16411 N.2-17128 
Fothergill Barry N-16461 N.2-17178 
Fowler Peter N-07712 N.2-8342 
Fowler Raji 689 N.2-20316 
Fowler Tim 816 N.2-20397 
Fox Anthony 543 N.2-20227 
Fox Michael N-15212 N.2-15926 
Fox Roger 220 N.2-20027 
Foxx Jonathan 398 N.2-20139 
Frahm Chris N-07111 N.2-7741 
Francis Courtney N-09933 N.2-10573 
Francis William N-09813 N.2-10453 
Francis William N-09934 N.2-10574 
Francis William N-10083 N.2-10723 
Franek Rob N-00371 N.2-886 
Frank Russell N-13498 N.2-14207 
Franklin April N-04991 N.2-5577 
Franklin April N-05181 N.2-5771 
Franklin April N-05229 N.2-5819 
Franklin April N-05266 N.2-5857 
Franklin April N-05323 N.2-5920 
Franklin April N-05375 N.2-5972 
Franklin April N-05446 N.2-6043 
Franklin April N-05489 N.2-6086 
Franklin April N-05508 N.2-6105 
Franklin John N-07688 N.2-8318 
Franklin John N-07759 N.2-8389 
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Franklin John N-07789 N.2-8419 
Franklin John N-07871 N.2-8501 
Franklin John N-07974 N.2-8604 
Franklin John N-08065 N.2-8695 
Franklin John N-08089 N.2-8719 
Franklin John N-08290 N.2-8920 
Franklin Tom N-00170 N.2-618 
Frantz Greg 1636 N.2-20984 
Frantz Greg N-04528 N.2-5100 
Frantz Greg N-17304 N.2-18022 
Frantz Greg N-17529 N.2-18254 
Frantz Greg N-17571 N.2-18296 
Fraser Earl N-16995 N.2-17712 
Frazier Chad 143 N.2-19982 
Frazier Darren N-12117 N.2-12785 
Frazier Darren N-12206 N.2-12874 
Frazier Darren N-12340 N.2-13008 
Frazier Darren N-12856 N.2-13560 
Frazier Darren N-12915 N.2-13619 
Frazier Darren N-12935 N.2-13639 
Frazier Darren N-13037 N.2-13742 
Frazier Darren N-13090 N.2-13795 
Frazier Darren N-13120 N.2-13825 
Frazier Diane N-00213 N.2-661 
Frazier Michael N-00252 N.2-702 
Fred Chris N-05506 N.2-6103 
Fred Chris N-05604 N.2-6203 
Fred Chris N-13326 N.2-14035 
Fred Chris N-13489 N.2-14198 
Fred Chris N-13590 N.2-14299 
Fred Chris N-13714 N.2-14423 
Fred Chris N-13767 N.2-14476 
Fred Chris N-13815 N.2-14524 
Fred Chris N-13862 N.2-14571 
Fred Chris N-13924 N.2-14633 
Freedman Larry W-VV-019 N.2-205 
Freeman Dana N-09965 N.2-10605 
Freeman Dana N-10070 N.2-10710 
Freeman Dana N-10110 N.2-10750 
Freeman Daniel N-16364 N.2-17081 
Freeman Daniel N-16435 N.2-17152 
Freeman Richard 479 N.2-20189 
Freier Tom N-02861 N.2-3413 
Freiley Rhiannon N-06174 N.2-6777 
French Holly N-00122 N.2-569 
Frey Daniel N-07881 N.2-8511 
Freymond Ric 2165 N.2-21459 
Frichter Mark 739 N.2-20347 
Frieders Dean N-00758 N.2-1307 
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Frieders Dean N-00968 N.2-1517 
Frieders Dean N-01257 N.2-1806 
Frieders Dean N-01423 N.2-1972 
Frieders Dean N-01468 N.2-2017 
Frieders Dean N-01720 N.2-2269 
Frieders Dean N-15062 N.2-15776 
Frieders Dean N-15080 N.2-15794 
Frisinger Nicholas N-07898 N.2-8528 
Frost Chris N-13866 N.2-14575 
Frost David N-09144 N.2-9782 
Frost David N-09771 N.2-10411 
Frost David N-09945 N.2-10585 
Frost David N-10245 N.2-10885 
Frost David N-13973 N.2-14682 
Frost David N-13992 N.2-14701 
Frost David N-14015 N.2-14724 
Frost David N-14030 N.2-14739 
Frost David N-14052 N.2-14761 
Frost David N-14073 N.2-14782 
Frost David N-14097 N.2-14806 
Frost David N-14117 N.2-14827 
Frost David N-14157 N.2-14867 
Frost David N-14175 N.2-14885 
Frost David N-14206 N.2-14916 
Frost David N-14239 N.2-14949 
Frost David N-14278 N.2-14989 
Frost David N-14305 N.2-15016 
Frost David N-14335 N.2-15047 
Frost David N-14367 N.2-15079 
Frost David N-14409 N.2-15121 
Frost David N-14458 N.2-15170 
Frost David N-14481 N.2-15194 
Frost David N-14507 N.2-15220 
Frost David N-14548 N.2-15261 
Frost David N-15721 N.2-16437 
Frost David N-15747 N.2-16463 
Frost David N-15814 N.2-16530 
Frost Virgina N-13876 N.2-14585 
Fry Thomas N-08329 N.2-8959 
Fry Thomas N-08520 N.2-9156 
Fry Thomas N-12120 N.2-12788 
Fry Thomas N-12264 N.2-12932 
Fuentes Liz N-05430 N.2-6027 
Fuentes Ray N-05429 N.2-6026 
Fuentes Steven N-05125 N.2-5715 
Fuentes Steven N-05163 N.2-5753 
Fuentes Steven N-05428 N.2-6025 
Fulcher Nicholas N-11703 N.2-12371 
Fulfs Doug N-18286 N.2-19020 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-134  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Fuller  James N-13668 N.2-14377 
Fuller Brittany N-09754 N.2-10394 
Fuller Brittany N-09755 N.2-10395 
Fuller Brittany N-09788 N.2-10428 
Fuller Brittany N-09821 N.2-10461 
Fuller Brittany N-09907 N.2-10547 
Fuller Brittany N-09923 N.2-10563 
Fuller Brittany N-09970 N.2-10610 
Fuller Brittany N-09998 N.2-10638 
Fuller Brittany N-10031 N.2-10671 
Fuller Brittany N-10049 N.2-10689 
Fuller Brittany N-10079 N.2-10719 
Fuller Brittany N-10114 N.2-10754 
Fuller Brittany N-10132 N.2-10772 
Fuller Brittany N-10166 N.2-10806 
Fuller Brittany N-10179 N.2-10819 
Fuller Brittany N-10185 N.2-10825 
Fuller Brittany N-10201 N.2-10841 
Fuller Brittany N-10214 N.2-10854 
Fuller Brittany N-10240 N.2-10880 
Fuller Brittany N-10257 N.2-10897 
Fuller Brittany N-10274 N.2-10914 
Fuller Brittany N-10305 N.2-10945 
Fuller Brittany N-10346 N.2-10986 
Fuller Brittany N-10347 N.2-10987 
Fuller Brittany N-14012 N.2-14721 
Fuller Brittany N-14174 N.2-14884 
Fuller Brittany N-14201 N.2-14911 
Fuller Brittany N-14503 N.2-15216 
Fuller James N-00467 N.2-1016 
Fuller James N-00560 N.2-1109 
Fuller James N-00605 N.2-1154 
Fuller James N-00924 N.2-1473 
Fuller James N-01085 N.2-1634 
Fuller James N-01133 N.2-1682 
Fuller James N-01170 N.2-1719 
Fuller James N-01272 N.2-1821 
Fuller James N-01333 N.2-1882 
Fuller James N-01409 N.2-1958 
Fuller James N-01451 N.2-2000 
Fuller James N-01513 N.2-2062 
Fuller James N-01636 N.2-2185 
Fuller James N-01729 N.2-2278 
Fuller James N-06881 N.2-7507 
Fuller James N-07042 N.2-7672 
Fuller James N-07232 N.2-7862 
Fuller James N-07233 N.2-7863 
Fuller James N-07266 N.2-7896 
Fuller James N-10369 N.2-11009 
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Fuller James N-10407 N.2-11049 
Fuller James N-10430 N.2-11073 
Fuller James N-10489 N.2-11135 
Fuller James N-10520 N.2-11174 
Fuller James N-10544 N.2-11199 
Fuller James N-10617 N.2-11275 
Fuller James N-12518 N.2-13186 
Fuller James N-12664 N.2-13339 
Fuller James N-12694 N.2-13370 
Fuller James N-12716 N.2-13393 
Fuller James N-12718 N.2-13395 
Fuller James N-13344 N.2-14053 
Fuller James N-13362 N.2-14071 
Fuller James N-13378 N.2-14087 
Fuller James N-13433 N.2-14142 
Fuller James N-13471 N.2-14180 
Fuller James N-13506 N.2-14215 
Fuller James N-13591 N.2-14300 
Fuller James N-13647 N.2-14356 
Fuller James N-13673 N.2-14382 
Fuller James N-13701 N.2-14410 
Fuller James N-13768 N.2-14477 
Fuller James N-13813 N.2-14522 
Fuller James N-13842 N.2-14551 
Fuller James N-13899 N.2-14608 
Fuller James N-13959 N.2-14668 
Fuller James N-17975 N.2-18709 
Fuller James N-18009 N.2-18743 
Fuller James N-18053 N.2-18787 
Fuller James N-18061 N.2-18795 
Fuller James N-18070 N.2-18804 
Fuller James N-18081 N.2-18815 
Fuller James N-18488 N.2-19222 
Fuller James N-18565 N.2-19299 
Fuller Jessica N-09753 N.2-10393 
Fuller Jessica N-09763 N.2-10403 
Fuller Jessica N-09784 N.2-10424 
Fuller Jessica N-09842 N.2-10482 
Fuller Jessica N-09861 N.2-10501 
Fuller Jessica N-09878 N.2-10518 
Fuller Jessica N-09906 N.2-10546 
Fuller Jessica N-09956 N.2-10596 
Fuller Jessica N-09976 N.2-10616 
Fuller Jessica N-10000 N.2-10640 
Fuller Jessica N-10036 N.2-10676 
Fuller Jessica N-10052 N.2-10692 
Fuller Jessica N-10088 N.2-10728 
Fuller Jessica N-10121 N.2-10761 
Fuller Jessica N-10138 N.2-10778 
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Fuller Jessica N-10162 N.2-10802 
Fuller Jessica N-10176 N.2-10816 
Fuller Jessica N-10189 N.2-10829 
Fuller Jessica N-10199 N.2-10839 
Fuller Jessica N-10212 N.2-10852 
Fuller Jessica N-10271 N.2-10911 
Fuller Jessica N-10285 N.2-10925 
Fuller Jessica N-10302 N.2-10942 
Fuller Jessica N-13986 N.2-14695 
Fuller Jessica N-14070 N.2-14779 
Fuller Jessica N-14093 N.2-14802 
Fuller Jessica N-14132 N.2-14842 
Fuller Steven N-10807 N.2-11473 
Fuller Steven N-14626 N.2-15339 
Fuller Steven N-14700 N.2-15413 
Fuller Steven N-14774 N.2-15487 
Fuller Steven N-14941 N.2-15655 
Fuller Steven N-15027 N.2-15741 
Fuller Victoria 2129 N.2-21425 
Fuller  James N-13454 N.2-14163 
Fuller  James N-13939 N.2-14648 
Fulton Dex N-01498 N.2-2047 
Fulton Dex N-16915 N.2-17632 
Fultz Stephen N-08633 N.2-9269 
Fultz Stephen N-08761 N.2-9397 
Furbee John N-05246 N.2-5837 
G Lawrence N-13254 N.2-13963 
Gaebe David N-05253 N.2-5844 
Gage Chris N-17493 N.2-18218 
Gage Chris N-17605 N.2-18331 
Gagne Raymond 1214 N.2-20676 
Gaines Taccoa N-00116 N.2-563 
Galego Mario 972 N.2-20492 
Galewick Vincent N-00366 N.2-881 
Galewick Vincent N-00368 N.2-883 
Galletta Robert 310 N.2-20084 
Gallipeau Sonya N-15894 N.2-16611 
Gallipeau Sonya N-16119 N.2-16836 
Gallipeau Sonya N-16358 N.2-17075 
Gallipeau Sonya N-16378 N.2-17095 
Gallipeau Sonya N-16408 N.2-17125 
Gallipeau Sonya N-16520 N.2-17237 
Galvagno David N-00674 N.2-1223 
Galvagno David N-00982 N.2-1531 
Gamble Kevin 1194 N.2-20658 
Gamble Kevin N-06280 N.2-6885 
Gamble Kevin N-06281 N.2-6886 
Gamble Kevin N-06285 N.2-6890 
Gamble Kevin N-09816 N.2-10456 
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Gamio William N-00325 N.2-840 
Gammage Derek N-11590 N.2-12258 
Gammage Derek N-11803 N.2-12471 
Gammage Derek N-11855 N.2-12523 
Gammage Derek N-11978 N.2-12646 
Gammage Derek N-12000 N.2-12668 
Gammage Derek N-12093 N.2-12761 
Gannan Kevin N-13879 N.2-14588 
Gannan Leigh N-12374 N.2-13042 
Gannan Matthew 397 N.2-20139 
Ganrud Kurt 516 N.2-20212 
Ganrud Liz 530 N.2-20220 
Garcia Clifford N-13520 N.2-14229 
Garcia Clifford N-13637 N.2-14346 
Garcia Clifford N-13829 N.2-14538 
Garcia Ruben O-ON-010 N.2-392 
Garcia Ruben W-ON-012 N.2-52 
Garcia, Jr. Sal N-00390 N.2-905 
Gardina Ole 522 N.2-20216 
Gardiner Steven N-05605 N.2-6204 
Gardiner Steven N-06242 N.2-6846 
Gardiner Steven N-06248 N.2-6853 
Gardiner Steven N-06565 N.2-7184 
Gardiner Steven N-14178 N.2-14888 
Gardiner Steven N-18329 N.2-19063 
Gardner Joshua N-17977 N.2-18711 
Gardner Joshua N-17987 N.2-18721 
Gardner Joshua N-18051 N.2-18785 
Gardner Joshua N-18076 N.2-18810 
Gardner Joshua N-18112 N.2-18846 
Gardner Joshua N-18144 N.2-18878 
Gardner Joshua N-18165 N.2-18899 
Gardner Joshua N-18174 N.2-18908 
Gardner Joshua N-18237 N.2-18971 
Gardner Joshua N-18318 N.2-19052 
Gardner Joshua N-18365 N.2-19099 
Gardner Joshua N-18507 N.2-19241 
Garen Samuel N-06350 N.2-6956 
Garmon Michael 278 N.2-20063 
Garner Ashley N-05135 N.2-5725 
Garrett Adam N-18293 N.2-19027 
Garrett Westley 863 N.2-20425 
Garrison Chris N-17203 N.2-17921 
Garrison Christopher N-06831 N.2-7457 
garrison Christopher N-06873 N.2-7499 
Garrison Christopher N-06969 N.2-7598 
Garrison Christopher N-07026 N.2-7656 
Garrison Christopher N-07073 N.2-7703 
Garrison Christopher N-07110 N.2-7740 
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Garrison Christopher N-07354 N.2-7984 
Garrison Nevin 321 N.2-20092 
Garrison Nevin 1640 N.2-20989 
Garrod Chris N-09542 N.2-10182 
Gartner Al 2180 N.2-21470 
Garza William N-00459 N.2-1008 
Garza William N-00506 N.2-1055 
Garza William N-00556 N.2-1105 
Garza William N-00607 N.2-1156 
Garza William N-00694 N.2-1243 
Garza William N-00791 N.2-1340 
Garza William N-00845 N.2-1394 
Garza William N-00950 N.2-1499 
Garza William N-01087 N.2-1636 
Garza William N-01126 N.2-1675 
Garza William N-01171 N.2-1720 
Garza William N-01216 N.2-1765 
Garza William N-01282 N.2-1831 
Garza William N-01327 N.2-1876 
Garza William N-01393 N.2-1942 
Garza William N-01395 N.2-1944 
Garza William N-01442 N.2-1991 
Garza William N-01523 N.2-2072 
Garza William N-01576 N.2-2125 
Garza William N-01606 N.2-2155 
Garza William N-01668 N.2-2217 
Garza William N-01701 N.2-2250 
Garza William N-01805 N.2-2354 
Garza William N-01841 N.2-2390 
Garza William N-18039 N.2-18773 
Garza William N-18050 N.2-18784 
Garza William N-18384 N.2-19118 
Gasper Scot 1474 N.2-20852 
Gaston Danny N-00485 N.2-1034 
Gaston Danny N-00532 N.2-1081 
Gaston Danny N-00905 N.2-1454 
Gaston Danny N-00988 N.2-1537 
Gaston Danny N-01030 N.2-1579 
Gaston Danny N-01114 N.2-1663 
Gaston Danny N-01159 N.2-1708 
Gaston Danny N-01293 N.2-1842 
Gaston Danny N-01435 N.2-1984 
Gaston Danny N-01852 N.2-2401 
Gates Nina M. N-18772 N.2-19729 
Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP N-00274 N.2-736 
Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP N-18713 N.2-19530 
Gatzke Dillon & Ballance LLP N-18850 N.2-19817 
Gaul Randy W-ON-133 N.2-177 
Gaustad Chris N-10411 N.2-11054 
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Gaustad Chris N-10632 N.2-11291 
Gauthier Jereme N-05117 N.2-5707 
Gauthier Jereme N-05174 N.2-5764 
Gauthier Jereme N-05367 N.2-5964 
Gauthier Jereme N-05408 N.2-6005 
Gauthier Jereme N-05441 N.2-6038 
Gauthier Jereme N-05467 N.2-6064 
Gauthier Jereme N-10862 N.2-11529 
Gauthier Jereme N-10900 N.2-11567 
Gauthier Jereme N-11127 N.2-11795 
Gauthier Jereme N-11278 N.2-11946 
Gauthier Jereme N-11294 N.2-11962 
Gauthier Jereme N-11395 N.2-12063 
Gauthier Jereme N-11475 N.2-12143 
Geck Jeffrey 251 N.2-20048 
Gehrum Kirby 1299 N.2-20749 
Gehrum Kirby N-03027 N.2-3579 
Gehrum Kirby N-05748 N.2-6349 
Gehrum Kirby N-05802 N.2-6404 
Gehrum Kirby N-06721 N.2-7347 
Gehrum Kirby N-16549 N.2-17266 
Gehrum Kirby N-16725 N.2-17442 
Gehrum Kirby N-17079 N.2-17796 
Gellis Michael N-05998 N.2-6601 
genaw aric 105 N.2-19953 
Genaw Aric 427 N.2-20157 
Genaw Aric N-05731 N.2-6332 
Genaw Aric N-08338 N.2-8968 
Genaw Aric N-08469 N.2-9105 
Genaw Aric N-08585 N.2-9221 
Genaw Aric N-08813 N.2-9449 
Genaw Aric N-08870 N.2-9506 
Genaw Aric N-13289 N.2-13998 
Geno Matt N-04570 N.2-5143 
Genq Aric N-08500 N.2-9136 
Gentile Will N-02795 N.2-3347 
Gentile Will N-02827 N.2-3379 
Gentile Will N-02856 N.2-3408 
Gentile Will N-02898 N.2-3450 
Gentile Will N-02939 N.2-3491 
Gentile Will N-02973 N.2-3525 
Gentile Will N-02999 N.2-3551 
gentile Will N-03022 N.2-3574 
Gentile Will N-03046 N.2-3598 
Gentile Will N-03080 N.2-3632 
Gentile Will N-03310 N.2-3862 
Gentile Will N-03326 N.2-3878 
Gentile Will N-03346 N.2-3898 
Gentile Will N-03400 N.2-3952 
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Gentile Will N-07555 N.2-8185 
Gentile Will N-07572 N.2-8202 
Gentile Will N-07594 N.2-8224 
Gentile Will N-07604 N.2-8234 
Gentile Will N-07619 N.2-8249 
Gentile Will N-07638 N.2-8268 
Gentile Will N-07658 N.2-8288 
Gentile Will N-07686 N.2-8316 
Gentile Will N-07755 N.2-8385 
Gentile Will N-07786 N.2-8416 
Gentile Will N-07808 N.2-8438 
Gentile Will N-07822 N.2-8452 
Gentile Will N-07867 N.2-8497 
Gentile Will N-07910 N.2-8540 
Gentile Will N-07936 N.2-8566 
Gentile Will N-07972 N.2-8602 
Gentile Will N-08026 N.2-8656 
Gentile Will N-08058 N.2-8688 
Gentile Will N-08088 N.2-8718 
Gentile Will N-08104 N.2-8734 
Gentile Will N-08105 N.2-8735 
Gentile Will N-08143 N.2-8773 
Gentile Will N-08166 N.2-8796 
Gentile Will N-08208 N.2-8838 
Gentile Will N-08243 N.2-8873 
Gentile Will N-08256 N.2-8886 
Gentile Will N-08285 N.2-8915 
Gentile Will N-09246 N.2-9886 
Gentile Will N-09413 N.2-10053 
Gentile Will  N-02751 N.2-3303 
Gentile Will  N-02752 N.2-3304 
Gentile William N-02900 N.2-3452 
Gentile  Will N-03107 N.2-3659 
Gentile  Will N-03122 N.2-3674 
Gentile  Will N-03142 N.2-3694 
Gentile  Will N-03164 N.2-3716 
Gentile  Will N-03182 N.2-3734 
Gentile  Will N-03199 N.2-3751 
Gentile  Will N-03216 N.2-3768 
Gentile  Will N-03234 N.2-3786 
Gentile  Will N-03250 N.2-3802 
Gentile  Will N-03268 N.2-3820 
Gentile  Will N-03287 N.2-3839 
Gentile  Will N-03298 N.2-3850 
Gentile  William N-03166 N.2-3718 
George Keith N-17197 N.2-17915 
George Larry M. N-18672 N.2-19485 
George Stephen 973 N.2-20493 
Gerbi Craig N-07862 N.2-8492 
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Gerdsen Garrett 366 N.2-20120 
Gerke Joel 1943 N.2-21260 
Gersch Rick N-09950 N.2-10590 
Getty William 1828 N.2-21150 
Geving Nathan 882 N.2-20436 
Geyer Matthew 1243 N.2-20701 
Gibbons Colin N-12011 N.2-12679 
Gibbons Joseph N-08045 N.2-8675 
Gibbons Joseph N-08074 N.2-8704 
Gibson Chris N-04532 N.2-5104 
Gibson Scott 1404 N.2-20811 
Gibson Tim 1271 N.2-20727 
Gil John 1996 N.2-21308 
Gilbert Bill 1242 N.2-20700 
Gilbert Joe N-08342 N.2-8972 
Gilbert Ron N-09819 N.2-10459 
Gilbert Ron N-09866 N.2-10506 
Gilbert Ron N-09876 N.2-10516 
Gilbert Ron N-09929 N.2-10569 
Gilbert Ron N-10078 N.2-10718 
Gilbert Ron N-10286 N.2-10926 
Gilbert Ron N-14358 N.2-15070 
Gilbert William N-02841 N.2-3393 
Gildner Joseph 1247 N.2-20704 
Gildner Joseph N-08337 N.2-8967 
Giles Steve N-00255 N.2-705 
Gill  David N-18157 N.2-18891 
Gill  David N-18571 N.2-19305 
Gill Darren N-02506 N.2-3057 
Gill Darren N-02701 N.2-3253 
Gill David N-06713 N.2-7339 
Gill David N-06769 N.2-7395 
Gill David N-06795 N.2-7421 
Gill David N-06890 N.2-7516 
Gill David N-06894 N.2-7520 
Gill David N-07120 N.2-7750 
Gill David N-07249 N.2-7879 
Gill David N-07309 N.2-7939 
Gill David N-07400 N.2-8030 
Gill David N-07448 N.2-8078 
Gill David N-07527 N.2-8157 
Gill David N-07669 N.2-8299 
Gill David N-07837 N.2-8467 
Gill David N-12122 N.2-12790 
Gill David N-12897 N.2-13601 
Gill David N-17991 N.2-18725 
Gill David N-18026 N.2-18760 
Gill David N-18241 N.2-18975 
Gill David N-18272 N.2-19006 
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Gill David N-18313 N.2-19047 
Gill David N-18359 N.2-19093 
Gill David N-18419 N.2-19153 
Gill David N-18445 N.2-19179 
Gill David N-18470 N.2-19204 
Gill David N-18489 N.2-19223 
Gill David N-18519 N.2-19253 
Gill Dustin 1202 N.2-20666 
Gill Robert N-17253 N.2-17971 
Gill William N-00380 N.2-895 
Gillium Walter N-08618 N.2-9254 
Gillium Walter N-08754 N.2-9390 
Gillum Walter N-08389 N.2-9019 
Gillum Walter N-17295 N.2-18013 
Gillum Walter N-17328 N.2-18046 
Gilman Fortin N-01941 N.2-2490 
Gilmet Michael N-02905 N.2-3457 
Gilmet Michael N-02981 N.2-3533 
Ginsburg Jake N-13068 N.2-13773 
Gison Lee N-18705 N.2-19519 
Giuliano Michael N-00958 N.2-1507 
Giuliano Michael N-01132 N.2-1681 
Giuliano Michael N-01335 N.2-1884 
Giuliano Michael N-13541 N.2-14250 
Giuliano Michael N-13941 N.2-14650 
Glaser Nick N-00811 N.2-1360 
Glaser Nick N-10745 N.2-11411 
Glaser Nick N-10768 N.2-11434 
Glaser Nick N-10818 N.2-11485 
Glaser Nick N-10839 N.2-11506 
Glaser Nick N-14590 N.2-15303 
Glaser Nick N-14617 N.2-15330 
Glaser Nick N-14632 N.2-15345 
Glaser Nick N-14679 N.2-15392 
Glaser Nick N-14724 N.2-15437 
Glaser Nick N-14789 N.2-15502 
Glaser Nick N-14810 N.2-15523 
Glaser Nick N-14829 N.2-15542 
Glaser Nick N-14864 N.2-15577 
Glaser Nick N-14865 N.2-15578 
Glaser Nick N-14879 N.2-15593 
Glaser Nick N-14905 N.2-15619 
Glaser Nick N-14928 N.2-15642 
Glaser Nick N-14988 N.2-15702 
Glaser Nick N-15042 N.2-15756 
Glaser Nick N-15058 N.2-15772 
Glaser Nick N-15076 N.2-15790 
Glass Chris N-02798 N.2-3350 
Glass Chris N-03002 N.2-3554 
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Glass Chris N-03109 N.2-3661 
Glass Chris N-03266 N.2-3818 
Glass Christopher N-06664 N.2-7287 
Glass Christopher N-06685 N.2-7308 
Glass Christopher N-06686 N.2-7309 
Glass Christopher N-06687 N.2-7310 
Glass Christopher N-10436 N.2-11079 
Glass Christopher N-15869 N.2-16586 
Glass Christopher N-15892 N.2-16609 
Glass Christopher N-15914 N.2-16631 
Glass Christopher N-15932 N.2-16649 
Glass Christopher N-15963 N.2-16680 
Glass Christopher N-15981 N.2-16698 
Glass Christopher N-16025 N.2-16742 
Glass Christopher N-16042 N.2-16759 
Glass Christopher N-16066 N.2-16783 
Glass Christopher N-16092 N.2-16809 
Glass Christopher N-16138 N.2-16855 
Glass Christopher N-16157 N.2-16874 
Glass Christopher N-16184 N.2-16901 
Glass Christopher N-16185 N.2-16902 
Glass Christopher N-16232 N.2-16949 
Glass Christopher N-16245 N.2-16962 
Glass Christopher N-16271 N.2-16988 
Glass Christopher N-16290 N.2-17007 
Glass Christopher N-16316 N.2-17033 
Glass Christopher N-16393 N.2-17110 
Glass Christopher N-16404 N.2-17121 
Glass Christopher N-16477 N.2-17194 
Glass Christopher N-16503 N.2-17220 
Glass Ed N-06306 N.2-6912 
Glass Ed N-09778 N.2-10418 
Glass Ed N-09837 N.2-10477 
Glass Ed N-09896 N.2-10536 
Glass Ed N-09919 N.2-10559 
Glass Ed N-10048 N.2-10688 
Glass Ed N-10071 N.2-10711 
Glass Ed N-10111 N.2-10751 
Glass Ed N-10131 N.2-10771 
Glass Ed N-10153 N.2-10793 
Glass Ed N-10230 N.2-10870 
Glass Ed N-10340 N.2-10980 
Glass Gail N-05793 N.2-6395 
Glass Gail N-05813 N.2-6415 
Glass Gail N-05828 N.2-6430 
Glass Gail N-05905 N.2-6507 
Glass Gail N-06032 N.2-6635 
Glass Gail N-06051 N.2-6654 
Glasser Josh N-02178 N.2-2729 
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Glatzel Kevin 579 N.2-20251 
Glatzel Kevin 1720 N.2-21057 
Glatzel Kevin N-08479 N.2-9115 
Glatzel Kevin N-12326 N.2-12994 
Glatzel Kevin N-12394 N.2-13062 
Glatzel Kevin N-12943 N.2-13647 
Glatzel Kevin N-13020 N.2-13725 
Glatzel Kevin N-13048 N.2-13753 
Glatzel Kevin N-13108 N.2-13813 
Gleason Cary 1063 N.2-20559 
Gleason Cary N-14971 N.2-15685 
glowniak jeff 2103 N.2-21405 
Glumac Jason 655 N.2-20294 
Gochnauer Tim N-10011 N.2-10651 
Goins Lara N-16015 N.2-16732 
Goins Lara N-16128 N.2-16845 
Goins Lara N-16380 N.2-17097 
Goldberg Dani W-ON-068 N.2-108 
Goldberg Matthew W-ON-075 N.2-116 
Golde Paul 1519 N.2-20882 
Golden State Water Company N-18861 N.2-19875 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04215 N.2-4774 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04237 N.2-4798 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04263 N.2-4825 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04281 N.2-4844 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04303 N.2-4866 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04322 N.2-4886 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04343 N.2-4909 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04344 N.2-4910 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04363 N.2-4930 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04384 N.2-4952 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04395 N.2-4964 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04431 N.2-5001 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04457 N.2-5027 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04475 N.2-5045 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04476 N.2-5046 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04519 N.2-5091 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04552 N.2-5125 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04578 N.2-5152 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04595 N.2-5170 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04626 N.2-5202 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04655 N.2-5231 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04678 N.2-5255 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04704 N.2-5282 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04742 N.2-5321 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04759 N.2-5339 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04782 N.2-5363 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04808 N.2-5389 
Goldenstein Lauren N-04835 N.2-5417 
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Goldenstein Lauren N-04853 N.2-5436 
Goldenstien Adam N-01869 N.2-2418 
Goldenstien Adam N-01894 N.2-2443 
Goldenstien Adam N-01956 N.2-2507 
Goldenstien Adam N-02018 N.2-2569 
Goldenstien Adam N-02060 N.2-2611 
Goldenstien Adam N-02088 N.2-2639 
Goldenstien Adam N-02105 N.2-2656 
Goldenstien Adam N-02134 N.2-2685 
Goldenstien Adam N-02168 N.2-2719 
Goldenstien Adam N-02217 N.2-2768 
Goldenstien Adam N-02237 N.2-2788 
Goldenstien Adam N-02285 N.2-2836 
Goldenstien Adam N-02322 N.2-2873 
Goldenstien Adam N-02369 N.2-2920 
Goldenstien Adam N-02396 N.2-2947 
Goldenstien Adam N-02397 N.2-2948 
Goldenstien Adam N-02452 N.2-3003 
Goldenstien Adam N-02478 N.2-3029 
Goldenstien Adam N-02526 N.2-3077 
Goldenstien Adam N-02550 N.2-3101 
Goldenstien Adam N-02552 N.2-3103 
Goldenstien Adam N-02574 N.2-3125 
Goldenstien Adam N-02600 N.2-3151 
Goldenstien Adam N-02630 N.2-3182 
Goldenstien Adam N-02655 N.2-3207 
Goldenstien Adam N-02676 N.2-3228 
Goldenstien Adam N-02699 N.2-3251 
Goldenstien Adam N-02718 N.2-3270 
Goldenstien Lauren N-01868 N.2-2417 
Goldenstien Lauren N-01891 N.2-2440 
Goldenstien Lauren N-01955 N.2-2506 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02016 N.2-2567 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02058 N.2-2609 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02087 N.2-2638 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02104 N.2-2655 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02131 N.2-2682 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02167 N.2-2718 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02216 N.2-2767 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02236 N.2-2787 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02286 N.2-2837 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02305 N.2-2856 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02320 N.2-2871 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02368 N.2-2919 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02394 N.2-2945 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02395 N.2-2946 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02451 N.2-3002 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02476 N.2-3027 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02527 N.2-3078 
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Goldenstien Lauren N-02551 N.2-3102 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02575 N.2-3126 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02602 N.2-3153 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02631 N.2-3183 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02656 N.2-3208 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02677 N.2-3229 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02700 N.2-3252 
Goldenstien Lauren N-02719 N.2-3271 
Golembieski Frank N-17275 N.2-17993 
Golembieski Frank N-17394 N.2-18116 
Golembieski Frank N-17514 N.2-18239 
Golembieski Frank N-17616 N.2-18342 
Goltz Greg N-00328 N.2-843 
Gomes Jeremy N-03945 N.2-4497 
Gomez Norman N-11332 N.2-12000 
Gomez Robert N-09930 N.2-10570 
Gommell Ernie W-VV-180 N.2-367 
Gommell Linda W-VV-181 N.2-369 
Gonderman Jason N-10657 N.2-11318 
Gonderman Jason N-12647 N.2-13322 
Gonos Michael N-02742 N.2-3294 
Gonos Michael N-02842 N.2-3394 
Gonos Michael N-02871 N.2-3423 
Gonos Michael N-02916 N.2-3468 
Gonos Michael N-02951 N.2-3503 
Gonos Michael N-02984 N.2-3536 
Gonos Michael N-03013 N.2-3565 
Gonos Michael N-03059 N.2-3611 
Gonos Michael N-03150 N.2-3702 
Gonos Michael N-03189 N.2-3741 
Gonos Michael N-03226 N.2-3778 
Gonos Michael N-03282 N.2-3834 
Gonos Michael N-03304 N.2-3856 
Gonos Michael N-03336 N.2-3888 
Gonos Michael N-03374 N.2-3926 
Gonos Michael N-14081 N.2-14790 
Gonos Michael N-14241 N.2-14951 
Gonos Michael N-14267 N.2-14978 
Gonos Michael N-14292 N.2-15003 
Gonos Michael N-14347 N.2-15059 
Gonos Michael N-14352 N.2-15064 
Gonos Michael N-14377 N.2-15089 
Gonos Michael N-14386 N.2-15098 
Gonos Michael N-14393 N.2-15105 
Gonos Michael N-14394 N.2-15106 
Gonos Michael N-14395 N.2-15107 
Gonos Michael N-14431 N.2-15143 
Gonos Michael N-14520 N.2-15233 
Gonos Michael N-14526 N.2-15239 
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Gonos  Michael N-13984 N.2-14693 
Gonzales Joanne N-14782 N.2-15495 
Gonzales Robert N-14837 N.2-15550 
Gonzales Robert N-14944 N.2-15658 
Gonzalez Jennifer N-05732 N.2-6333 
Gonzalez Jennifer N-05752 N.2-6353 
Gonzalez Jennifer N-06107 N.2-6710 
Gonzalez Juan N-07704 N.2-8334 
Gonzalez Juan N-08050 N.2-8680 
Gonzalez Juan, Carlos N-13582 N.2-14291 
Gonzalez Manuel 363 N.2-20118 
Gonzalez Rick N-13947 N.2-14656 
Good Mirissa N-03480 N.2-4032 
Goodell Paul 771 N.2-20367 
Goodman Anthony N-06092 N.2-6695 
Goodman Aubrey N-06090 N.2-6693 
Goodman Austin N-06091 N.2-6694 
Goodman Jeff N-13098 N.2-13803 
Goodman Jonathan 651 N.2-20291 
Goodman Vanessa N-06089 N.2-6692 
Goodrich Cliff N-17369 N.2-18088 
Goodrich Cliff N-17395 N.2-18117 
Goodrich Cliff N-17615 N.2-18341 
Goodwin Rick W-ON-123 N.2-164 
Googer Marc 1209 N.2-20672 
Gookin Christopher N-04561 N.2-5134 
Gookin Christopher N-04638 N.2-5214 
Gookin Christopher N-04639 N.2-5215 
Gookin Christopher N-04719 N.2-5297 
Gookin Christopher N-04844 N.2-5426 
Gordinier Riley 1436 N.2-20828 
Gordinier Riley 1438 N.2-20829 
Gordon Garrett 1387 N.2-20802 
Gordon Kevin N-08597 N.2-9233 
Gordon Kevin N-09035 N.2-9672 
Gorgone Phillip 570 N.2-20244 
Gotte Winston 381 N.2-20131 
Gotte Winston 779 N.2-20372 
Gotte Winston N-05873 N.2-6475 
Gotte Winston N-05916 N.2-6518 
Gotte Winston N-06165 N.2-6768 
Gotte Winston N-11851 N.2-12519 
Gotte Winston W-ON-016 N.2-56 
Goubeaux Matt N-09237 N.2-9877 
Goubeaux Matt N-09356 N.2-9996 
Gould Emily N-10661 N.2-11322 
Gould Isabella N-18486 N.2-19220 
Gowans Tyler 113 N.2-19960 
Gowans Tyler N-01875 N.2-2424 
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Gowans Tyler N-01900 N.2-2449 
Gowans Tyler N-01962 N.2-2513 
Gowans Tyler N-02010 N.2-2561 
Gowans Tyler N-02025 N.2-2576 
Gowans Tyler N-02066 N.2-2617 
Gowans Tyler N-02092 N.2-2643 
Gowans Tyler N-02111 N.2-2662 
Gowans Tyler N-02140 N.2-2691 
Gowans Tyler N-02179 N.2-2730 
Gowans Tyler N-02203 N.2-2754 
Gowans Tyler N-02223 N.2-2774 
Gowans Tyler N-02234 N.2-2785 
Gowans Tyler N-02246 N.2-2797 
Gowans Tyler N-02266 N.2-2817 
Gowans Tyler N-02278 N.2-2829 
Gowans Tyler N-02300 N.2-2851 
Gowans Tyler N-02312 N.2-2863 
Gowans Tyler N-02318 N.2-2869 
Gowans Tyler N-02360 N.2-2911 
Gowans Tyler N-02377 N.2-2928 
Gowans Tyler N-02391 N.2-2942 
Gowans Tyler N-02408 N.2-2959 
Gowans Tyler N-02411 N.2-2962 
Gowans Tyler N-02432 N.2-2983 
Gowans Tyler N-02443 N.2-2994 
Gowans Tyler N-02462 N.2-3013 
Gowans Tyler N-02474 N.2-3025 
Gowans Tyler N-02520 N.2-3071 
Gowans Tyler N-02531 N.2-3082 
Gowans Tyler N-02541 N.2-3092 
Gowans Tyler N-02558 N.2-3109 
Gowans Tyler N-02559 N.2-3110 
Gowans Tyler N-02568 N.2-3119 
Gowans Tyler N-02583 N.2-3134 
Gowans Tyler N-02593 N.2-3144 
Gowans Tyler N-02610 N.2-3161 
Gowans Tyler N-02625 N.2-3177 
Gowans Tyler N-02648 N.2-3200 
Gowans Tyler N-02660 N.2-3212 
Gowans Tyler N-02671 N.2-3223 
Gowans Tyler N-02683 N.2-3235 
Gowans Tyler N-02691 N.2-3243 
Gowans Tyler N-02713 N.2-3265 
Gowans Tyler N-04308 N.2-4872 
Gowans Tyler N-04349 N.2-4916 
Gowans Tyler N-04505 N.2-5075 
Gowans Tyler N-04526 N.2-5098 
Gowans Tyler N-04544 N.2-5116 
Gowans Tyler N-04693 N.2-5270 
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Gowans Tyler N-04755 N.2-5334 
Gowans Tyler N-04777 N.2-5357 
Gowans Tyler N-04806 N.2-5387 
Gowans Tyler N-04848 N.2-5430 
Gowans Tyler N-04861 N.2-5444 
Gowans Tyler N-04872 N.2-5455 
Gowans Tyler N-06235 N.2-6839 
Gowans Tyler N-06237 N.2-6841 
Gowans Tyler N-06238 N.2-6842 
Gowans Tyler N-06558 N.2-7177 
Gowans Tyler N-06598 N.2-7218 
Gowans Tyler N-06599 N.2-7219 
Gowans Tyler N-07557 N.2-8187 
Gowans Tyler N-07559 N.2-8189 
Gowans Tyler N-07588 N.2-8218 
Gowans Tyler N-07593 N.2-8223 
Gowans Tyler N-07609 N.2-8239 
Gowans Tyler N-07624 N.2-8254 
Gowans Tyler N-07645 N.2-8275 
Gowans Tyler N-07655 N.2-8285 
Gowans Tyler N-07664 N.2-8294 
Gowans Tyler N-07674 N.2-8304 
Gowans Tyler N-07687 N.2-8317 
Gowans Tyler N-07699 N.2-8329 
Gowans Tyler N-07727 N.2-8357 
Gowans Tyler N-07740 N.2-8370 
Gowans Tyler N-07757 N.2-8387 
Gowans Tyler N-07773 N.2-8403 
Gowans Tyler N-07787 N.2-8417 
Gowans Tyler N-07797 N.2-8427 
Gowans Tyler N-07811 N.2-8441 
Gowans Tyler N-07820 N.2-8450 
Gowans Tyler N-07828 N.2-8458 
Gowans Tyler N-07836 N.2-8466 
Gowans Tyler N-07868 N.2-8498 
Gowans Tyler N-07911 N.2-8541 
Gowans Tyler N-07921 N.2-8551 
Gowans Tyler N-07935 N.2-8565 
Gowans Tyler N-07973 N.2-8603 
Gowans Tyler N-08004 N.2-8634 
Gowans Tyler N-08063 N.2-8693 
Gowans Tyler N-08102 N.2-8732 
Gowans Tyler N-08113 N.2-8743 
Gowans Tyler N-08114 N.2-8744 
Gowans Tyler N-08132 N.2-8762 
Gowans Tyler N-08144 N.2-8774 
Gowans Tyler N-08167 N.2-8797 
Gowans Tyler N-08211 N.2-8841 
Gowans Tyler N-08228 N.2-8858 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-150  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Gowans Tyler N-08245 N.2-8875 
Gowans Tyler N-08257 N.2-8887 
Gowans Tyler N-08306 N.2-8936 
Gowans Tyler N-09147 N.2-9785 
Gowans Tyler N-09156 N.2-9794 
Gowans Tyler N-09177 N.2-9817 
Gowans Tyler N-09199 N.2-9839 
Gowans Tyler N-09223 N.2-9863 
Gowans Tyler N-09255 N.2-9895 
Gowans Tyler N-09273 N.2-9913 
Gowans Tyler N-09289 N.2-9929 
Gowans Tyler N-09313 N.2-9953 
Gowans Tyler N-09346 N.2-9986 
Gowans Tyler N-09387 N.2-10027 
Gowans Tyler N-09421 N.2-10061 
Gowans Tyler N-09446 N.2-10086 
Gowans Tyler N-09471 N.2-10111 
Gowans Tyler N-09492 N.2-10132 
Gowans Tyler N-09493 N.2-10133 
Gowans Tyler N-09521 N.2-10161 
Gowans Tyler N-09522 N.2-10162 
Gowans Tyler N-09534 N.2-10174 
Gowans Tyler N-09585 N.2-10225 
Gowans Tyler N-09596 N.2-10236 
Gowans Tyler N-09612 N.2-10252 
Gowans Tyler N-09613 N.2-10253 
Gowans Tyler N-09637 N.2-10277 
Gowans Tyler N-09649 N.2-10289 
Gowans Tyler N-09666 N.2-10306 
Gowans Tyler N-09686 N.2-10326 
Gowans Tyler N-09707 N.2-10347 
Gowans Tyler N-09725 N.2-10365 
Gowans Tyler N-09742 N.2-10382 
Gowans Tyler N-10361 N.2-11001 
Gowans Tyler N-10366 N.2-11006 
Gowans Tyler N-10405 N.2-11047 
Gowans Tyler N-10469 N.2-11114 
Gowans Tyler N-10496 N.2-11144 
Gowans Tyler N-10525 N.2-11179 
Gowans Tyler N-10551 N.2-11206 
Gowans Tyler N-10572 N.2-11228 
Gowans Tyler N-10597 N.2-11254 
Gowans Tyler N-10623 N.2-11281 
Gowans Tyler N-10647 N.2-11307 
Gowans Tyler N-10665 N.2-11326 
Gowans Tyler N-10693 N.2-11354 
Gowans Tyler N-10733 N.2-11399 
Gowans Tyler N-10753 N.2-11419 
Gowans Tyler N-10776 N.2-11442 
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Gowans Tyler N-10792 N.2-11458 
Gowans Tyler N-10809 N.2-11475 
Gowans Tyler N-10830 N.2-11497 
Gowans Tyler N-10849 N.2-11516 
Gowans Tyler N-12488 N.2-13156 
Gowans Tyler N-12543 N.2-13212 
Gowans Tyler N-12544 N.2-13213 
Gowans Tyler N-12566 N.2-13236 
Gowans Tyler N-12624 N.2-13297 
Gowans Tyler N-12675 N.2-13350 
Gowans Tyler N-12699 N.2-13375 
Gowans Tyler N-12795 N.2-13493 
Gowans Tyler N-12796 N.2-13494 
Gowans Tyler N-12797 N.2-13495 
Gowans Tyler N-12798 N.2-13496 
Gowans Tyler N-13149 N.2-13854 
Gowans Tyler N-13189 N.2-13896 
Gowans Tyler N-13213 N.2-13921 
Gowans Tyler N-13364 N.2-14073 
Gowans Tyler N-13977 N.2-14686 
Gowans Tyler N-13999 N.2-14708 
Gowans Tyler N-14020 N.2-14729 
Gowans Tyler N-14038 N.2-14747 
Gowans Tyler N-14057 N.2-14766 
Gowans Tyler N-14077 N.2-14786 
Gowans Tyler N-14103 N.2-14812 
Gowans Tyler N-14121 N.2-14831 
Gowans Tyler N-14145 N.2-14855 
Gowans Tyler N-14165 N.2-14875 
Gowans Tyler N-14177 N.2-14887 
Gowans Tyler N-14214 N.2-14924 
Gowans Tyler N-14286 N.2-14997 
Gowans Tyler N-14313 N.2-15024 
Gowans Tyler N-14314 N.2-15025 
Gowans Tyler N-14343 N.2-15055 
Gowans Tyler N-14379 N.2-15091 
Gowans Tyler N-14427 N.2-15139 
Gowans Tyler N-14465 N.2-15178 
Gowans Tyler N-14485 N.2-15198 
Gowans Tyler N-14511 N.2-15224 
Gowans Tyler N-14561 N.2-15274 
Gowans Tyler N-14582 N.2-15295 
Gowans Tyler N-14603 N.2-15316 
Gowans Tyler N-14627 N.2-15340 
Gowans Tyler N-14628 N.2-15341 
Gowans Tyler N-14650 N.2-15363 
Gowans Tyler N-14671 N.2-15384 
Gowans Tyler N-14696 N.2-15409 
Gowans Tyler N-14742 N.2-15455 
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Gowans Tyler N-14743 N.2-15456 
Gowans Tyler N-14784 N.2-15497 
Gowans Tyler N-14817 N.2-15530 
Gowans Tyler N-14842 N.2-15555 
Gowans Tyler N-14876 N.2-15590 
Gowans Tyler N-14899 N.2-15613 
Gowans Tyler N-14924 N.2-15638 
Gowans Tyler N-14952 N.2-15666 
Gowans Tyler N-14953 N.2-15667 
Gowans Tyler N-14983 N.2-15697 
Gowans Tyler N-15007 N.2-15721 
Gowans Tyler N-15070 N.2-15784 
Gowans Tyler N-15701 N.2-16417 
Gowans Tyler N-15727 N.2-16443 
Gowans Tyler N-15753 N.2-16469 
Gowans Tyler N-15781 N.2-16497 
Gowans Tyler N-15822 N.2-16538 
Gowans Tyler N-17182 N.2-17899 
Gowans Tyler N-17231 N.2-17949 
Gowans Tyler N-17260 N.2-17978 
Gowans Tyler N-17263 N.2-17981 
Gowans Tyler N-17291 N.2-18009 
Gowans Tyler N-17300 N.2-18018 
Gowans Tyler N-17323 N.2-18041 
Gowans Tyler N-17338 N.2-18056 
Gowans Tyler N-17339 N.2-18057 
Gowans Tyler N-17365 N.2-18084 
Gowans Tyler N-17372 N.2-18091 
Gowans Tyler N-17374 N.2-18094 
Gowans Tyler N-17382 N.2-18103 
Gowans Tyler N-17406 N.2-18128 
Gowans Tyler N-17422 N.2-18144 
Gowans Tyler N-17427 N.2-18149 
Gowans Tyler N-17438 N.2-18162 
Gowans Tyler N-17441 N.2-18165 
Gowans Tyler N-17463 N.2-18187 
Gowans Tyler N-17466 N.2-18190 
Gowans Tyler N-17500 N.2-18225 
Gowans Tyler N-17503 N.2-18228 
Gowans Tyler N-17550 N.2-18275 
Gowans Tyler N-17553 N.2-18278 
Gowans Tyler N-17558 N.2-18283 
Gowans Tyler N-17585 N.2-18310 
Gowans Tyler N-17625 N.2-18351 
Gowans Tyler N-17640 N.2-18366 
Gowans Tyler N-17642 N.2-18368 
Gowans Tyler N-17659 N.2-18386 
Gowans Tyler N-17662 N.2-18390 
Gowans Tyler N-17666 N.2-18394 
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Gowans Tyler N-17667 N.2-18395 
Gowans Tyler N-17687 N.2-18415 
Gowans Tyler N-17693 N.2-18421 
Gowans Tyler N-17702 N.2-18430 
Gowans Tyler N-17703 N.2-18431 
Gowans Tyler N-17708 N.2-18436 
Gowans Tyler N-17723 N.2-18451 
Gowans Tyler N-17725 N.2-18454 
Gowans Tyler N-17735 N.2-18464 
Gowans Tyler N-17748 N.2-18477 
Gowans Tyler N-17755 N.2-18484 
Gowans Tyler N-17771 N.2-18500 
Gowans Tyler N-17783 N.2-18512 
Gowans Tyler N-17793 N.2-18522 
Gowans Tyler N-17814 N.2-18543 
Gowans Tyler N-17815 N.2-18544 
Gowans Tyler N-17816 N.2-18545 
Gowans Tyler N-17831 N.2-18560 
Gowans Tyler N-17841 N.2-18570 
Gowans Tyler N-17844 N.2-18573 
Gowans Tyler N-17855 N.2-18584 
Gowans Tyler N-17863 N.2-18592 
Gowans Tyler N-17867 N.2-18596 
Gowans Tyler N-17874 N.2-18603 
Gowans Tyler N-17875 N.2-18605 
Gowans Tyler N-17901 N.2-18631 
Gowans Tyler N-17916 N.2-18647 
Gowans Tyler N-17921 N.2-18652 
Gowans Tyler N-17930 N.2-18661 
Gowans Tyler N-17938 N.2-18669 
Gowans Tyler N-17942 N.2-18673 
Gowans Tyler N-17943 N.2-18675 
Gowans Tyler N-17954 N.2-18686 
Gowans Tyler N-17956 N.2-18689 
Gowans Tyler N-17970 N.2-18703 
Gowans Tyler N-17978 N.2-18712 
Gowans Tyler N-17980 N.2-18714 
Gowans Tyler N-18035 N.2-18769 
Gowans Tyler N-18096 N.2-18830 
Gowans Tyler N-18111 N.2-18845 
Gowans Tyler N-18143 N.2-18877 
Gowans Tyler N-18164 N.2-18898 
Gowans Tyler N-18167 N.2-18901 
Gowans Tyler N-18186 N.2-18920 
Gowans Tyler N-18188 N.2-18922 
Gowans Tyler N-18189 N.2-18923 
Gowans Tyler N-18208 N.2-18942 
Gowans Tyler N-18211 N.2-18945 
Gowans Tyler N-18212 N.2-18946 
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Gowans Tyler N-18322 N.2-19056 
Gowans Tyler N-18366 N.2-19100 
Gowans Tyler N-18389 N.2-19123 
Gowans Tyler N-18405 N.2-19139 
Gowans Tyler N-18428 N.2-19162 
Gowans Tyler N-18521 N.2-19255 
Gowans Tyler N-18528 N.2-19262 
Gowans Tyler N-18531 N.2-19265 
Gowans Tyler N-18560 N.2-19294 
Gowans Tyler N-18607 N.2-19341 
Gowans Tyler N-18611 N.2-19346 
Gowans Tyler N-18631 N.2-19366 
Gowans Tyler N-18633 N.2-19368 
Gowans Tyler N-18641 N.2-19376 
Gowans  Tyler N-18597 N.2-19331 
Gower Perry N-09321 N.2-9961 
Gower Perry N-09355 N.2-9995 
Goyette Jason N-09975 N.2-10615 
Grace Janet N-18776 N.2-19733 
Graef Jack N-15780 N.2-16496 
Graff Steve N-17206 N.2-17924 
Graft Rob N-00182 N.2-630 
Gragg Brannon N-15974 N.2-16691 
Gragg Brannon N-16120 N.2-16837 
Gragg Brannon N-16247 N.2-16964 
Gragg Brannon N-16361 N.2-17078 
Gragg Brannon N-16409 N.2-17126 
Gragg Brannon N-16457 N.2-17174 
Graham Aaron N-02911 N.2-3463 
Graham Aaron N-03410 N.2-3962 
Graham Elliot N-18698 N.2-19511 
Graham Geoffrey N-06250 N.2-6855 
Graham Jeremy 1427 N.2-20824 
Graham Jon N-17314 N.2-18032 
Graham Jonathan N-02840 N.2-3392 
Graham Jonathan N-14441 N.2-15153 
Graham Kevin N-12304 N.2-12972 
Graham Luke 1008 N.2-20520 
Graham Luke N-17238 N.2-17956 
Graham Luke N-17574 N.2-18299 
Grammage Derek N-06274 N.2-6879 
Granat Amy 2332 N.2-21699 
Granat Amy 2333 N.2-21701 
Granat Amy 2334 N.2-21703 
Granat Amy 2335 N.2-21705 
Granat Amy 2336 N.2-21706 
Granat Amy 2337 N.2-21708 
Granat Amy 2350 N.2-21739 
Granat Amy 2351 N.2-21741 
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Granat Amy 2353 N.2-21742 
Granat Amy 2356 N.2-21745 
Granat Amy 2361 N.2-21749 
Granat Amy 2367 N.2-21757 
Granfeld Dave N-06390 N.2-6997 
Granfeld Dave N-17839 N.2-18568 
Granfeld Dave N-17915 N.2-18646 
Granger Colin 1262 N.2-20720 
Grant Keith N-06336 N.2-6942 
Grant Madison N-05991 N.2-6594 
Grant Matthew N-06159 N.2-6762 
Grant Michelle N-05944 N.2-6546 
Grant William N-06158 N.2-6761 
Grapengater Jeff 2085 N.2-21392 
Grasso Andrew N-09890 N.2-10530 
Grasso Andrew N-17176 N.2-17893 
Grasso Andrew N-17283 N.2-18001 
Grasso Andrew N-17460 N.2-18184 
Grasso Andrew N-17487 N.2-18212 
Grasso Andrew N-17549 N.2-18274 
Gravados Cyndie N-00148 N.2-596 
Graves Stratton N-08503 N.2-9139 
Graves Stratton N-08948 N.2-9585 
Gray Bob N-10738 N.2-11404 
Gray Bob N-10758 N.2-11424 
Gray Bob N-10759 N.2-11425 
Gray Bob N-10779 N.2-11445 
Gray Bob N-10812 N.2-11478 
Gray Bob N-10813 N.2-11479 
Gray Bob N-10836 N.2-11503 
Gray Bob N-10848 N.2-11515 
Gray Bob N-14566 N.2-15279 
Gray Bob N-14591 N.2-15304 
Gray Bob N-14635 N.2-15348 
Gray Bob N-14655 N.2-15368 
Gray Bob N-14681 N.2-15394 
Gray Bob N-14711 N.2-15424 
Gray Bob N-14745 N.2-15458 
Gray Bob N-14747 N.2-15460 
Gray Bob N-14787 N.2-15500 
Gray Bob N-14820 N.2-15533 
Gray Bob N-14847 N.2-15560 
Gray Bob N-14878 N.2-15592 
Gray Bob N-14902 N.2-15616 
Gray Bob N-14927 N.2-15641 
Gray Bob N-14959 N.2-15673 
Gray Bob N-14986 N.2-15700 
Gray Bob N-15011 N.2-15725 
Gray Bob N-15032 N.2-15746 
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Gray Bob N-15050 N.2-15764 
Gray Bob N-15074 N.2-15788 
Gray Jason N-01978 N.2-2529 
Gray Jason N-02187 N.2-2738 
Gray Jason N-02470 N.2-3021 
Gray Joane N-06950 N.2-7577 
Gray Joane N-07464 N.2-8094 
Gray Joanne N-04443 N.2-5013 
Gray Joanne N-04606 N.2-5181 
Gray Joanne N-06734 N.2-7360 
Gray Joanne N-06765 N.2-7391 
Gray Joanne N-06791 N.2-7417 
Gray Joanne N-06810 N.2-7436 
Gray Joanne N-06856 N.2-7482 
Gray Joanne N-06923 N.2-7549 
Gray Joanne N-06924 N.2-7550 
Gray Joanne N-06984 N.2-7613 
Gray Joanne N-07004 N.2-7634 
Gray Joanne N-07053 N.2-7683 
Gray Joanne N-07089 N.2-7719 
Gray Joanne N-07115 N.2-7745 
Gray Joanne N-07153 N.2-7783 
Gray Joanne N-07191 N.2-7821 
Gray Joanne N-07245 N.2-7875 
Gray Joanne N-07273 N.2-7903 
Gray Joanne N-07305 N.2-7935 
Gray Joanne N-07361 N.2-7991 
Gray Joanne N-07392 N.2-8022 
Gray Joanne N-07424 N.2-8054 
Gray Joanne N-07445 N.2-8075 
Gray Joanne N-07482 N.2-8112 
Gray Joanne N-07501 N.2-8131 
Gray Joanne N-07523 N.2-8153 
Gray Joanne N-07548 N.2-8178 
Gray Joanne N-17199 N.2-17917 
Gray Joanne N-17234 N.2-17952 
Gray Joanne N-17266 N.2-17984 
Gray Joanne N-17307 N.2-18025 
Gray Joanne N-17341 N.2-18060 
Gray Joanne N-17363 N.2-18082 
Gray Joanne N-17376 N.2-18096 
Gray Joanne N-17436 N.2-18160 
Gray Joanne N-17468 N.2-18193 
Gray Joanne N-17484 N.2-18209 
Gray Joanne N-17526 N.2-18251 
Gray Joanne N-17579 N.2-18304 
Gray Joanne N-17657 N.2-18384 
Gray Joanne N-17658 N.2-18385 
Gray Joanne N-17722 N.2-18450 
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Gray Joanne N-17754 N.2-18483 
Gray Joanne N-17788 N.2-18517 
Gray Joanne N-17837 N.2-18566 
Gray Joanne N-17860 N.2-18589 
Gray Joanne N-17873 N.2-18602 
Gray Joanne N-17883 N.2-18613 
Gray Joanne N-17912 N.2-18643 
Gray Joanne N-17969 N.2-18702 
Gray Joanne N-18606 N.2-19340 
Gray Joanne N-18629 N.2-19364 
Gray Kelly 1872 N.2-21196 
Green George O-ON-001 N.2-381 
Grell Gary 780 N.2-20372 
Grenier Timothy N-09892 N.2-10532 
Grenier Timothy N-10065 N.2-10705 
Gresham Savage Nolan & Tilden N-18865 N.2-19900 
Griffin Phillip 1412 N.2-20815 
Griffin Robert 770 N.2-20366 
Griffith Billynda 1535 N.2-20896 
Griffith Billynda N-14279 N.2-14990 
Griffith Clint 674 N.2-20307 
Griffith Clint 1549 N.2-20906 
Griffith Clint 1606 N.2-20956 
Griffith Clint N-00626 N.2-1175 
Griffith Clint N-00689 N.2-1238 
Griffith Clint N-00836 N.2-1385 
Griffith Clint N-01003 N.2-1552 
Griffith Clint N-01041 N.2-1590 
Griffith Clint N-01322 N.2-1871 
Griffith Clint N-03177 N.2-3729 
Griffith Clint N-10086 N.2-10726 
Griffith Clint N-11609 N.2-12277 
Griffith Clint N-11642 N.2-12310 
Griffith Clint N-11847 N.2-12515 
Griffith Clint N-17821 N.2-18550 
Griffith Logan N-01072 N.2-1621 
Griffith Myron N-00284 N.2-765 
Griffith Robert N-05668 N.2-6269 
Griffith Robert N-05786 N.2-6388 
Griffith Robert N-06068 N.2-6671 
Grigsby Bryan W-VV-120 N.2-306 
Grigsby Matthew N-08409 N.2-9039 
Grigsby Matthew N-08536 N.2-9172 
Grigsby Matthew N-08801 N.2-9437 
Grigsby Matthew N-14098 N.2-14807 
Grigsby Matthew N-14242 N.2-14952 
Grigsby Matthew N-14416 N.2-15128 
Grobe Marc N-03553 N.2-4105 
Grobe Rita N-03556 N.2-4108 
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Grobe William N-03555 N.2-4107 
Grogan Julie N-00917 N.2-1466 
Grogan William N-01929 N.2-2478 
Gromicko Nikolai 99 N.2-19950 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12110 N.2-12778 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12138 N.2-12806 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12179 N.2-12847 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12195 N.2-12863 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12218 N.2-12886 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12221 N.2-12889 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12240 N.2-12908 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12254 N.2-12922 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12272 N.2-12940 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12292 N.2-12960 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12309 N.2-12977 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12329 N.2-12997 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12346 N.2-13014 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12375 N.2-13043 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12424 N.2-13092 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12440 N.2-13108 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12465 N.2-13133 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12848 N.2-13552 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12868 N.2-13572 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12886 N.2-13590 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12906 N.2-13610 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12919 N.2-13623 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12944 N.2-13648 
Gromicko Nikolai N-12968 N.2-13673 
Gromicko Nikolai N-13012 N.2-13717 
Gromicko Nikolai N-13057 N.2-13762 
Gromicko Nikolai N-13103 N.2-13808 
Gromicko Nikolai N-13130 N.2-13835 
Gromm Keleen N-11083 N.2-11751 
Gromm Keleen N-11197 N.2-11865 
Groover James N-07035 N.2-7665 
Gross Ben N-04272 N.2-4835 
Gross Ben N-04565 N.2-5138 
Gross Ben N-04613 N.2-5188 
Gross Ben N-04646 N.2-5222 
Gross Ben N-10764 N.2-11430 
Gross Ben N-10781 N.2-11447 
Gross Ben N-14571 N.2-15284 
Gross Ben N-15037 N.2-15751 
Gross Ben N-15053 N.2-15767 
Gross Ben N-16619 N.2-17336 
Gross Ben N-16650 N.2-17367 
Gross Ben N-17009 N.2-17726 
Gross Ben N-17010 N.2-17727 
Gross Tim N-13019 N.2-13724 
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Grosz Greg N-04929 N.2-5515 
Grosz Greg N-04944 N.2-5530 
Grosz Greg N-04986 N.2-5572 
Grosz Greg N-05027 N.2-5613 
Grosz Greg N-05044 N.2-5630 
Grosz Greg N-05145 N.2-5735 
Grosz Greg N-05188 N.2-5778 
Grosz Greg N-05242 N.2-5833 
Grosz Greg N-05272 N.2-5863 
Grosz Greg N-05291 N.2-5882 
Grosz Greg N-05306 N.2-5899 
Grosz Greg N-05330 N.2-5927 
Grosz Greg N-05354 N.2-5951 
Grosz Greg N-05384 N.2-5981 
Grosz Greg N-05423 N.2-6020 
Grosz Greg N-05453 N.2-6050 
Grosz Greg N-05515 N.2-6112 
Grove Michael N-02773 N.2-3325 
Grove Michael N-03379 N.2-3931 
Grove Rick N-02767 N.2-3319 
Grove Rick N-02869 N.2-3421 
Grover Jared 190 N.2-20010 
Gruenberg Gavin 235 N.2-20037 
Gruenberg Justin 222 N.2-20028 
Grunenfelder Craig N-04924 N.2-5510 
Grunenfelder Craig N-04951 N.2-5537 
Grunenfelder Craig N-04966 N.2-5552 
Grunenfelder Craig N-04981 N.2-5567 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05009 N.2-5595 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05023 N.2-5609 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05039 N.2-5625 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05058 N.2-5645 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05082 N.2-5670 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05097 N.2-5685 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05108 N.2-5697 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05126 N.2-5716 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05154 N.2-5744 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05192 N.2-5782 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05214 N.2-5804 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05247 N.2-5838 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05278 N.2-5869 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05293 N.2-5884 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05309 N.2-5903 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05334 N.2-5931 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05359 N.2-5956 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05395 N.2-5992 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05425 N.2-6022 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05458 N.2-6055 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05480 N.2-6077 
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Grunenfelder Craig N-05496 N.2-6093 
Grunenfelder Craig N-05526 N.2-6123 
Guerra Arturo N-11882 N.2-12550 
Guevara Christian N-00943 N.2-1492 
Guevara Christian N-05947 N.2-6549 
Guevara Christian N-06000 N.2-6603 
Guild Christopher N-11145 N.2-11813 
Guild Christopher N-11224 N.2-11892 
Guild Christopher N-11251 N.2-11919 
Guild Christopher N-11466 N.2-12134 
Guimond Doug O-ON-002 N.2-382 
Gunderman Shad 417 N.2-20150 
Gunkel Greg N-03441 N.2-3993 
Gunkel Greg N-03479 N.2-4031 
Gunkel Greg N-03777 N.2-4329 
Gunkel Greg N-03834 N.2-4386 
Gunkel Greg N-03874 N.2-4426 
Gunkel Greg N-04023 N.2-4575 
Gunkel Greg N-04073 N.2-4625 
Gunn William N-18692 N.2-19505 
Guthrie Gunner N-06153 N.2-6756 
Guthrie Kevin N-05844 N.2-6446 
Guthrie Kourtney N-06101 N.2-6704 
Guthrie Pearl N-06145 N.2-6748 
Guthrie Sara N-06100 N.2-6703 
Guthrie Scott N-05908 N.2-6510 
Guthrie Scotty N-05049 N.2-5635 
Guthrie Scotty N-05121 N.2-5711 
Guthrie Scotty N-05230 N.2-5820 
Guthrie Scotty N-05267 N.2-5858 
Guthrie Scotty N-05338 N.2-5935 
Guthrie Scotty N-05415 N.2-6012 
Gutierrez Jesse N-14519 N.2-15232 
Gutierrez Jesse N-15707 N.2-16423 
Gutierrez Jesse N-15790 N.2-16506 
Gutierrez Jesse N-15831 N.2-16548 
Gutwillig Dave N-01892 N.2-2441 
Gutwillig Dave N-02239 N.2-2790 
Gutwillig Dave N-02321 N.2-2872 
Gutwillig Dave N-02601 N.2-3152 
Gutwillig Dave N-05196 N.2-5786 
Gutwillig Dave N-05312 N.2-5907 
Gutwillig Dave N-05363 N.2-5960 
Gutwillig Dave N-05400 N.2-5997 
Gutwillig Dave N-05501 N.2-6098 
Gutwillig Dave N-05533 N.2-6130 
Gutwilling Dave N-04953 N.2-5539 
Gutwilling Dave N-04979 N.2-5565 
Guyer Donald N-17602 N.2-18328 
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H Alan N-16117 N.2-16834 
Haahr Frank N-11664 N.2-12332 
Haahr Matthew N-07701 N.2-8331 
Haahr Matthew N-08223 N.2-8853 
Haas Wayne N-07858 N.2-8488 
Haas Wayne N-07966 N.2-8596 
Hack John 1608 N.2-20958 
Hackney William N-18694 N.2-19507 
Hadden Miles N-00207 N.2-655 
Hager Clark W-VV-098 N.2-284 
Hagerman Phillip N-02044 N.2-2595 
Hagerman Phillip N-02353 N.2-2904 
Haggard Herb 1761 N.2-21085 
Haggard Joe 1755 N.2-21082 
Haggerty James N-02822 N.2-3374 
Hague Lynn N-00280 N.2-761 
Hahm International Inc. N-00008 N.2-443 
Hahn Vicki W-ON-080 N.2-121 
Hahn Vicki W-ON-082 N.2-123 
Hails Douglas 855 N.2-20421 
Hala Scott N-14906 N.2-15620 
Hala Scott N-14966 N.2-15680 
Haley Michael N-18505 N.2-19239 
Hall Darryll N-11691 N.2-12359 
Hall Darryll N-12027 N.2-12695 
Hall Dusti 951 N.2-20476 
Hall Dusti N-13978 N.2-14687 
Hall Dusti N-13994 N.2-14703 
Hall Dusti N-14024 N.2-14733 
Hall Dusti N-14034 N.2-14743 
Hall Dusti N-14059 N.2-14768 
Hall Dusti N-14082 N.2-14791 
Hall Dusti N-14100 N.2-14809 
Hall Dusti N-14120 N.2-14830 
Hall Dusti N-14141 N.2-14851 
Hall Dusti N-14160 N.2-14870 
Hall Dusti N-14188 N.2-14898 
Hall Dusti N-14210 N.2-14920 
Hall Dusti N-14245 N.2-14955 
Hall Dusti N-14288 N.2-14999 
Hall Dusti N-14310 N.2-15021 
Hall Dusti N-14341 N.2-15053 
Hall Dusti N-14384 N.2-15096 
Hall Dusti N-14410 N.2-15122 
Hall Dusti N-14463 N.2-15176 
Hall Dusti N-14491 N.2-15204 
Hall Dusti N-14518 N.2-15231 
Hall Dusti N-14537 N.2-15250 
Hall Dusti N-14550 N.2-15263 
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Hall Dusti N-15725 N.2-16441 
Hall Dusti N-15751 N.2-16467 
Hall Dusti N-15779 N.2-16495 
Hall Dusti N-15810 N.2-16526 
Hall Eric 1170 N.2-20636 
Hall Justice 83 N.2-19939 
Hall Kay N-00107 N.2-554 
Hall Philip N-12147 N.2-12815 
Hall Philip N-12431 N.2-13099 
Hall Philip N-12983 N.2-13688 
Hall Philip N-13073 N.2-13778 
Hall Phillip N-12453 N.2-13121 
Hall Steve N-05228 N.2-5818 
Hall Steve N-05413 N.2-6010 
Halleaux Jon N-09501 N.2-10141 
Halleaux Jon N-09504 N.2-10144 
Halleaux Jon N-09515 N.2-10155 
Halleaux Jon N-09551 N.2-10191 
Halleaux Jon N-09583 N.2-10223 
Halleaux Jon N-09590 N.2-10230 
Halleaux Jon N-09619 N.2-10259 
Halleaux Jon N-09634 N.2-10274 
Halleaux Jon N-09645 N.2-10285 
Halleaux Jon N-09659 N.2-10299 
Halleaux Jon N-09678 N.2-10318 
Halleaux Jon N-09698 N.2-10338 
Halleaux Jon N-09720 N.2-10360 
Halleaux Jon N-09744 N.2-10384 
Halleaux Jon  N-09158 N.2-9796 
Halleaux Jon  N-09184 N.2-9824 
Halleaux Jon  N-09203 N.2-9843 
Halleaux Jon  N-09239 N.2-9879 
Halleaux Jon  N-09274 N.2-9914 
Halleaux Jon  N-09303 N.2-9943 
Halleaux Jon  N-09324 N.2-9964 
Halleaux Jon  N-09361 N.2-10001 
Halleaux Jon  N-09399 N.2-10039 
Halleaux Jon  N-09426 N.2-10066 
Halleaux Jon  N-09453 N.2-10093 
Halleaux Jon  N-09481 N.2-10121 
Halleck Brandon N-00144 N.2-592 
Halleck Joey N-00624 N.2-1173 
Haller Kathy N-04173 N.2-4731 
Haller Scott N-04172 N.2-4730 
Halpin Chris N-01882 N.2-2431 
Halpin Chris N-01986 N.2-2537 
Halpin Chris N-02073 N.2-2624 
Halpin Chris N-02422 N.2-2973 
Halstead Bill 1098 N.2-20582 
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Hambleton Ron N-00246 N.2-696 
Hame Ryan N-16336 N.2-17053 
Hamilton David N-09968 N.2-10608 
Hamilton Lance N-02876 N.2-3428 
Hamilton Lance N-03061 N.2-3613 
Hamilton Marci 1782 N.2-21103 
Hammer Jeremy N-07550 N.2-8180 
Hammer Jeremy N-07618 N.2-8248 
Hammer Jeremy N-07637 N.2-8267 
Hammer Jeremy N-07676 N.2-8306 
Hammer Jeremy N-07711 N.2-8341 
Hammer Jeremy N-07839 N.2-8469 
Hammer Jeremy N-08006 N.2-8636 
Hammer Jeremy N-08007 N.2-8637 
Hammer Jeremy N-08186 N.2-8816 
Hammer Susan N-08656 N.2-9292 
Hammer Susan N-08755 N.2-9391 
Hammer Trisha N-06263 N.2-6868 
Hammer Trisha N-12402 N.2-13070 
Hampson Augustus 1118 N.2-20596 
Hanel John 2330 N.2-21697 
Hanes Steve N-00339 N.2-854 
Haney Kevin N-12978 N.2-13683 
Haney Matt N-03459 N.2-4011 
Haney Matt N-03494 N.2-4046 
Haney Matt N-03550 N.2-4102 
Haney Matt N-03592 N.2-4144 
Haney Matt N-03771 N.2-4323 
Haney Matt N-03822 N.2-4374 
Haney Matt N-03862 N.2-4414 
Haney Matt N-03998 N.2-4550 
Haney Matt N-04066 N.2-4618 
Haney Matt  N-03423 N.2-3975 
Haney Richard W-JT-035 N.2-35 
Hankla Danny N-06815 N.2-7441 
Hans Ronald N-00184 N.2-632 
Hansen Jeremy N-09410 N.2-10050 
HANSEN MATT 507 N.2-20207 
Hansi Stull N-18015 N.2-18749 
Hanson Mark 2370 N.2-21772 
Hapeman Ray O-ON-013 N.2-395 
Hardin Sherry N-00127 N.2-574 
Harding Tolan N-13688 N.2-14397 
Harding Tucker N-04559 N.2-5132 
Harding Tucker N-04793 N.2-5374 
Hards Dusten N-14378 N.2-15090 
Hards Dusten N-14425 N.2-15137 
Haring Phil 1081 N.2-20572 
Harke Dave W-VV-087 N.2-273 
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Harkless Sandra N-00219 N.2-667 
Harlan Thomas N-06241 N.2-6845 
Harlan Thomas N-06560 N.2-7179 
Harlan Thomas N-06561 N.2-7180 
Harlan Thomas N-06562 N.2-7181 
Harlan Thomas N-06563 N.2-7182 
Harlan Thomas N-16031 N.2-16748 
Harlan Thomas N-16084 N.2-16801 
Harlan Thomas N-16145 N.2-16862 
Harlan Thomas N-16263 N.2-16980 
Harlan Thomas N-18016 N.2-18750 
Harlan Thomas N-18031 N.2-18765 
Harlan Thomas N-18045 N.2-18779 
Harlan Thomas N-18064 N.2-18798 
Harlan Thomas N-18115 N.2-18849 
Harlan Thomas N-18121 N.2-18855 
Harlan Thomas N-18145 N.2-18879 
Harlan Thomas N-18190 N.2-18924 
Harlan Thomas N-18191 N.2-18925 
Harlan Thomas N-18221 N.2-18955 
Harlan Thomas N-18304 N.2-19038 
Harlan Thomas N-18334 N.2-19068 
Harlan Thomas N-18381 N.2-19115 
Harlan Thomas N-18430 N.2-19164 
Harlan Thomas N-18455 N.2-19189 
Harlan Thomas N-18465 N.2-19199 
Harlan Thomas N-18543 N.2-19277 
Harlan Thomas N-18584 N.2-19318 
Harlan Thoms N-18100 N.2-18834 
Harman Jennifer N-10678 N.2-11339 
Harman Matt N-06518 N.2-7136 
Harman Matt N-14258 N.2-14969 
Harman Matt N-14349 N.2-15061 
Harman Matt N-14534 N.2-15247 
Harman Robert N-01539 N.2-2088 
Harman Sharon N-10677 N.2-11338 
Harman Steve N-10608 N.2-11266 
Harmon DJ N-00470 N.2-1019 
Harmon DJ N-00513 N.2-1062 
Harmon DJ N-00566 N.2-1115 
Harmon DJ N-00570 N.2-1119 
Harmon DJ N-00658 N.2-1207 
Harmon DJ N-00711 N.2-1260 
Harmon DJ N-00748 N.2-1297 
Harmon DJ N-00804 N.2-1353 
Harmon DJ N-00862 N.2-1411 
Harmon DJ N-00887 N.2-1436 
Harmon DJ N-00888 N.2-1437 
Harmon DJ N-00918 N.2-1467 
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Harmon DJ N-01066 N.2-1615 
Harmon DJ N-01140 N.2-1689 
Harmon DJ N-01190 N.2-1739 
Harmon DJ N-01208 N.2-1757 
Harmon DJ N-01343 N.2-1892 
Harmon DJ N-01367 N.2-1916 
Harmon DJ N-01418 N.2-1967 
Harmon DJ N-01458 N.2-2007 
Harmon DJ N-01542 N.2-2091 
Harmon DJ N-01572 N.2-2121 
Harmon DJ N-01604 N.2-2153 
Harmon DJ N-01678 N.2-2227 
Harmon DJ N-01694 N.2-2243 
Harmon DJ N-01731 N.2-2280 
Harmon DJ N-01764 N.2-2313 
Harmon DJ N-01795 N.2-2344 
Harmon DJ N-05659 N.2-6260 
Harmon DJ N-05669 N.2-6270 
Harmon DJ N-05680 N.2-6281 
Harmon DJ N-05691 N.2-6292 
Harmon DJ N-05703 N.2-6304 
Harmon DJ N-05714 N.2-6315 
Harmon DJ N-05728 N.2-6329 
Harmon DJ N-05745 N.2-6346 
Harmon DJ N-05762 N.2-6364 
Harmon DJ N-05774 N.2-6376 
Harmon DJ N-05794 N.2-6396 
Harmon DJ N-05814 N.2-6416 
Harmon DJ N-05829 N.2-6431 
Harmon DJ N-05852 N.2-6454 
Harmon DJ N-05884 N.2-6486 
Harmon DJ N-05907 N.2-6509 
Harmon DJ N-05935 N.2-6537 
Harmon DJ N-05951 N.2-6553 
Harmon DJ N-05979 N.2-6581 
Harmon DJ N-06005 N.2-6608 
Harmon DJ N-06007 N.2-6610 
Harmon DJ N-06033 N.2-6636 
Harmon DJ N-06052 N.2-6655 
Harmon DJ N-06081 N.2-6684 
Harmon DJ N-06128 N.2-6731 
Harmon DJ N-06152 N.2-6755 
Harmon DJ N-07856 N.2-8486 
Harmon DJ N-07968 N.2-8598 
Harmon DJ N-08196 N.2-8826 
Harmon DJ N-10331 N.2-10971 
Harrah Randy N-13052 N.2-13757 
Harrell Tony and Francine N-00257 N.2-707 
Harrigan Tim N-01871 N.2-2420 
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Harrigan Tim N-01896 N.2-2445 
Harrigan Tim N-01960 N.2-2511 
Harrigan Tim N-02021 N.2-2572 
Harrigan Tim N-02077 N.2-2628 
Harrigan Tim N-02109 N.2-2660 
Harrigan Tim N-02137 N.2-2688 
Harrigan Tim N-02175 N.2-2726 
Harrigan Tim N-02242 N.2-2793 
Harrigan Tim N-02282 N.2-2833 
Harrigan Tim N-02302 N.2-2853 
Harrigan Tim N-02326 N.2-2877 
Harrigan Tim N-02373 N.2-2924 
Harrigan Tim N-02406 N.2-2957 
Harrigan Tim N-02447 N.2-2998 
Harrigan Tim N-02482 N.2-3033 
Harrigan Tim N-02545 N.2-3096 
Harrigan Tim N-02571 N.2-3122 
Harrigan Tim N-02597 N.2-3148 
Harrigan Tim N-02650 N.2-3202 
Harrigan Tim N-02694 N.2-3246 
Harrington Tim 391 N.2-20136 
Harrington Tim N-10876 N.2-11543 
Harrington Tim N-10923 N.2-11590 
Harrington Tim N-11048 N.2-11716 
Harrington Tim N-11067 N.2-11735 
Harrington Tim N-11187 N.2-11855 
Harrington Tim N-11330 N.2-11998 
Harrington Tim N-11351 N.2-12019 
Harrington Tim N-11373 N.2-12041 
Harrington Tim N-11459 N.2-12127 
Harrington Tim N-11484 N.2-12152 
Harrington Tim N-16528 N.2-17245 
Harrington Tim N-16535 N.2-17252 
Harrington Tim N-16553 N.2-17270 
Harrington Tim N-16575 N.2-17292 
Harrington Tim N-16625 N.2-17342 
Harrington Tim N-16642 N.2-17359 
Harrington Tim N-16660 N.2-17377 
Harrington Tim N-16703 N.2-17420 
Harrington Tim N-16741 N.2-17458 
Harrington Tim N-16822 N.2-17539 
Harrington Tim N-16907 N.2-17624 
Harrington Tim N-17026 N.2-17743 
Harrington Tim N-17027 N.2-17744 
Harrington Tim N-17109 N.2-17826 
Harrington Tim N-17120 N.2-17837 
Harrington Tim N-17136 N.2-17853 
Harrington Tim N-17169 N.2-17886 
Harris Bo  N-02970 N.2-3522 
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Harris Brad N-05153 N.2-5743 
Harris Brad N-05277 N.2-5868 
Harris Brad N-05394 N.2-5991 
Harris Brad N-05426 N.2-6023 
Harris Cameron W-VV-117 N.2-303 
Harris Chase W-VV-113 N.2-299 
Harris Clole W-VV-112 N.2-298 
Harris Jan N-00090 N.2-532 
Harris Mark N-07351 N.2-7981 
Harris Mark N-10902 N.2-11569 
Harris Norman N-00628 N.2-1177 
Harris Norman N-02866 N.2-3418 
Harris Norman N-03057 N.2-3609 
Harris Norman N-03305 N.2-3857 
Harris Norman N-14397 N.2-15109 
Harris Wilfred N-00258 N.2-708 
Harrison J.R. N-07899 N.2-8529 
Harsted Ryan 1831 N.2-21153 
Hart Craig N-09944 N.2-10584 
Hart Sreven 1464 N.2-20845 
Harte David 1574 N.2-20928 
Hartfiel Robin 1732 N.2-21068 
Hartman Scott N-00835 N.2-1384 
Hartman Scott N-08793 N.2-9429 
Hartmetz Karl 785 N.2-20377 
Hartwig Wayne 586 N.2-20254 
Hartwig Wayne N-02013 N.2-2564 
Hartwig Wayne N-02056 N.2-2607 
Hartwig Wayne N-02086 N.2-2637 
Hartwig Wayne N-02166 N.2-2717 
Hartwig Wayne N-02214 N.2-2765 
Hartwig Wayne N-02363 N.2-2914 
Hartwig Wayne N-02393 N.2-2944 
Hartwig Wayne N-02464 N.2-3015 
Hartwig Wayne N-02510 N.2-3061 
Hartwig Wayne N-02613 N.2-3165 
Hartwig Wayne N-11520 N.2-12188 
Hartwig Wayne N-11521 N.2-12189 
Hartwig Wayne N-11626 N.2-12294 
Hartwig Wayne N-11640 N.2-12308 
Hartwig Wayne N-11660 N.2-12328 
Hartwig Wayne N-11681 N.2-12349 
Hartwig Wayne N-11718 N.2-12386 
Hartwig Wayne N-11731 N.2-12399 
Hartwig Wayne N-11748 N.2-12416 
Hartwig Wayne N-11764 N.2-12432 
Hartwig Wayne N-11778 N.2-12446 
Hartwig Wayne N-11812 N.2-12480 
Hartwig Wayne N-11830 N.2-12498 
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Hartwig Wayne N-11941 N.2-12609 
Hartwig Wayne N-12056 N.2-12724 
Hartwig Wayne N-12074 N.2-12742 
Harvey Jane N-17159 N.2-17876 
Harvey Kacie N-17152 N.2-17869 
Harvey Maggie N-16734 N.2-17451 
Harvey Michael N-13630 N.2-14339 
Harvey Michael N-16744 N.2-17461 
Harvey Misty N-16671 N.2-17388 
Harvey Molly N-17154 N.2-17871 
Harvey Steve N-16765 N.2-17482 
Hash Jesse N-17217 N.2-17935 
Hash Jesse N-17410 N.2-18132 
Hash Jessee N-17249 N.2-17967 
Hassell Jeffrey N-02803 N.2-3355 
Hassi James N-14728 N.2-15441 
Hassi James N-14961 N.2-15675 
Hassi James N-15077 N.2-15791 
Hatfield Bo N-17285 N.2-18003 
Hatfield Bo N-17419 N.2-18141 
Hatfield Bo N-17458 N.2-18182 
Hatfield Bo N-17588 N.2-18314 
Hatfield Bo N-17733 N.2-18462 
Hatfield Bo N-17922 N.2-18653 
Hatfield Bo N-17937 N.2-18668 
Hatfield Bo N-18612 N.2-19347 
Hatzenbuhler Glenn 282 N.2-20066 
Hatzenbuttler Glenn O-ON-030 N.2-414 
Haugen Joe N-18544 N.2-19278 
Haughy Jimmy N-08318 N.2-8948 
Haughy Jimmy N-08367 N.2-8997 
Haughy Jimmy N-08419 N.2-9055 
Haughy Jimmy N-08444 N.2-9080 
Haughy Jimmy N-08474 N.2-9110 
Haughy Jimmy N-08509 N.2-9145 
Haughy Jimmy N-08546 N.2-9182 
Haughy Jimmy N-08593 N.2-9229 
Haughy Jimmy N-08648 N.2-9284 
Haughy Jimmy N-08679 N.2-9315 
Haughy Jimmy N-08680 N.2-9316 
Haughy Jimmy N-08738 N.2-9374 
Haughy Jimmy N-08776 N.2-9412 
Haughy Jimmy N-08823 N.2-9459 
Haughy Jimmy N-08876 N.2-9512 
Haughy Jimmy N-08905 N.2-9542 
Haughy Jimmy N-08927 N.2-9564 
Haughy Jimmy N-08951 N.2-9588 
Haughy Jimmy N-08980 N.2-9617 
Haughy Jimmy N-09011 N.2-9648 
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Haughy Jimmy N-09033 N.2-9670 
Haughy Jimmy N-09058 N.2-9696 
Haughy Jimmy N-09080 N.2-9718 
Haughy Jimmy N-09105 N.2-9743 
Haughy Jimmy N-09129 N.2-9767 
Haughy Jimmy N-13238 N.2-13947 
Haughy Jimmy N-13262 N.2-13971 
Haughy Jimmy N-13295 N.2-14004 
Haugse William N-17610 N.2-18336 
Hauser Christopher 118 N.2-19965 
Hauser Christopher 735 N.2-20344 
Hauser Christopher N-00463 N.2-1012 
Hauser Christopher N-00508 N.2-1057 
Hauser Christopher N-00746 N.2-1295 
Hauser Christopher N-01516 N.2-2065 
Hauser Christopher N-01671 N.2-2220 
Hauser Christopher N-01844 N.2-2393 
Hauser Christopher N-06218 N.2-6822 
Hauser Christopher N-06219 N.2-6823 
Hauser Christopher N-06220 N.2-6824 
Hauser Christopher N-06221 N.2-6825 
Hauser Christopher N-06222 N.2-6826 
Hauser Christopher N-06223 N.2-6827 
Hauser Christopher N-06224 N.2-6828 
Hauser Christopher N-06225 N.2-6829 
Hauser Christopher N-06226 N.2-6830 
Hauser Christopher N-06227 N.2-6831 
Hauser Christopher N-06228 N.2-6832 
Hauser Christopher N-06229 N.2-6833 
Hauser Christopher N-06380 N.2-6987 
Hauser Christopher N-06532 N.2-7150 
Hauser Christopher N-06533 N.2-7151 
Hauser Christopher N-06534 N.2-7152 
Hauser Christopher N-06535 N.2-7153 
Hauser Christopher N-06536 N.2-7154 
Hauser Christopher N-06537 N.2-7155 
Hauser Christopher N-06538 N.2-7156 
Hauser Christopher N-06539 N.2-7157 
Hauser Christopher N-06540 N.2-7158 
Hauser Christopher N-06541 N.2-7159 
Hauser Christopher N-06542 N.2-7160 
Hauser Christopher N-06543 N.2-7161 
Hauser Christopher N-06544 N.2-7163 
Hauser Christopher N-06545 N.2-7164 
Hauser Christopher N-06546 N.2-7165 
Hauser Christopher N-06547 N.2-7166 
Hauser Christopher N-06548 N.2-7167 
Hauser Christopher N-06661 N.2-7284 
Hauser Christopher N-06662 N.2-7285 
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Hauser Christopher N-06663 N.2-7286 
Hauser Christopher N-06697 N.2-7323 
Hauser Christopher N-06698 N.2-7324 
Hauser Christopher N-06706 N.2-7332 
Hauser Christopher N-08356 N.2-8986 
Hauser Christopher N-08673 N.2-9309 
Hauser Christopher N-08867 N.2-9503 
Hauser Christopher N-08924 N.2-9561 
Hauser Christopher N-08998 N.2-9635 
Hauser Christopher N-09023 N.2-9660 
Hauser Christopher N-09126 N.2-9764 
Hauser Christopher N-09339 N.2-9979 
Hauser Christopher N-09572 N.2-10212 
Hauser Christopher N-09608 N.2-10248 
Hauser Christopher N-09688 N.2-10328 
Hauser Christopher N-09710 N.2-10350 
Hauser Christopher N-12230 N.2-12898 
Hauser Christopher N-12259 N.2-12927 
Hauser Christopher N-12294 N.2-12962 
Hauser Christopher N-12476 N.2-13144 
Hauser Christopher N-12811 N.2-13512 
Hauser Christopher N-12812 N.2-13513 
Hauser Christopher N-12852 N.2-13556 
Hauser Christopher N-12955 N.2-13659 
Hauser Christopher N-12984 N.2-13689 
Hauser Christopher N-13074 N.2-13779 
Hauser Christopher N-13142 N.2-13847 
Hauser Christopher N-13291 N.2-14000 
Hauser Christopher N-16132 N.2-16849 
Hauser Christopher N-17972 N.2-18706 
Hauser Christopher N-17989 N.2-18723 
Hauser Christopher N-18007 N.2-18741 
Hauser Christopher N-18152 N.2-18886 
Hauser Christopher N-18175 N.2-18909 
Hauser Christopher N-18176 N.2-18910 
Hauser Christopher N-18238 N.2-18972 
Hauser Christopher N-18342 N.2-19076 
Hauser Christopher N-18414 N.2-19148 
Hauser Christopher N-18508 N.2-19242 
Hauser Marie N-00608 N.2-1157 
Hauser Marie N-00933 N.2-1482 
Hauser Marie N-01109 N.2-1658 
Hauser Marie N-01168 N.2-1717 
Hauser Marie N-01215 N.2-1764 
Hauser Marie N-01284 N.2-1833 
Hauser Marie N-01328 N.2-1877 
Hauser Marie N-01392 N.2-1941 
Hauser Marie N-01575 N.2-2124 
Hauser Marie N-01624 N.2-2173 
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Hauser Marie N-01766 N.2-2315 
Hauser Marie N-06340 N.2-6946 
Hauser Marie N-06341 N.2-6947 
Hauser Marie N-06342 N.2-6948 
Hauser Marie N-06343 N.2-6949 
Hauser Marie N-06344 N.2-6950 
Hauser Marie N-06358 N.2-6964 
Hauser Marie N-06395 N.2-7002 
Hauser Marie N-06646 N.2-7267 
Hauser Marie N-06647 N.2-7268 
Hauser Marie N-06648 N.2-7269 
Hauser Marie N-06649 N.2-7270 
Hauser Marie N-06650 N.2-7271 
Hauser Marie N-06651 N.2-7272 
Hauser Marie N-06652 N.2-7273 
Hauser Marie N-06653 N.2-7274 
Hauser Marie N-06657 N.2-7280 
Hauser Marie N-06738 N.2-7364 
Hauser Marie N-06863 N.2-7489 
Hauser Marie N-06930 N.2-7556 
Hauser Marie N-07199 N.2-7829 
Hauser Marie N-07311 N.2-7941 
Hauser Marie N-07313 N.2-7943 
Hauser Marie N-07367 N.2-7997 
Hauser Marie N-07397 N.2-8027 
Hauser Marie N-07429 N.2-8059 
Hauser Marie N-07506 N.2-8136 
Hauser Marie N-10662 N.2-11323 
Hauser Marie N-10684 N.2-11345 
Hauser Marie N-17988 N.2-18722 
Hauser Marie N-18006 N.2-18740 
Hauser Marie N-18022 N.2-18756 
Hauser Marie N-18038 N.2-18772 
Hauser Marie N-18060 N.2-18794 
Hauser Marie N-18177 N.2-18911 
Hauser Marie N-18262 N.2-18996 
Hauser Marie N-18343 N.2-19077 
Hauser Marie N-18385 N.2-19119 
Hauser Marie N-18398 N.2-19132 
Hauser Marie N-18413 N.2-19147 
Hauser Marie N-18439 N.2-19173 
Hauser Marie N-18441 N.2-19175 
Hauser Marie N-18467 N.2-19201 
Hauser Marie N-18485 N.2-19219 
Havercamp Jarrett N-00189 N.2-637 
Havlik Frank 1545 N.2-20902 
Hawkins Cathy W-JT-016 N.2-16 
Hawkins Jason N-17224 N.2-17942 
Hawkins Jason N-17311 N.2-18029 
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Hawkins Jason N-17530 N.2-18255 
Hawkins Jason N-17607 N.2-18333 
Hawkins Jason N-17701 N.2-18429 
Hawkins Jason N-17739 N.2-18468 
Hawkins Jason N-17859 N.2-18588 
Hawkins Jason N-17885 N.2-18615 
Hawkins Michael O-JT-002 N.2-380 
Hawkins Michael W-JT-017 N.2-17 
Hawkins Mike 2157 N.2-21449 
Hawkins Mike 2158 N.2-21452 
Hawkins Mike 2159 N.2-21453 
Hawkins Mike 2208 N.2-21510 
Hawkins Mike 2209 N.2-21510 
Hawkins Mike 2224 N.2-21527 
Hawkins Mike 2225 N.2-21527 
Hawkins Mike 2226 N.2-21528 
Hawkins Mike N-18720 N.2-19562 
Hay Gantt N-12667 N.2-13342 
Hayes Brett N-03354 N.2-3906 
Hayes Daniel N-13360 N.2-14069 
Hayes Daniel N-13525 N.2-14234 
Hayes Daniel N-13729 N.2-14438 
Hayes Daniel N-13836 N.2-14545 
Hayes Daniel N-13885 N.2-14594 
Hayes Jeff 1504 N.2-20868 
Hayhurst Dave N-09830 N.2-10470 
Hayhurst Dave N-09940 N.2-10580 
Hayhurst Dave N-10040 N.2-10680 
Hayhurst David N-15146 N.2-15860 
Hayhurst David N-15203 N.2-15917 
Hayhurst David N-15235 N.2-15949 
Hayhurst David N-15267 N.2-15981 
Hayhurst David N-15305 N.2-16019 
Hayhurst David N-15375 N.2-16090 
Hayhurst David N-15600 N.2-16316 
Haynes Corinne N-03258 N.2-3810 
Haynes Eric N-12459 N.2-13127 
Haynes Eric N-12938 N.2-13642 
Haynes Nathan N-17090 N.2-17807 
Haynes Sheldon N-07878 N.2-8508 
Hazel Matthew N-00576 N.2-1125 
Hazel Matthew N-00664 N.2-1213 
Hazel Matthew N-00869 N.2-1418 
Hazel Matthew N-01010 N.2-1559 
Hazel Matthew N-01100 N.2-1649 
Hazel Matthew N-01144 N.2-1693 
Hazel Matthew N-01202 N.2-1751 
Hazel Matthew N-01258 N.2-1807 
Hazel Matthew N-01315 N.2-1864 
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Hazel Matthew N-01355 N.2-1904 
Hazel Matthew N-01422 N.2-1971 
Hazel Matthew N-01682 N.2-2231 
Hazel Matthew N-01721 N.2-2270 
Hazel Matthew N-01754 N.2-2303 
Hazel Matthew N-03425 N.2-3977 
Hazel Matthew N-03464 N.2-4016 
Hazel Matthew N-03498 N.2-4050 
Hazel Matthew N-03501 N.2-4053 
Hazel Matthew N-03516 N.2-4068 
Hazel Matthew N-03521 N.2-4073 
Hazel Matthew N-03596 N.2-4148 
Hazel Matthew N-03610 N.2-4162 
Hazel Matthew N-03628 N.2-4180 
Hazel Matthew N-03656 N.2-4208 
Hazel Matthew N-03658 N.2-4210 
Hazel Matthew N-03675 N.2-4227 
Hazel Matthew N-03676 N.2-4228 
Hazel Matthew N-03692 N.2-4244 
Hazel Matthew N-03734 N.2-4286 
Hazel Matthew N-03775 N.2-4327 
Hazel Matthew N-03798 N.2-4350 
Hazel Matthew N-03815 N.2-4367 
Hazel Matthew N-03824 N.2-4376 
Hazel Matthew N-03866 N.2-4418 
Hazel Matthew N-03890 N.2-4442 
Hazel Matthew N-03913 N.2-4465 
Hazel Matthew N-03918 N.2-4470 
Hazel Matthew N-04006 N.2-4558 
Hazel Matthew N-04043 N.2-4595 
Hazel Matthew N-04093 N.2-4645 
Hazel Matthew N-14559 N.2-15272 
Hazel Matthew N-14579 N.2-15292 
Hazel Matthew N-14670 N.2-15383 
Hazel Matthew N-14695 N.2-15408 
Hazel Matthew N-14736 N.2-15449 
Hazel Matthew N-14769 N.2-15482 
Hazel Matthew N-14857 N.2-15570 
Hazel Matthew N-14863 N.2-15576 
Hazel Matthew N-14887 N.2-15601 
Hazel Matthew N-14909 N.2-15623 
Hazel Matthew N-14934 N.2-15648 
Hazel Matthew N-15015 N.2-15729 
Hazel Matthew N-15036 N.2-15750 
Hazel Matthew N-15081 N.2-15795 
Hazel Matthew N-16043 N.2-16760 
Hazel Matthew N-16351 N.2-17068 
Hazel  Matthew N-10749 N.2-11415 
Hazel  Matthew N-10775 N.2-11441 
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Healleaux Jon N-09568 N.2-10208 
Healy Loren N-16732 N.2-17449 
Hearing Candi N-00017 N.2-455 
Hearing Michael N-00018 N.2-456 
Hearing Tony N-00016 N.2-454 
Heath Thomas N-00715 N.2-1264 
Heath Thomas N-00867 N.2-1416 
Heath Thomas N-00899 N.2-1448 
Heath Thomas N-01312 N.2-1861 
Heath Thomas N-01350 N.2-1899 
Heath Thomas N-01433 N.2-1982 
Heath Thomas N-01644 N.2-2193 
Heath Thomas N-01786 N.2-2335 
Heath Thomas N-01921 N.2-2470 
Heath Thomas N-01922 N.2-2471 
Heath Thomas N-01924 N.2-2473 
Heath Thomas N-01925 N.2-2474 
Heath Thomas N-01926 N.2-2475 
Heath Thomas N-01944 N.2-2493 
Heath Thomas N-01953 N.2-2503 
Heath Thomas N-06655 N.2-7278 
Heath Thomas N-06929 N.2-7555 
Heath Thomas N-07295 N.2-7925 
Heath Thomas N-08527 N.2-9163 
Heath Thomas N-10804 N.2-11470 
Heath Thomas N-12128 N.2-12796 
Heath Thomas N-12306 N.2-12974 
Heath Thomas N-12345 N.2-13013 
Heath Thomas N-12903 N.2-13607 
Heath Thomas N-13049 N.2-13754 
Heath Thomas N-14683 N.2-15396 
Heath Thomas N-15982 N.2-16699 
Heath Thomas N-16230 N.2-16947 
Heath Thomas N-16439 N.2-17156 
Hecht Michael N-06287 N.2-6892 
Heck Kimberly 2294 N.2-21609 
Heel Doug N-18674 N.2-19487 
Heffernan Alan 1787 N.2-21107 
Heiden Mark 354 N.2-20112 
Heidt Joshua N-17093 N.2-17810 
Heiser Jeri 1935 N.2-21251 
Heiser Scott N-14334 N.2-15046 
Heiser Scott N-14411 N.2-15123 
Helfrich Peter N-01508 N.2-2057 
Helgedalen Michael N-00073 N.2-514 
Helliwell William 1156 N.2-20625 
Helstrom Scott N-15200 N.2-15914 
Helstrom Scott N-15304 N.2-16018 
Helstrom Scott N-15332 N.2-16046 
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Helstrom Scott N-15400 N.2-16115 
Helstrom Scott N-15442 N.2-16158 
Hemsoth Matthew N-02799 N.2-3351 
Hemsoth Matthew N-02830 N.2-3382 
Hemsoth Matthew N-02901 N.2-3453 
Hemsoth Matthew N-03048 N.2-3600 
Hemsoth Matthew N-03125 N.2-3677 
Hemsoth Matthew N-03265 N.2-3817 
Hemsoth Matthew N-03403 N.2-3955 
Henahan James 1455 N.2-20840 
Henderson Brian N-08098 N.2-8728 
Henderson Dallas N-14003 N.2-14712 
Henderson Dallas N-14217 N.2-14927 
Henderson Dallas N-15835 N.2-16552 
Henderson Michael 2121 N.2-21419 
Henderson Neil N-14420 N.2-15132 
Henderson Neil N-15749 N.2-16465 
Hendricks Chris N-00660 N.2-1209 
Hendricks Chris N-07915 N.2-8545 
Hendricks Chris N-08157 N.2-8787 
Hendricks Chris N-08437 N.2-9073 
Hendricks Chris N-08974 N.2-9611 
Hendricks Michael 57 N.2-19930 
Hendricks Michael N-09369 N.2-10009 
Hendricks Michael N-09405 N.2-10045 
Hendricks Michael N-09429 N.2-10069 
Hendricks Michael N-09456 N.2-10096 
Hendricks Michael N-09623 N.2-10263 
Hendricks Mike N-10817 N.2-11484 
Hendricks Mike N-14612 N.2-15325 
Hendricks Mike N-14660 N.2-15373 
Hendricks Mike N-14721 N.2-15434 
Hendricks Mike N-14796 N.2-15509 
Hendricks Mike N-14855 N.2-15568 
Hendricks Mike N-14919 N.2-15633 
Hendricks Mike N-14974 N.2-15688 
Hendrickss Chris N-00914 N.2-1463 
Henke Darren 1501 N.2-20866 
Henning Mariel N-09157 N.2-9795 
Henning Mariel N-09178 N.2-9818 
Henning Mariel N-09200 N.2-9840 
Henning Mariel N-09201 N.2-9841 
Henning Mariel N-09224 N.2-9864 
Henning Mariel N-09257 N.2-9897 
Henning Mariel N-09267 N.2-9907 
Henning Mariel N-09290 N.2-9930 
Henning Mariel N-09314 N.2-9954 
Henning Mariel N-09349 N.2-9989 
Henning Mariel N-09388 N.2-10028 
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Henning Mariel N-09422 N.2-10062 
Henning Mariel N-09447 N.2-10087 
Henning Mariel N-09464 N.2-10104 
Henning Mariel N-09483 N.2-10123 
Henning Mariel N-09494 N.2-10134 
Henning Mariel N-09520 N.2-10160 
Henning Mariel N-09536 N.2-10176 
Henning Mariel N-09564 N.2-10204 
Henning Mariel N-09584 N.2-10224 
Henning Mariel N-09595 N.2-10235 
Henning Mariel N-09614 N.2-10254 
Henning Mariel N-09629 N.2-10269 
Henning Mariel N-09640 N.2-10280 
Henning Mariel N-09665 N.2-10305 
Henning Mariel N-09685 N.2-10325 
Henning Mariel N-09706 N.2-10346 
Henning Mariel N-09724 N.2-10364 
Henning Mariel N-09734 N.2-10374 
Henr Todd 1171 N.2-20637 
Henry Aaron N-00500 N.2-1049 
Henry Aaron N-00549 N.2-1098 
Henry Aaron N-00703 N.2-1252 
Henry Aaron N-00847 N.2-1396 
Henry Aaron N-01082 N.2-1631 
Henry Aaron N-01123 N.2-1672 
Henry Aaron N-01188 N.2-1737 
Henry Aaron N-01276 N.2-1825 
Henry Aaron N-01317 N.2-1866 
Henry Aaron N-01443 N.2-1992 
Henry Aaron N-17552 N.2-18277 
Henry Jason N-17184 N.2-17901 
Henry Jason N-17287 N.2-18005 
Henry Paul N-10044 N.2-10684 
Henson Jamie N-03360 N.2-3912 
Herbert Patrick N-06272 N.2-6877 
Herbert Patrick N-11519 N.2-12187 
Herbert Patrick N-11853 N.2-12521 
Herbert Patrick N-13484 N.2-14193 
Herbert Patrick N-13501 N.2-14210 
Herbert Patrick N-13562 N.2-14271 
Herbert Patrick N-13638 N.2-14347 
Herbert Patrick N-13761 N.2-14470 
Herbst Michael N-15443 N.2-16159 
Hernandez Jorge N-17639 N.2-18365 
Herrera Jim 317 N.2-20089 
Herrick John N-01938 N.2-2487 
Herring Greg 1600 N.2-20952 
Hewit Steve 2364 N.2-21753 
Heywood Shawn N-06574 N.2-7193 
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Heywood Shawn N-08349 N.2-8979 
Heywood Shawn N-08496 N.2-9132 
Heywood Shawn N-08571 N.2-9207 
Heywood Shawn N-08709 N.2-9345 
Heywood Shawn N-08942 N.2-9579 
Hiatt Brian N-00262 N.2-717 
Hiatt Scott N-00263 N.2-718 
Hickman Jack 1010 N.2-20521 
Hickox Dan N-17997 N.2-18731 
Hickox Dan  N-18013 N.2-18747 
Hickox Dan  N-18029 N.2-18763 
Hickox Dan  N-18084 N.2-18818 
Hickox Dan  N-18095 N.2-18829 
Hickox Dan  N-18141 N.2-18875 
Hickox Dan  N-18161 N.2-18895 
Hickox Dan  N-18183 N.2-18917 
Hickox Dan  N-18205 N.2-18939 
Hickox Dan  N-18276 N.2-19010 
Hickox Dan  N-18310 N.2-19044 
Hickox Dan  N-18351 N.2-19085 
Hickox Dan  N-18388 N.2-19122 
Hickox Dan  N-18403 N.2-19137 
Hickox Dan  N-18423 N.2-19157 
Hickox Dan  N-18450 N.2-19184 
Hickox Dan  N-18475 N.2-19209 
Hickox Dan  N-18494 N.2-19228 
Hickox Dan  N-18526 N.2-19260 
Hickox Dan  N-18559 N.2-19293 
Hickox Dan  N-18577 N.2-19311 
Hicks B. N-00020 N.2-458 
Hicks B.R. 1662 N.2-21010 
Hicks James 1591 N.2-20943 
Hicox Dan  N-18245 N.2-18979 
Hiemstra Raymond 1454 N.2-20840 
Higdon Brock N-16391 N.2-17108 
Higginbotham Daniel 1278 N.2-20734 
Higginbotham Daniel W-ON-127 N.2-168 
Higgins Ryan N-00435 N.2-984 
Higgins Ryan N-00597 N.2-1146 
Higgins Ryan N-00662 N.2-1211 
Higgins Ryan N-00728 N.2-1277 
Higgins Ryan N-00756 N.2-1305 
Higgins Ryan N-00932 N.2-1481 
Higgins Ryan N-00946 N.2-1495 
Higgins Ryan N-00969 N.2-1518 
Higgins Ryan N-01008 N.2-1557 
Higgins Ryan N-01131 N.2-1680 
Higgins Ryan N-01197 N.2-1746 
Higgins Ryan N-01294 N.2-1843 
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Higgins Ryan N-01371 N.2-1920 
Higgins Ryan N-01466 N.2-2015 
Higgins Ryan N-01585 N.2-2134 
Higgins Ryan N-01626 N.2-2175 
Higgins Ryan N-01825 N.2-2374 
Higgins Ryan N-01863 N.2-2412 
Higgins Ryan N-06720 N.2-7346 
Higgins Ryan N-06752 N.2-7378 
Higgins Ryan N-06777 N.2-7403 
Higgins Ryan N-06784 N.2-7410 
Higgins Ryan N-06799 N.2-7425 
Higgins Ryan N-06829 N.2-7455 
Higgins Ryan N-06870 N.2-7496 
Higgins Ryan N-06903 N.2-7529 
Higgins Ryan N-06908 N.2-7534 
Higgins Ryan N-06931 N.2-7557 
Higgins Ryan N-06962 N.2-7590 
Higgins Ryan N-06990 N.2-7620 
Higgins Ryan N-07017 N.2-7647 
Higgins Ryan N-07071 N.2-7701 
Higgins Ryan N-07100 N.2-7730 
Higgins Ryan N-07135 N.2-7765 
Higgins Ryan N-07168 N.2-7798 
Higgins Ryan N-07213 N.2-7843 
Higgins Ryan N-07257 N.2-7887 
Higgins Ryan N-07286 N.2-7916 
Higgins Ryan N-07333 N.2-7963 
Higgins Ryan N-07372 N.2-8002 
Higgins Ryan N-07406 N.2-8036 
Higgins Ryan N-07433 N.2-8063 
Higgins Ryan N-07473 N.2-8103 
Higgins Ryan N-07491 N.2-8121 
Higgins Ryan N-07512 N.2-8142 
Higgins Ryan N-07533 N.2-8163 
Higgins Ryan N-09208 N.2-9848 
Higgins Ryan N-09278 N.2-9918 
Higgins Ryan N-09304 N.2-9944 
Higgins Ryan N-09325 N.2-9965 
Higgins Ryan N-09406 N.2-10046 
Higgins Ryan N-09430 N.2-10070 
Higgins Ryan N-09458 N.2-10098 
Higgins Ryan N-09460 N.2-10100 
Higgins Ryan N-09505 N.2-10145 
Higgins Ryan N-09506 N.2-10146 
Higgins Ryan N-09514 N.2-10154 
Higgins Ryan N-09555 N.2-10195 
Higgins Ryan N-09577 N.2-10217 
Higgins Ryan N-09589 N.2-10229 
Higgins Ryan N-09632 N.2-10272 
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Higgins Ryan N-09643 N.2-10283 
Higgins Ryan N-09658 N.2-10298 
Higgins Ryan N-09676 N.2-10316 
Higgins Ryan N-09718 N.2-10358 
Higgins Ryan N-09750 N.2-10390 
Higgins Ryan N-10748 N.2-11414 
Higgins Ryan N-10789 N.2-11455 
Higgins Ryan N-10802 N.2-11468 
Higgins Ryan N-10846 N.2-11513 
Higgins Ryan N-14557 N.2-15270 
Higgins Ryan N-14577 N.2-15290 
Higgins Ryan N-14586 N.2-15299 
Higgins Ryan N-14620 N.2-15333 
Higgins Ryan N-14642 N.2-15355 
Higgins Ryan N-14669 N.2-15382 
Higgins Ryan N-14692 N.2-15405 
Higgins Ryan N-14734 N.2-15447 
Higgins Ryan N-14765 N.2-15478 
Higgins Ryan N-14768 N.2-15481 
Higgins Ryan N-14809 N.2-15522 
Higgins Ryan N-14833 N.2-15546 
Higgins Ryan N-14890 N.2-15604 
Higgins Ryan N-14912 N.2-15626 
Higgins Ryan N-14968 N.2-15682 
Higgins Ryan N-14982 N.2-15696 
Higgins Ryan N-15017 N.2-15731 
Higgins Ryan N-15030 N.2-15744 
Higgins Ryan N-15048 N.2-15762 
Higgins Ryan N-15083 N.2-15797 
Higgins Ryans N-09164 N.2-9804 
Higgins Ryans N-09186 N.2-9826 
Higgins Ryans N-09265 N.2-9905 
Higginson Denis N-18681 N.2-19494 
HIlburn Connie N-10462 N.2-11107 
HIlburn Connie N-10512 N.2-11166 
HIlburn Connie N-10561 N.2-11217 
HIlburn Connie N-10645 N.2-11305 
Hill Daniel N-12406 N.2-13074 
Hill Dave N-04934 N.2-5520 
Hill Dave N-04971 N.2-5557 
Hill Dave N-05064 N.2-5651 
Hill Dave N-05089 N.2-5677 
Hill Dave N-05103 N.2-5691 
Hill Dave N-05113 N.2-5703 
Hill Dave N-05129 N.2-5719 
Hill Dave N-05204 N.2-5794 
Hill Dave N-05205 N.2-5795 
Hill Dave N-05233 N.2-5823 
Hill Dave N-05324 N.2-5921 
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Hill Dave N-05491 N.2-6088 
Hill Geoff N-00344 N.2-859 
Hill Jerry N-06334 N.2-6940 
Hill Michael 875 N.2-20432 
Hill Rocky N-00434 N.2-983 
Hill Rocky N-00496 N.2-1045 
Hill Rocky N-00548 N.2-1097 
Hill Rocky N-00572 N.2-1121 
Hill Rocky N-00663 N.2-1212 
HIll Rocky N-00717 N.2-1266 
Hill Rocky N-00809 N.2-1358 
Hill Rocky N-00902 N.2-1451 
Hill Rocky N-00928 N.2-1477 
Hill Rocky N-01074 N.2-1623 
Hill Rocky N-01167 N.2-1716 
Hill Rocky N-01195 N.2-1744 
Hill Rocky N-01285 N.2-1834 
Hill Rocky N-01311 N.2-1860 
Hill Rocky N-01346 N.2-1895 
Hill Rocky N-01348 N.2-1897 
Hill Rocky N-01432 N.2-1981 
Hill Rocky N-01464 N.2-2013 
Hill Rocky N-01561 N.2-2110 
Hill Rocky N-01589 N.2-2138 
Hill Rocky N-01642 N.2-2191 
HIll Rocky N-01680 N.2-2229 
Hill Rocky N-01723 N.2-2272 
Hill Rocky N-01776 N.2-2325 
Hill Rocky N-01823 N.2-2372 
Hill Rocky N-14718 N.2-15431 
Hill Rocky N-14852 N.2-15565 
Hill Rocky N-14965 N.2-15679 
Hill Rocky N-15023 N.2-15737 
Hill Taylor N-09558 N.2-10198 
Himmel Marissa 1009 N.2-20521 
Hines Evelyn N-13795 N.2-14504 
Hines Frank N-06003 N.2-6606 
Hines Joseph 474 N.2-20185 
Hines Joseph N-06275 N.2-6880 
Hines Robert N-11934 N.2-12602 
Hines Sharon N-13969 N.2-14678 
Hines William N-13895 N.2-14604 
Hinkins Jed N-06509 N.2-7127 
Hinkins Jed N-14048 N.2-14757 
Hinkins Jed N-14229 N.2-14939 
Hinkins Jed N-14333 N.2-15045 
Hinkins Jed N-14454 N.2-15166 
Hinkins Jed N-14502 N.2-15215 
Hinkle Brad N-11272 N.2-11940 
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Hinkley Mark N-00174 N.2-622 
Hintz Brandon N-06075 N.2-6678 
Hire Kim N-06345 N.2-6951 
Hire Kimberley N-01544 N.2-2093 
Hirvela George 292 N.2-20073 
Hischar George 599 N.2-20262 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04203 N.2-4762 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04223 N.2-4783 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04254 N.2-4816 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04271 N.2-4834 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04291 N.2-4854 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04311 N.2-4875 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04333 N.2-4898 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04352 N.2-4919 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04369 N.2-4937 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04418 N.2-4987 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04449 N.2-5019 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04467 N.2-5037 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04495 N.2-5065 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04496 N.2-5066 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04529 N.2-5101 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04562 N.2-5135 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04566 N.2-5139 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04567 N.2-5140 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04614 N.2-5189 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04648 N.2-5224 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04668 N.2-5244 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04689 N.2-5266 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04730 N.2-5308 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04731 N.2-5309 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04752 N.2-5331 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04773 N.2-5353 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04803 N.2-5384 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04826 N.2-5407 
Hitchcock Jonathan N-04975 N.2-5561 
Hitchin Lucerne Inc. N-00007 N.2-441 
Hitchman Dan N-07723 N.2-8353 
Hite Harold N-18808 N.2-19768 
Hite Kathy N-18810 N.2-19770 
Hjelseth Mike N-11225 N.2-11893 
Hoadley Matthew N-08852 N.2-9488 
HOBBS MIKE 1151 N.2-20621 
Hodges Ben N-11229 N.2-11897 
Hodges Ben N-11444 N.2-12112 
Hodges Ben N-12631 N.2-13305 
Hodges Mark 1043 N.2-20544 
Hofer Dan N-16543 N.2-17260 
Hofer Dan N-16593 N.2-17310 
Hofer Dan N-16676 N.2-17393 
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Hofer Dan N-16736 N.2-17453 
Hofer Dan N-16858 N.2-17575 
Hofer Dan N-16940 N.2-17657 
Hofer Dan N-16987 N.2-17704 
Hofer Dan N-17091 N.2-17808 
Hofer Dan N-17157 N.2-17874 
Hofer Dan N-17298 N.2-18016 
Hoffer Tres 1779 N.2-21101 
Hoffman Kari N-11685 N.2-12353 
Hoffman Kari N-11873 N.2-12541 
Hoffman Mike N-01517 N.2-2066 
Hoffman Paul N-17983 N.2-18717 
Hoffman Paul N-18000 N.2-18734 
Hoffman Paul N-18019 N.2-18753 
Hoffman Paul N-18034 N.2-18768 
Hoffman Paul N-18049 N.2-18783 
Hoffman Paul N-18058 N.2-18792 
Hoffman Paul N-18067 N.2-18801 
Hoffman Paul N-18097 N.2-18831 
Hoffman Paul N-18118 N.2-18852 
Hoffman Paul N-18126 N.2-18860 
Hoffman Paul N-18168 N.2-18902 
Hoffman Paul N-18199 N.2-18933 
Hoffman Paul N-18200 N.2-18934 
Hoffman Paul N-18227 N.2-18961 
Hoffman Paul N-18249 N.2-18983 
Hoffman Paul N-18288 N.2-19022 
Hoffman Paul N-18324 N.2-19058 
Hoffman Paul N-18371 N.2-19105 
Hoffman Paul N-18392 N.2-19126 
Hoffman Paul N-18411 N.2-19145 
Hoffman Paul N-18429 N.2-19163 
Hoffman Paul N-18454 N.2-19188 
Hoffman Paul N-18478 N.2-19212 
Hoffman Paul N-18496 N.2-19230 
Hoffman Paul N-18542 N.2-19276 
Hoffman Paul N-18563 N.2-19297 
Hoffman Paul N-18583 N.2-19317 
Hofstetter Steve N-04702 N.2-5280 
Hogg Carrie N-04534 N.2-5106 
Hogg Carrie N-04720 N.2-5298 
Hogg Carrie N-04795 N.2-5376 
Hoggard Jerry N-11601 N.2-12269 
Hoggard Jerry N-11636 N.2-12304 
Hoggard Jerry N-11845 N.2-12513 
Hoggard Jerry N-11870 N.2-12538 
Hoggard Jerry N-11916 N.2-12584 
Hoggard Jerry N-11962 N.2-12630 
Hoggard Jerry N-12065 N.2-12733 
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Hoggard Jerry N-12087 N.2-12755 
Hoit Andrew N-00208 N.2-656 
Hoitink Paul 518 N.2-20214 
Hoitink Paul 519 N.2-20214 
Hoitink Paul 520 N.2-20215 
Hoke Todd 858 N.2-20422 
Holcomb Michal N-08392 N.2-9022 
Holcomb Michal N-08453 N.2-9089 
Holcomb Michal N-08522 N.2-9158 
Holcomb Michal N-08842 N.2-9478 
Holcomb Michal N-08911 N.2-9548 
Holder Leonard N-00326 N.2-841 
Holland Brian N-05379 N.2-5976 
Holland Kyle N-02814 N.2-3366 
Holland Kyle N-03058 N.2-3610 
Holland Kyle N-03369 N.2-3921 
Holland Kyle N-14396 N.2-15108 
Holland Scott N-06269 N.2-6874 
Holland Scott N-11550 N.2-12218 
Holland Scott N-11910 N.2-12578 
Holland Scott N-11971 N.2-12639 
Holleaux Jon  N-09264 N.2-9904 
Holliday Roger N-00081 N.2-522 
Holliday Valerie N-00132 N.2-580 
Hollis Robert N-06244 N.2-6848 
Holloway Brad N-18224 N.2-18958 
Holloway Brad N-18253 N.2-18987 
Holloway Brad N-18391 N.2-19125 
Holloway Jack 44 N.2-19927 
Holloway John 2317 N.2-21659 
Holloway John 2319 N.2-21661 
Holmes Bill 1211 N.2-20674 
Holmes Chris N-00097 N.2-540 
Holmes Derek N-08689 N.2-9325 
Holmes Derek N-09088 N.2-9726 
holmes Derek N-12142 N.2-12810 
Holmes Derek N-12276 N.2-12944 
Holmes Derek N-13247 N.2-13956 
Holmes Derek N-13272 N.2-13981 
Holmes Derek N-14248 N.2-14958 
Holmes Derek N-15782 N.2-16498 
Holmes Derek N-17082 N.2-17799 
Holmes Earl N-03383 N.2-3935 
Holmes Troy N-10398 N.2-11040 
Holton Josh N-07703 N.2-8333 
Holton Josh N-08048 N.2-8678 
Holton William W-ON-122 N.2-163 
Holtz George W-VV-108 N.2-294 
Honaker Robert N-02909 N.2-3461 
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Honaker Robert N-03186 N.2-3738 
Honaker Robert N-03206 N.2-3758 
Honaker Robert N-03240 N.2-3792 
Honaker Robert N-03330 N.2-3882 
Honaker Robert N-08666 N.2-9302 
Honaker Robert N-08865 N.2-9501 
Honaker Robert N-09025 N.2-9662 
Honaker Robert N-10385 N.2-11027 
Honaker Robert N-10414 N.2-11057 
Honaker Robert N-10475 N.2-11121 
Honaker Robert N-10505 N.2-11159 
Honaker Robert N-10535 N.2-11190 
Honaker Robert N-10557 N.2-11213 
Honaker Robert N-10605 N.2-11263 
Honaker Robert N-10675 N.2-11336 
Honaker Robert N-10699 N.2-11361 
Honaker Robert N-12178 N.2-12846 
Honaker Robert N-12251 N.2-12919 
Honaker Robert N-12327 N.2-12995 
Honaker Robert N-12485 N.2-13153 
Honaker Robert N-12534 N.2-13203 
Honaker Robert N-12632 N.2-13306 
Honaker Robert N-12684 N.2-13360 
Honaker Robert N-12846 N.2-13550 
Honaker Robert N-13127 N.2-13832 
Honaker Robert N-13154 N.2-13860 
Honaker Robert N-13385 N.2-14094 
Hooten Brad N-10808 N.2-11474 
Hooten Brad N-13338 N.2-14047 
Hooten Brad N-13390 N.2-14099 
Hooten Brad N-13441 N.2-14150 
Hooten Brad N-13461 N.2-14170 
Hooten Brad N-13776 N.2-14485 
Hooten Brad N-13827 N.2-14536 
Hooten Brad N-13948 N.2-14657 
Hooten Brad N-14698 N.2-15411 
Hooten Brad N-14812 N.2-15525 
Hooten Brad N-14976 N.2-15690 
Hooten Brad N-15026 N.2-15740 
Hooten Brad N-15063 N.2-15777 
Hoover Charles 1280 N.2-20735 
Hoover Charles 1281 N.2-20736 
Hoover Charles and Linda N-00264 N.2-719 
Hoover Dillon 2131 N.2-21428 
Hoover Forrest N-05608 N.2-6207 
Hoover Forrest N-05609 N.2-6208 
Hoover Laura 1506 N.2-20869 
Hoover Laura 2154 N.2-21446 
Hoover Laura N-07734 N.2-8364 
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Hoover Laura N-08035 N.2-8665 
Hopkins Timothy N-05155 N.2-5745 
Hopkins  Brigitta N-02008 N.2-2559 
Hopping Jim N-09357 N.2-9997 
Hopping Jim N-09393 N.2-10033 
Hopping Jim N-09573 N.2-10213 
Hopping Jim N-09680 N.2-10320 
Hopping Jim N-09701 N.2-10341 
Hopping Jim  N-09220 N.2-9860 
Horbach Carol N-06268 N.2-6873 
Horbach Carol N-12020 N.2-12688 
Horbach Ted N-00003 N.2-436 
Hornbrook Don N-14096 N.2-14805 
Hornung Matthew 399 N.2-20140 
Horton Chris N-07580 N.2-8210 
Horton Chris N-07595 N.2-8225 
Horton Chris N-07653 N.2-8283 
Horton Chris N-07735 N.2-8365 
Horton Chris N-07765 N.2-8395 
Horton Chris N-07814 N.2-8444 
Horton Chris N-07883 N.2-8513 
Horton Chris N-07948 N.2-8578 
Horton Chris N-07982 N.2-8612 
Horton Chris N-08034 N.2-8664 
Horton Chris N-08150 N.2-8780 
Horton Chris N-08250 N.2-8880 
Horton Chris N-08295 N.2-8925 
Horton Chris N-08415 N.2-9051 
Horton Chris N-08644 N.2-9280 
Horton Chris N-08670 N.2-9306 
Horton Chris N-08718 N.2-9354 
Horton Chris N-09099 N.2-9737 
Horton Chris N-13256 N.2-13965 
Horton Chris N-13368 N.2-14077 
Horton Chris N-13511 N.2-14220 
Horton Ken N-05140 N.2-5730 
Horton Ken N-05612 N.2-6212 
Horton Ken N-05613 N.2-6213 
Horton Ken N-06326 N.2-6932 
Horton Ken N-06591 N.2-7211 
Horton Ken N-06644 N.2-7265 
Horton Ken N-06733 N.2-7359 
Horton Ken N-07051 N.2-7681 
Horton Ken N-07306 N.2-7936 
Horton Ken N-07357 N.2-7987 
Horton Ken N-07359 N.2-7989 
Horton Ken N-07360 N.2-7990 
Horton Ken N-11359 N.2-12027 
Horton Ken N-15195 N.2-15909 
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Horton Ken N-15405 N.2-16120 
Horton Ken N-15446 N.2-16162 
Horton Ken N-15567 N.2-16283 
Hoskins John 1532 N.2-20894 
Hostinsky John 727 N.2-20340 
Hoton Chris 642 N.2-20286 
Householder Adam N-00369 N.2-884 
Houston Ron 1284 N.2-20738 
Hovland Brian 1310 N.2-20757 
Howard Dale W-ON-115 N.2-156 
Howard David 1815 N.2-21137 
Howard Robert 1948 N.2-21263 
Howe Jeremy N-15712 N.2-16428 
Howell Cody 728 N.2-20340 
Howell James N-18730 N.2-19616 
Howerton Jason N-09905 N.2-10545 
Howerton Jason N-16723 N.2-17440 
Howlett Margo N-00040 N.2-477 
Howlett Robert N-00039 N.2-476 
Howze Robert N-16735 N.2-17452 
Howze Robert N-17099 N.2-17816 
Hrabe Orville N-16579 N.2-17296 
Hrabe Orville N-16615 N.2-17332 
Hrabe Orville N-16863 N.2-17580 
Hubbard Eric N-00598 N.2-1147 
Hubbard Eric N-01116 N.2-1665 
Hubbard Eric N-01309 N.2-1858 
Hubbard Eric N-01613 N.2-2162 
Hubbard Eric N-04378 N.2-4946 
Hubbard Eric N-04438 N.2-5008 
Hubbard Eric N-04634 N.2-5210 
Hubler Lillian W-VV-169 N.2-355 
Huckins Rob 902 N.2-20448 
Huff Anthony N-02791 N.2-3343 
Huff Kieth W-VV-057 N.2-243 
Hughes Brendan 2146 N.2-21439 
Hughes Jeff N-00392 N.2-907 
Hughes Jeff N-04312 N.2-4876 
Hughes Jeff N-04417 N.2-4986 
Hughes Jeff N-04447 N.2-5017 
Hughes Jeff N-04727 N.2-5305 
Hughes Jeramie N-08887 N.2-9523 
Hughes Jeramie N-09046 N.2-9683 
Hughes Zachary N-10009 N.2-10649 
Hughes Zachary N-10092 N.2-10732 
Huizar Jess N-16338 N.2-17055 
Huizar Michelle N-10368 N.2-11008 
Huizar Michelle N-10395 N.2-11037 
Huizar Michelle N-10399 N.2-11041 
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Huizar Michelle N-10466 N.2-11111 
Huizar Michelle N-10486 N.2-11132 
Huizar Michelle N-10516 N.2-11170 
Huizar Michelle N-10547 N.2-11202 
Huizar Michelle N-10593 N.2-11250 
Huizar Michelle N-10624 N.2-11282 
Huizar Michelle N-10646 N.2-11306 
Huizar Michelle N-10663 N.2-11324 
Huizar Michelle N-10687 N.2-11348 
Huizar Michelle N-12532 N.2-13201 
Huizar Michelle N-12567 N.2-13237 
Huizar Michelle N-12582 N.2-13253 
Huizar Michelle N-12625 N.2-13298 
Huizar Michelle N-12659 N.2-13334 
Huizar Michelle N-13191 N.2-13898 
Huizar Michelle N-13205 N.2-13913 
Huizar Michelle N-13208 N.2-13916 
Huizar Michelle N-13230 N.2-13939 
Huizar Michelle N-18103 N.2-18837 
Huizar Michelle N-18129 N.2-18863 
Huizar Michelle N-18149 N.2-18883 
Huizar Michelle N-18233 N.2-18967 
Huizar Michelle N-18306 N.2-19040 
Huizar Michelle N-18338 N.2-19072 
Hull Alan N-16318 N.2-17035 
Hullen Grant N-04984 N.2-5570 
Hullen Grant N-05307 N.2-5900 
Hullen Grant N-05518 N.2-6115 
Hullen Grant N-13337 N.2-14046 
Hullen Grant N-13353 N.2-14062 
Hullen Grant N-13372 N.2-14081 
Hullen Grant N-13389 N.2-14098 
Hullen Grant N-13402 N.2-14111 
Hullen Grant N-13442 N.2-14151 
Hullen Grant N-13462 N.2-14171 
Hullen Grant N-13499 N.2-14208 
Hullen Grant N-13552 N.2-14261 
Hullen Grant N-13661 N.2-14370 
Hullen Grant N-13783 N.2-14492 
Hullen Grant N-13855 N.2-14564 
Hullen Grant N-13881 N.2-14590 
Hullen Grant N-13911 N.2-14620 
Hullen Grant N-17207 N.2-17925 
Hullen Grant N-17319 N.2-18037 
Hullen Grant N-17564 N.2-18289 
Hullen Grant N-18101 N.2-18835 
Hullen Grant N-18303 N.2-19037 
Hullen Grant N-18333 N.2-19067 
Hullen Grant N-18382 N.2-19116 
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Hullen Grant N-18464 N.2-19198 
Hullen Grant N-18502 N.2-19236 
Hulse Andrew N-12156 N.2-12824 
Hulse Jared N-14449 N.2-15161 
Hulzar Michelle N-17971 N.2-18705 
Humphrey Kirk N-03133 N.2-3685 
Humphrey Kirk N-03352 N.2-3904 
Humphrey Kirk N-03357 N.2-3909 
Humphrey Kirk N-06338 N.2-6944 
Humphrey Kirk N-07700 N.2-8330 
Humphrey Kirk N-08133 N.2-8763 
Humphreys Mark N-02958 N.2-3510 
Hundtoft Thomas 2001 N.2-21312 
Hunt Colby N-17297 N.2-18015 
Hunt Colby N-17437 N.2-18161 
Hunt Richard W-ON-034 N.2-74 
Hunt Scott 307 N.2-20082 
Hunter Carley W-VV-179 N.2-365 
Hunter Carrie N-11702 N.2-12370 
Hunter Pamela W-VV-185 N.2-377 
Hurrey Andrew 640 N.2-20285 
Hurwit Jana N-17509 N.2-18234 
Hussey Greg N-05897 N.2-6499 
Hussey Greg N-05968 N.2-6570 
Hussey Greg N-06027 N.2-6630 
Hussey Greg N-13416 N.2-14125 
Hussey Greg N-13755 N.2-14464 
Hussey Greg N-13869 N.2-14578 
Hussey Greg N-13920 N.2-14629 
Hussey Greg N-13940 N.2-14649 
Hutchens Bill N-08029 N.2-8659 
Hutchins Ryan N-10087 N.2-10727 
Hutchinson Justin N-14945 N.2-15659 
Hutchinson Shelby N-06391 N.2-6998 
Hutchinson Stephanie N-05846 N.2-6448 
Hutchinson Thomas N-04920 N.2-5506 
Hutchinson Thomas N-04965 N.2-5551 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05080 N.2-5668 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05095 N.2-5683 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05123 N.2-5713 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05217 N.2-5807 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05261 N.2-5852 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05342 N.2-5939 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05482 N.2-6079 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05499 N.2-6096 
Hutchinson Thomas N-05644 N.2-6245 
Hutchinson Thomas N-12438 N.2-13106 
Hutchinson Thomas N-12998 N.2-13703 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13406 N.2-14115 
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Hutchinson Thomas N-13420 N.2-14129 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13449 N.2-14158 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13469 N.2-14178 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13526 N.2-14235 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13581 N.2-14290 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13623 N.2-14332 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13648 N.2-14357 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13665 N.2-14374 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13752 N.2-14461 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13766 N.2-14475 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13798 N.2-14507 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13891 N.2-14600 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13929 N.2-14638 
Hutchinson Thomas N-13968 N.2-14677 
Huttner Justin N-02941 N.2-3493 
Huttula David N-06305 N.2-6911 
Hyke Carrie 1799 N.2-21119 
Hylton Kyle N-07847 N.2-8477 
Hylton Tracy N-10015 N.2-10655 
Hylton Tracy N-17388 N.2-18110 
Iantorno Matthew N-15227 N.2-15941 
Iantorno Matthew N-15364 N.2-16078 
Iantorno Matthew N-15385 N.2-16100 
Iantorno Matthew N-15525 N.2-16241 
Iantorno Matthew N-15570 N.2-16286 
Idema Adam N-13602 N.2-14311 
Idema Bill   N-13597 N.2-14306 
Idema Cyrus N-13600 N.2-14309 
Idema Jack N-13601 N.2-14310 
Idema Tony N-13586 N.2-14295 
Iliff Camden 139 N.2-19979 
Iliff Kaesy N-14773 N.2-15486 
Imlach BJ N-12106 N.2-12774 
Imlach BJ N-12129 N.2-12797 
Imlach BJ N-12172 N.2-12840 
Imlach BJ N-12191 N.2-12859 
Imlach BJ N-12212 N.2-12880 
Imlach BJ N-12213 N.2-12881 
Imlach BJ N-12235 N.2-12903 
Imlach BJ N-12248 N.2-12916 
Imlach BJ N-12271 N.2-12939 
Imlach BJ N-12288 N.2-12956 
Imlach BJ N-12305 N.2-12973 
Imlach BJ N-12325 N.2-12993 
Imlach BJ N-12349 N.2-13017 
Imlach BJ N-12382 N.2-13050 
Imlach BJ N-12417 N.2-13085 
Imlach BJ N-12436 N.2-13104 
Imlach BJ N-12469 N.2-13137 
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Imlach BJ N-12843 N.2-13547 
Imlach BJ N-12862 N.2-13566 
Imlach BJ N-12896 N.2-13600 
Imlach BJ N-12918 N.2-13622 
Imlach BJ N-12948 N.2-13652 
Imlach BJ N-12972 N.2-13677 
Imlach BJ N-13000 N.2-13705 
Imlach BJ N-13045 N.2-13750 
Imlach BJ N-13097 N.2-13802 
Imlach BJ N-13124 N.2-13829 
Immoos Paul N-12164 N.2-12832 
Immoos Paul N-12337 N.2-13005 
Immoos Paul N-13030 N.2-13735 
Immoos Paul N-13117 N.2-13822 
Ingersoll Scott 815 N.2-20397 
Ingersoll Scott N-11697 N.2-12365 
Ingersoll Scott N-11905 N.2-12573 
Ingersoll Scott N-12041 N.2-12709 
Ippolito Randy N-10877 N.2-11544 
Ippolito Randy N-10901 N.2-11568 
Ippolito Randy N-10925 N.2-11592 
Ippolito Randy N-10944 N.2-11611 
Ippolito Randy N-10973 N.2-11640 
Ippolito Randy N-10985 N.2-11652 
Ippolito Randy N-11005 N.2-11673 
Ippolito Randy N-11027 N.2-11695 
Ippolito Randy N-11051 N.2-11719 
Ippolito Randy N-11068 N.2-11736 
Ippolito Randy N-11096 N.2-11764 
Ippolito Randy N-11119 N.2-11787 
Ippolito Randy N-11139 N.2-11807 
Ippolito Randy N-11163 N.2-11831 
Ippolito Randy N-11186 N.2-11854 
Ippolito Randy N-11202 N.2-11870 
Ippolito Randy N-11244 N.2-11912 
Ippolito Randy N-11262 N.2-11930 
Ippolito Randy N-11279 N.2-11947 
Ippolito Randy N-11304 N.2-11972 
Ippolito Randy N-11352 N.2-12020 
Ippolito Randy N-11375 N.2-12043 
Ippolito Randy N-11396 N.2-12064 
Ippolito Randy N-11429 N.2-12097 
Ippolito Randy N-11430 N.2-12098 
Ippolito Randy N-11460 N.2-12128 
Ippolito Randy N-11486 N.2-12154 
Ireton Taylor N-17663 N.2-18391 
Irin Kyle N-18592 N.2-19326 
Irrgang Gregory N-05240 N.2-5831 
Irvin Kevin N-09051 N.2-9689 
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Irvin Kyle N-01888 N.2-2437 
Irvin Kyle N-01996 N.2-2547 
Irvin Kyle N-02080 N.2-2631 
Irvin Kyle N-02161 N.2-2712 
Irvin Kyle N-02288 N.2-2839 
Irvin Kyle N-02455 N.2-3006 
Irvin Kyle N-02492 N.2-3043 
Irvin Kyle N-02720 N.2-3272 
Irvin Kyle N-02735 N.2-3287 
Irvin Kyle N-04314 N.2-4878 
Irvin Kyle N-07558 N.2-8188 
Irvin Kyle N-07587 N.2-8217 
Irvin Kyle N-07591 N.2-8221 
Irvin Kyle N-07611 N.2-8241 
Irvin Kyle N-07627 N.2-8257 
Irvin Kyle N-07648 N.2-8278 
Irvin Kyle N-07665 N.2-8295 
Irvin Kyle N-07689 N.2-8319 
Irvin Kyle N-07728 N.2-8358 
Irvin Kyle N-07758 N.2-8388 
Irvin Kyle N-07809 N.2-8439 
Irvin Kyle N-07831 N.2-8461 
Irvin Kyle N-07870 N.2-8500 
Irvin Kyle N-07904 N.2-8534 
Irvin Kyle N-07934 N.2-8564 
Irvin Kyle N-08068 N.2-8698 
Irvin Kyle N-08118 N.2-8748 
Irvin Kyle N-08120 N.2-8750 
Irvin Kyle N-08176 N.2-8806 
Irvin Kyle N-08207 N.2-8837 
Irvin Kyle N-08241 N.2-8871 
Irvin Kyle N-08265 N.2-8895 
Irvin Kyle N-08289 N.2-8919 
Irvin Kyle N-08331 N.2-8961 
Irvin Kyle N-08344 N.2-8974 
Irvin Kyle N-08398 N.2-9028 
Irvin Kyle N-08412 N.2-9042 
Irvin Kyle N-08456 N.2-9092 
Irvin Kyle N-08482 N.2-9118 
Irvin Kyle N-08497 N.2-9133 
Irvin Kyle N-08525 N.2-9161 
Irvin Kyle N-08560 N.2-9196 
Irvin Kyle N-08578 N.2-9214 
Irvin Kyle N-08627 N.2-9263 
Irvin Kyle N-08692 N.2-9328 
Irvin Kyle N-08693 N.2-9329 
Irvin Kyle N-08760 N.2-9396 
Irvin Kyle N-08786 N.2-9422 
Irvin Kyle N-08804 N.2-9440 
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Irvin Kyle N-08847 N.2-9483 
Irvin Kyle N-08861 N.2-9497 
Irvin Kyle N-08869 N.2-9505 
Irvin Kyle N-08889 N.2-9526 
Irvin Kyle N-08916 N.2-9553 
Irvin Kyle N-08937 N.2-9574 
Irvin Kyle N-08967 N.2-9604 
Irvin Kyle N-08996 N.2-9633 
Irvin Kyle N-09070 N.2-9708 
Irvin Kyle N-09095 N.2-9733 
Irvin Kyle N-09766 N.2-10406 
Irvin Kyle N-09767 N.2-10407 
Irvin Kyle N-09769 N.2-10409 
Irvin Kyle N-09770 N.2-10410 
Irvin Kyle N-09779 N.2-10419 
Irvin Kyle N-09790 N.2-10430 
Irvin Kyle N-09805 N.2-10445 
Irvin Kyle N-09824 N.2-10464 
Irvin Kyle N-09825 N.2-10465 
Irvin Kyle N-09838 N.2-10478 
Irvin Kyle N-09850 N.2-10490 
Irvin Kyle N-09858 N.2-10498 
Irvin Kyle N-09868 N.2-10508 
Irvin Kyle N-09883 N.2-10523 
Irvin Kyle N-09909 N.2-10549 
irvin Kyle N-09913 N.2-10553 
Irvin Kyle N-09947 N.2-10587 
Irvin Kyle N-09952 N.2-10592 
Irvin Kyle N-09982 N.2-10622 
Irvin Kyle N-09984 N.2-10624 
Irvin Kyle N-10003 N.2-10643 
Irvin Kyle N-10020 N.2-10660 
Irvin Kyle N-10025 N.2-10665 
Irvin Kyle N-10056 N.2-10696 
Irvin Kyle N-10061 N.2-10701 
Irvin Kyle N-10094 N.2-10734 
Irvin Kyle N-10097 N.2-10737 
Irvin Kyle N-10124 N.2-10764 
Irvin Kyle N-10127 N.2-10767 
Irvin Kyle N-10139 N.2-10779 
Irvin Kyle N-10144 N.2-10784 
Irvin Kyle N-10158 N.2-10798 
Irvin Kyle N-10174 N.2-10814 
Irvin Kyle N-10181 N.2-10821 
Irvin Kyle N-10190 N.2-10830 
Irvin Kyle N-10192 N.2-10832 
Irvin Kyle N-10206 N.2-10846 
Irvin Kyle N-10209 N.2-10849 
Irvin Kyle N-10220 N.2-10860 
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Irvin Kyle N-10222 N.2-10862 
Irvin Kyle N-10236 N.2-10876 
Irvin Kyle N-10244 N.2-10884 
Irvin Kyle N-10253 N.2-10893 
Irvin Kyle N-10261 N.2-10901 
Irvin Kyle N-10268 N.2-10908 
Irvin Kyle N-10278 N.2-10918 
Irvin Kyle N-10290 N.2-10930 
Irvin Kyle N-10292 N.2-10932 
Irvin Kyle N-10299 N.2-10939 
Irvin Kyle N-10311 N.2-10951 
Irvin Kyle N-10318 N.2-10958 
Irvin Kyle N-10323 N.2-10963 
Irvin Kyle N-10342 N.2-10982 
Irvin Kyle N-10353 N.2-10993 
Irvin Kyle N-10371 N.2-11011 
Irvin Kyle N-10372 N.2-11013 
Irvin Kyle N-10408 N.2-11050 
Irvin Kyle N-10444 N.2-11087 
Irvin Kyle N-10472 N.2-11117 
Irvin Kyle N-10500 N.2-11153 
Irvin Kyle N-10527 N.2-11181 
Irvin Kyle N-10553 N.2-11208 
Irvin Kyle N-10574 N.2-11230 
Irvin Kyle N-10600 N.2-11257 
Irvin Kyle N-10629 N.2-11287 
Irvin Kyle N-10652 N.2-11312 
Irvin Kyle N-10694 N.2-11355 
Irvin Kyle N-11372 N.2-12040 
Irvin Kyle N-12114 N.2-12782 
Irvin Kyle N-12162 N.2-12830 
Irvin Kyle N-12186 N.2-12854 
Irvin Kyle N-12203 N.2-12871 
Irvin Kyle N-12228 N.2-12896 
Irvin Kyle N-12232 N.2-12900 
Irvin Kyle N-12244 N.2-12912 
Irvin Kyle N-12261 N.2-12929 
Irvin Kyle N-12281 N.2-12949 
Irvin Kyle N-12298 N.2-12966 
Irvin Kyle N-12317 N.2-12985 
Irvin Kyle N-12338 N.2-13006 
Irvin Kyle N-12361 N.2-13029 
Irvin Kyle N-12412 N.2-13080 
Irvin Kyle N-12430 N.2-13098 
Irvin Kyle N-12455 N.2-13123 
Irvin Kyle N-12483 N.2-13151 
Irvin Kyle N-12491 N.2-13158 
Irvin Kyle N-12521 N.2-13189 
Irvin Kyle N-12548 N.2-13217 
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Irvin Kyle N-12568 N.2-13238 
Irvin Kyle N-12587 N.2-13258 
Irvin Kyle N-12607 N.2-13279 
Irvin Kyle N-12627 N.2-13300 
Irvin Kyle N-12642 N.2-13316 
Irvin Kyle N-12679 N.2-13354 
Irvin Kyle N-12700 N.2-13376 
Irvin Kyle N-12800 N.2-13499 
Irvin Kyle N-12855 N.2-13559 
Irvin Kyle N-12878 N.2-13582 
Irvin Kyle N-12891 N.2-13595 
Irvin Kyle N-12913 N.2-13617 
Irvin Kyle N-12931 N.2-13635 
Irvin Kyle N-12962 N.2-13667 
Irvin Kyle N-12985 N.2-13690 
Irvin Kyle N-13032 N.2-13737 
Irvin Kyle N-13085 N.2-13790 
Irvin Kyle N-13115 N.2-13820 
Irvin Kyle N-13140 N.2-13845 
Irvin Kyle N-13151 N.2-13856 
Irvin Kyle N-13175 N.2-13881 
Irvin Kyle N-13192 N.2-13899 
Irvin Kyle N-13214 N.2-13922 
Irvin Kyle N-13253 N.2-13962 
Irvin Kyle N-13278 N.2-13987 
Irvin Kyle N-13285 N.2-13994 
Irvin Kyle N-13288 N.2-13997 
Irvin Kyle N-13308 N.2-14017 
Irvin Kyle N-14007 N.2-14716 
Irvin Kyle N-15097 N.2-15811 
Irvin Kyle N-15104 N.2-15818 
Irvin Kyle N-15105 N.2-15819 
Irvin Kyle N-15108 N.2-15822 
Irvin Kyle N-15113 N.2-15827 
Irvin Kyle N-15126 N.2-15840 
Irvin Kyle N-15142 N.2-15856 
Irvin Kyle N-15149 N.2-15863 
Irvin Kyle N-15163 N.2-15877 
Irvin Kyle N-15164 N.2-15878 
Irvin Kyle N-15169 N.2-15883 
Irvin Kyle N-15170 N.2-15884 
Irvin Kyle N-15191 N.2-15905 
Irvin Kyle N-15198 N.2-15912 
Irvin Kyle N-15230 N.2-15944 
Irvin Kyle N-15234 N.2-15948 
Irvin Kyle N-15263 N.2-15977 
Irvin Kyle N-15279 N.2-15993 
Irvin Kyle N-15285 N.2-15999 
Irvin Kyle N-15299 N.2-16013 
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Irvin Kyle N-15308 N.2-16022 
Irvin Kyle N-15325 N.2-16039 
Irvin Kyle N-15330 N.2-16044 
Irvin Kyle N-15349 N.2-16063 
Irvin Kyle N-15351 N.2-16065 
Irvin Kyle N-15373 N.2-16088 
Irvin Kyle N-15374 N.2-16089 
Irvin Kyle N-15397 N.2-16112 
Irvin Kyle N-15401 N.2-16116 
Irvin Kyle N-15429 N.2-16145 
Irvin Kyle N-15450 N.2-16166 
Irvin Kyle N-15453 N.2-16169 
Irvin Kyle N-15468 N.2-16184 
Irvin Kyle N-15471 N.2-16187 
Irvin Kyle N-15487 N.2-16203 
Irvin Kyle N-15492 N.2-16208 
Irvin Kyle N-15506 N.2-16222 
Irvin Kyle N-15512 N.2-16228 
Irvin Kyle N-15529 N.2-16245 
Irvin Kyle N-15531 N.2-16247 
Irvin Kyle N-15542 N.2-16258 
Irvin Kyle N-15547 N.2-16263 
Irvin Kyle N-15566 N.2-16282 
Irvin Kyle N-15576 N.2-16292 
Irvin Kyle N-15601 N.2-16317 
Irvin Kyle N-15603 N.2-16319 
Irvin Kyle N-15619 N.2-16335 
Irvin Kyle N-15623 N.2-16339 
Irvin Kyle N-15635 N.2-16351 
Irvin Kyle N-15642 N.2-16358 
Irvin Kyle N-15658 N.2-16374 
Irvin Kyle N-15661 N.2-16377 
Irvin Kyle N-15685 N.2-16401 
Irvin Kyle N-15691 N.2-16407 
Irvin Kyle N-17201 N.2-17919 
Irvin Kyle N-17226 N.2-17944 
Irvin Kyle N-17236 N.2-17954 
Irvin Kyle N-17254 N.2-17972 
Irvin Kyle N-17276 N.2-17994 
Irvin Kyle N-17278 N.2-17996 
Irvin Kyle N-17309 N.2-18027 
Irvin Kyle N-17333 N.2-18051 
Irvin Kyle N-17343 N.2-18062 
Irvin Kyle N-17353 N.2-18072 
Irvin Kyle N-17361 N.2-18080 
Irvin Kyle N-17378 N.2-18098 
Irvin Kyle N-17386 N.2-18108 
Irvin Kyle N-17399 N.2-18121 
Irvin Kyle N-17401 N.2-18123 
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Irvin Kyle N-17412 N.2-18134 
Irvin Kyle N-17434 N.2-18158 
Irvin Kyle N-17452 N.2-18176 
Irvin Kyle N-17470 N.2-18195 
Irvin Kyle N-17482 N.2-18207 
Irvin Kyle N-17491 N.2-18216 
Irvin Kyle N-17528 N.2-18253 
Irvin Kyle N-17531 N.2-18256 
Irvin Kyle N-17537 N.2-18262 
Irvin Kyle N-17577 N.2-18302 
Irvin Kyle N-17597 N.2-18323 
Irvin Kyle N-17599 N.2-18325 
Irvin Kyle N-17604 N.2-18330 
Irvin Kyle N-17612 N.2-18338 
Irvin Kyle N-17634 N.2-18360 
Irvin Kyle N-17637 N.2-18363 
Irvin Kyle N-17653 N.2-18380 
Irvin Kyle N-17654 N.2-18381 
Irvin Kyle N-17675 N.2-18403 
Irvin Kyle N-17681 N.2-18409 
Irvin Kyle N-17685 N.2-18413 
Irvin Kyle N-17699 N.2-18427 
Irvin Kyle N-17711 N.2-18439 
Irvin Kyle N-17716 N.2-18444 
Irvin Kyle N-17720 N.2-18448 
Irvin Kyle N-17730 N.2-18459 
Irvin Kyle N-17740 N.2-18469 
Irvin Kyle N-17751 N.2-18480 
Irvin Kyle N-17761 N.2-18490 
Irvin Kyle N-17779 N.2-18508 
Irvin Kyle N-17786 N.2-18515 
Irvin Kyle N-17787 N.2-18516 
Irvin Kyle N-17812 N.2-18541 
Irvin Kyle N-17824 N.2-18553 
Irvin Kyle N-17829 N.2-18558 
Irvin Kyle N-17858 N.2-18587 
Irvin Kyle N-17871 N.2-18600 
Irvin Kyle N-17884 N.2-18614 
Irvin Kyle N-17887 N.2-18617 
Irvin Kyle N-17891 N.2-18621 
Irvin Kyle N-17894 N.2-18624 
Irvin Kyle N-17910 N.2-18641 
Irvin Kyle N-17911 N.2-18642 
Irvin Kyle N-17961 N.2-18694 
Irvin Kyle N-17963 N.2-18696 
Irvin Kyle N-17968 N.2-18701 
Irvin Kyle N-18605 N.2-19339 
Irvin Kyle N-18620 N.2-19355 
Irvin Kyle N-18626 N.2-19361 
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Irvin Kyle N-18627 N.2-19362 
Irvin Kyle N-18638 N.2-19373 
Irvin Kyle N-18647 N.2-19382 
Irvine Kyle N-09885 N.2-10525 
Irwin William N-00135 N.2-583 
Isenbarg George 256 N.2-20051 
Isenhouer Nicholas N-10464 N.2-11109 
Isley Michael N-03037 N.2-3589 
Isoldi Robert N-02908 N.2-3460 
Itow April N-05671 N.2-6272 
Itow April N-05682 N.2-6283 
Itow April N-05743 N.2-6344 
Itow April N-05759 N.2-6360 
Itow April N-05772 N.2-6374 
Itow April N-05791 N.2-6393 
Itow April N-05812 N.2-6414 
Itow April N-05826 N.2-6428 
Itow April N-05848 N.2-6450 
Itow April N-05882 N.2-6484 
Itow April N-05901 N.2-6503 
Itow April N-05932 N.2-6534 
Itow April N-05954 N.2-6556 
Itow April N-05975 N.2-6577 
Itow April N-06030 N.2-6633 
Itow April N-06049 N.2-6652 
Itow April N-06094 N.2-6697 
Itow April N-06147 N.2-6750 
Itow April N-13330 N.2-14039 
Itow April N-13351 N.2-14060 
Itow April N-13370 N.2-14079 
Itow April N-13399 N.2-14108 
Itow April N-13497 N.2-14206 
Itow April N-13652 N.2-14361 
Itow April N-13653 N.2-14362 
Itow Dustin N-05658 N.2-6259 
Itow Dustin N-05670 N.2-6271 
Itow Dustin N-05715 N.2-6316 
Itow Dustin N-05727 N.2-6328 
Itow Dustin N-05742 N.2-6343 
Itow Dustin N-05758 N.2-6359 
Itow Dustin N-05771 N.2-6373 
Itow Dustin N-05790 N.2-6392 
Itow Dustin N-05811 N.2-6413 
Itow Dustin N-05825 N.2-6427 
Itow Dustin N-05843 N.2-6445 
Itow Dustin N-05878 N.2-6480 
Itow Dustin N-05900 N.2-6502 
Itow Dustin N-05931 N.2-6533 
Itow Dustin N-05950 N.2-6552 
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Itow Dustin N-05972 N.2-6574 
Itow Dustin N-06006 N.2-6609 
Itow Dustin N-06008 N.2-6611 
Itow Dustin N-06028 N.2-6631 
Itow Dustin N-06048 N.2-6651 
Itow Dustin N-06070 N.2-6673 
Itow Dustin N-06082 N.2-6685 
Itow Dustin N-06146 N.2-6749 
Itow Dustin N-10333 N.2-10973 
Jabod Adam N-18491 N.2-19225 
Jackson Derek N-02789 N.2-3341 
Jackson Derek N-02824 N.2-3376 
Jackson Derek N-02892 N.2-3444 
Jackson Derek N-02935 N.2-3487 
Jackson Derek N-02969 N.2-3521 
Jackson Derek N-02994 N.2-3546 
Jackson derek N-03044 N.2-3596 
Jackson Derek N-03076 N.2-3628 
Jackson Derek N-03106 N.2-3658 
Jackson Derek N-03119 N.2-3671 
Jackson Derek N-03140 N.2-3692 
Jackson Derek N-03162 N.2-3714 
Jackson Derek N-03196 N.2-3748 
Jackson Derek N-03217 N.2-3769 
Jackson Derek N-03232 N.2-3784 
Jackson Derek N-03252 N.2-3804 
Jackson Derek N-03273 N.2-3825 
Jackson Derek N-03393 N.2-3945 
Jackson Derek N-07614 N.2-8244 
Jackson Derek N-07629 N.2-8259 
Jackson Derek N-07654 N.2-8284 
Jackson Derek N-07672 N.2-8302 
Jackson Derek N-07832 N.2-8462 
Jackson Derek N-08070 N.2-8700 
Jackson Derek N-08126 N.2-8756 
Jackson Derek N-08127 N.2-8757 
Jackson Derek N-08181 N.2-8811 
Jackson Derek N-08268 N.2-8898 
Jackson Jamie N-15888 N.2-16605 
Jackson Jamie N-16147 N.2-16864 
Jackson Jamie N-16238 N.2-16955 
Jackson Jamie N-16426 N.2-17143 
Jackson Jamie N-16447 N.2-17164 
Jacob Adam N-06234 N.2-6838 
Jacob Adam N-17979 N.2-18713 
Jacob Adam N-17992 N.2-18726 
Jacob Adam N-18011 N.2-18745 
Jacob Adam N-18025 N.2-18759 
Jacob Adam N-18040 N.2-18774 
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Jacob Adam N-18055 N.2-18789 
Jacob Adam N-18062 N.2-18796 
Jacob Adam N-18086 N.2-18820 
Jacob Adam N-18093 N.2-18827 
Jacob Adam N-18108 N.2-18842 
Jacob Adam N-18136 N.2-18870 
Jacob Adam N-18160 N.2-18894 
Jacob Adam N-18181 N.2-18915 
Jacob Adam N-18182 N.2-18916 
Jacob Adam N-18207 N.2-18941 
Jacob Adam N-18244 N.2-18978 
Jacob Adam N-18275 N.2-19009 
Jacob Adam N-18317 N.2-19051 
Jacob Adam N-18361 N.2-19095 
Jacob Adam N-18387 N.2-19121 
Jacob Adam N-18402 N.2-19136 
Jacob Adam N-18418 N.2-19152 
Jacob Adam N-18448 N.2-19182 
Jacob Adam N-18472 N.2-19206 
Jacob Adam N-18518 N.2-19252 
Jacob Adam N-18572 N.2-19306 
Jacobs John 101 N.2-19951 
Jacobson Tim N-07845 N.2-8475 
Jahr Ed O-ON-024 N.2-407 
James Christopher N-04509 N.2-5081 
James John W-VV-059 N.2-245 
James Luke W-VV-058 N.2-244 
James Mark N-03475 N.2-4027 
James Mark N-03614 N.2-4166 
James Mark N-03738 N.2-4290 
James Mark N-03781 N.2-4333 
James Mark N-04131 N.2-4684 
James Mark N-04132 N.2-4685 
James Mark N-04133 N.2-4686 
James Mark N-04134 N.2-4687 
James Nathan N-02502 N.2-3053 
James Nathan N-16588 N.2-17305 
James Nathan N-16694 N.2-17411 
James Nathan N-17113 N.2-17830 
James Nathan N-17127 N.2-17844 
James Steve 1158 N.2-20626 
Jamison Greg 590 N.2-20256 
Jaquith Daniel N-02307 N.2-2858 
Jaquith Daniel N-02491 N.2-3042 
Jarchow Michael N-03453 N.2-4005 
Jarchow Michael N-03488 N.2-4040 
Jarchow Michael N-03512 N.2-4064 
Jarchow Michael N-03538 N.2-4090 
Jarchow Michael N-03549 N.2-4101 
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Jarchow Michael N-03581 N.2-4133 
Jarchow Michael N-03588 N.2-4140 
Jarchow Michael N-03622 N.2-4174 
Jarchow Michael N-03633 N.2-4185 
Jarchow Michael N-03654 N.2-4206 
Jarchow Michael N-03677 N.2-4229 
Jarchow Michael N-03701 N.2-4253 
Jarchow Michael N-03728 N.2-4280 
Jarchow Michael N-03729 N.2-4281 
Jarchow Michael N-03758 N.2-4310 
Jarchow Michael N-03793 N.2-4345 
Jarchow Michael N-03811 N.2-4363 
Jarchow Michael N-03828 N.2-4380 
Jarchow Michael N-03843 N.2-4395 
Jarchow Michael N-03882 N.2-4434 
Jarchow Michael N-03887 N.2-4439 
Jarchow Michael N-03907 N.2-4459 
Jarchow Michael N-03956 N.2-4508 
Jarchow Michael N-03990 N.2-4542 
Jarchow Michael N-04038 N.2-4590 
Jarchow Michael N-04084 N.2-4636 
Jarchow Michael N-04090 N.2-4642 
Javier Darlene N-00253 N.2-703 
Jaybush Logan N-02750 N.2-3302 
Jaybush Logan N-02753 N.2-3305 
Jaybush Logan N-02796 N.2-3348 
Jaybush Logan N-02828 N.2-3380 
Jaybush Logan N-02855 N.2-3407 
Jaybush Logan N-02899 N.2-3451 
Jaybush Logan N-02940 N.2-3492 
Jaybush Logan N-02974 N.2-3526 
Jaybush Logan N-03001 N.2-3553 
Jaybush Logan N-03023 N.2-3575 
Jaybush Logan N-03047 N.2-3599 
Jaybush Logan N-03081 N.2-3633 
Jaybush Logan N-03108 N.2-3660 
Jaybush Logan N-03123 N.2-3675 
Jaybush Logan N-03143 N.2-3695 
Jaybush Logan N-03165 N.2-3717 
Jaybush Logan N-03181 N.2-3733 
Jaybush Logan N-03198 N.2-3750 
Jaybush Logan N-03215 N.2-3767 
Jaybush Logan N-03235 N.2-3787 
Jaybush Logan N-03249 N.2-3801 
Jaybush Logan N-03267 N.2-3819 
Jaybush Logan N-03288 N.2-3840 
Jaybush Logan N-03299 N.2-3851 
Jaybush Logan N-03311 N.2-3863 
Jaybush Logan N-03325 N.2-3877 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-201  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Jaybush Logan N-03345 N.2-3897 
Jaybush Logan N-03402 N.2-3954 
Jaybush Logan N-05657 N.2-6258 
Jaybush Logan N-05681 N.2-6282 
Jaybush Logan N-05693 N.2-6294 
Jaybush Logan N-05702 N.2-6303 
Jaybush Logan N-05713 N.2-6314 
Jaybush Logan N-05729 N.2-6330 
Jaybush Logan N-05741 N.2-6342 
Jaybush Logan N-05789 N.2-6391 
Jaybush Logan N-05810 N.2-6412 
Jaybush Logan N-05845 N.2-6447 
Jaybush Logan N-05879 N.2-6481 
Jaybush Logan N-05880 N.2-6482 
Jaybush Logan N-05909 N.2-6511 
Jaybush Logan N-05952 N.2-6554 
Jaybush Logan N-05973 N.2-6575 
Jaybush Logan N-06004 N.2-6607 
Jaybush Logan N-06009 N.2-6612 
Jaybush Logan N-06029 N.2-6632 
Jaybush Logan N-06047 N.2-6650 
Jaybush Logan N-06095 N.2-6698 
Jaybush Logan N-06127 N.2-6730 
Jaybush Logan N-06148 N.2-6751 
Jaybush Logan N-09756 N.2-10396 
Jaybush Logan N-09789 N.2-10429 
Jaybush Logan N-09822 N.2-10462 
Jaybush Logan N-09899 N.2-10539 
Jaybush Logan N-09922 N.2-10562 
Jaybush Logan N-09979 N.2-10619 
Jaybush Logan N-09996 N.2-10636 
Jaybush Logan N-10008 N.2-10648 
Jaybush Logan N-10116 N.2-10756 
Jaybush Logan N-10167 N.2-10807 
Jaybush Logan N-10177 N.2-10817 
Jaybush Logan N-10188 N.2-10828 
Jaybush Logan N-10202 N.2-10842 
Jaybush Logan N-10215 N.2-10855 
Jaybush Logan N-10258 N.2-10898 
Jaybush Logan N-10275 N.2-10915 
Jaybush Logan N-10306 N.2-10946 
Jaybush Logan N-10332 N.2-10972 
Jaybush Logan N-10348 N.2-10988 
Jaybush Logan N-13459 N.2-14168 
Jaybush Logan N-13739 N.2-14448 
Jaybush Logan N-13925 N.2-14634 
Jaybush Logan N-14011 N.2-14720 
Jaybush Logan N-14099 N.2-14808 
Jaybush Logan N-14147 N.2-14857 
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Jaybush Logan N-14179 N.2-14889 
Jaybush Logan N-14209 N.2-14919 
Jaybush Logan N-14301 N.2-15012 
Jaybush Logan N-14342 N.2-15054 
Jaybush Logan N-14423 N.2-15135 
Jaybush Logan N-14498 N.2-15211 
Jayson  Mitchell N-13479 N.2-14188 
Jeff Hoskin N-18202 N.2-18936 
Jeffre Devon N-13890 N.2-14599 
Jeffre  Devon N-13790 N.2-14499 
Jeffrey Devon 1437 N.2-20829 
Jeffrey Devon N-13577 N.2-14286 
Jeglinski Jon 406 N.2-20145 
Jenkins Larry N-00587 N.2-1136 
Jenkins Larry N-01024 N.2-1573 
Jensen Joshua N-08403 N.2-9033 
Jensen Rory 993 N.2-20507 
Jensen Tyler W-VV-054 N.2-240 
Jergensen Todd N-16679 N.2-17396 
Jergensen Todd N-16767 N.2-17484 
Jergensen Todd N-16947 N.2-17664 
Jergensen Todd N-17096 N.2-17813 
Jergensen Todd N-17171 N.2-17888 
Jergenson Shirley W-VV-061 N.2-247 
Jergenson Todd W-VV-052 N.2-238 
Jewett Clay N-00004 N.2-438 
Jiminez Danica N-05864 N.2-6466 
Jiminez Danica N-06433 N.2-7043 
Jiminez Danica N-06436 N.2-7046 
Jiminez Danica N-06450 N.2-7060 
Jiminez Danica N-06453 N.2-7063 
Jiminez Danica N-12829 N.2-13530 
Jiminez Jody N-05868 N.2-6470 
Jiminez Jody N-06429 N.2-7039 
Jiminez Jody N-06430 N.2-7040 
Jiminez Jody N-06443 N.2-7053 
Jiminez Jody N-06444 N.2-7054 
Jiminez Jody N-12823 N.2-13524 
Jiminez Michele N-05863 N.2-6465 
Jiminez Michele N-06434 N.2-7044 
Jiminez Michele N-06435 N.2-7045 
Jiminez Michele N-06452 N.2-7062 
Jiminez Michele N-06455 N.2-7065 
Jiminez Michele N-12834 N.2-13536 
Joanne Cole 1130 N.2-20605 
Johanson Mike 1605 N.2-20956 
Johanson Mike 1774 N.2-21094 
Johns John 1578 N.2-20932 
Johnson Adam W-ON-119 N.2-160 
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Johnson Andy N-01906 N.2-2455 
Johnson Andy N-02032 N.2-2583 
Johnson Andy N-02186 N.2-2737 
Johnson Andy N-02252 N.2-2803 
Johnson Andy N-02337 N.2-2888 
Johnson Andy N-02471 N.2-3022 
Johnson Andy N-02538 N.2-3089 
Johnson Andy N-02589 N.2-3140 
Johnson Andy N-02643 N.2-3195 
Johnson Bobby 112 N.2-19959 
Johnson Bobby N-10480 N.2-11126 
Johnson Bobby N-13392 N.2-14101 
Johnson Bobby N-13444 N.2-14153 
Johnson Bobby N-13609 N.2-14318 
Johnson Bobby N-13635 N.2-14344 
Johnson Bobby N-13853 N.2-14562 
Johnson Bobby N-13910 N.2-14619 
Johnson Bobby N-16057 N.2-16774 
Johnson Bobby N-16113 N.2-16830 
Johnson Bobby N-16235 N.2-16952 
Johnson Bobby N-16304 N.2-17021 
Johnson Bobby N-16345 N.2-17062 
Johnson Bobby N-16453 N.2-17170 
Johnson Bobby N-16771 N.2-17488 
Johnson Bobby N-16790 N.2-17507 
Johnson Chris N-00324 N.2-839 
Johnson Christopher N-02498 N.2-3049 
Johnson Craig N-00643 N.2-1192 
Johnson Craig N-00883 N.2-1432 
Johnson Curtis N-12450 N.2-13118 
Johnson Dale 1873 N.2-21196 
Johnson Dave 2041 N.2-21353 
Johnson Diane N-07696 N.2-8326 
Johnson Eli W-VV-103 N.2-289 
Johnson Ian N-08021 N.2-8651 
Johnson Jennifer W-VV-105 N.2-291 
Johnson Joel 886 N.2-20438 
Johnson Judy N-04200 N.2-4759 
Johnson Judy N-04233 N.2-4794 
Johnson Judy N-04258 N.2-4820 
Johnson Judy N-04276 N.2-4839 
Johnson Judy N-04299 N.2-4862 
Johnson Judy N-04318 N.2-4882 
Johnson Judy N-04338 N.2-4904 
Johnson Judy N-04379 N.2-4947 
Johnson Judy N-04406 N.2-4975 
Johnson Judy N-04441 N.2-5011 
Johnson Judy N-04465 N.2-5035 
Johnson Judy N-04485 N.2-5055 
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Johnson Judy N-04486 N.2-5056 
Johnson Judy N-04523 N.2-5095 
Johnson Judy N-04555 N.2-5128 
Johnson Judy N-04583 N.2-5157 
Johnson Judy N-04633 N.2-5209 
Johnson Judy N-04660 N.2-5236 
Johnson Judy N-04676 N.2-5253 
Johnson Judy N-04712 N.2-5290 
Johnson Judy N-04741 N.2-5320 
Johnson Judy N-04767 N.2-5347 
Johnson Judy N-04788 N.2-5369 
Johnson Judy N-04816 N.2-5397 
Johnson Kenneth N-17193 N.2-17910 
Johnson Ladd 2025 N.2-21339 
Johnson Mike 120 N.2-19967 
Johnson Mike 446 N.2-20168 
Johnson Mike N-00452 N.2-1001 
Johnson Mike N-00457 N.2-1006 
Johnson Mike N-00495 N.2-1044 
Johnson Mike N-00546 N.2-1095 
Johnson Mike N-00595 N.2-1144 
Johnson Mike N-00602 N.2-1151 
Johnson Mike N-00640 N.2-1189 
Johnson Mike N-00686 N.2-1235 
Johnson Mike N-00687 N.2-1236 
Johnson Mike N-00731 N.2-1280 
Johnson Mike N-00771 N.2-1320 
Johnson Mike N-00832 N.2-1381 
Johnson Mike N-00844 N.2-1393 
Johnson Mike N-00868 N.2-1417 
Johnson Mike N-00931 N.2-1480 
Johnson Mike N-01080 N.2-1629 
Johnson Mike N-01110 N.2-1659 
Johnson Mike N-01163 N.2-1712 
Johnson Mike N-01166 N.2-1715 
Johnson Mike N-01223 N.2-1772 
Johnson Mike N-01286 N.2-1835 
Johnson Mike N-01289 N.2-1838 
Johnson Mike N-01306 N.2-1855 
Johnson Mike N-01351 N.2-1900 
Johnson Mike N-01352 N.2-1901 
Johnson Mike N-01437 N.2-1986 
Johnson Mike N-01439 N.2-1988 
Johnson Mike N-01491 N.2-2040 
Johnson Mike N-01495 N.2-2044 
Johnson Mike N-01553 N.2-2102 
Johnson Mike N-01609 N.2-2158 
Johnson Mike N-01615 N.2-2164 
Johnson Mike N-01656 N.2-2205 
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Johnson Mike N-01706 N.2-2255 
Johnson Mike N-01708 N.2-2257 
Johnson Mike N-01718 N.2-2267 
Johnson Mike N-01736 N.2-2285 
Johnson Mike N-01751 N.2-2300 
Johnson Mike N-01787 N.2-2336 
Johnson Mike N-01827 N.2-2376 
Johnson Mike N-01850 N.2-2399 
Johnson Mike N-12161 N.2-12829 
Johnson Mike N-12202 N.2-12870 
Johnson Mike N-12456 N.2-13124 
Johnson Mike N-12479 N.2-13147 
Johnson Mike N-17198 N.2-17916 
Johnson Nate W-VV-083 N.2-269 
Johnson Nicole N-00177 N.2-625 
Johnson Noah W-VV-031 N.2-217 
Johnson Noah W-VV-097 N.2-283 
Johnson Richard N-06212 N.2-6816 
Johnson Richard N-16656 N.2-17373 
Johnson Richard N-16749 N.2-17466 
Johnson Richard N-16819 N.2-17536 
Johnson Rick N-05439 N.2-6036 
Johnson Rick W-VV-051 N.2-237 
Johnson Ryan N-04513 N.2-5085 
Johnson Scott 93 N.2-19947 
Johnson Seth N-04100 N.2-4652 
Johnson Stephen W-VV-104 N.2-290 
Johnson Steven 230 N.2-20034 
Johnson Suzy N-11699 N.2-12367 
Johnson Thomas N-14353 N.2-15065 
Johnson Todd N-13699 N.2-14408 
Johnson Todd N-13828 N.2-14537 
Johnson Todd N-17165 N.2-17882 
Johnson Van N-15393 N.2-16108 
Johnson Van N-18380 N.2-19114 
Johnson Van N-18554 N.2-19288 
Johnson Van N-18555 N.2-19289 
Johnson Zac N-00336 N.2-851 
Johnson  Bobby N-13197 N.2-13905 
Johnson  Bobby N-13225 N.2-13934 
Johnson  Mike N-12927 N.2-13631 
Johnsonw Bobby N-13159 N.2-13865 
Johnston Carlos 1642 N.2-20991 
Johnston David 2309 N.2-21635 
Johnston David 2310 N.2-21636 
Johnston David 2313 N.2-21645 
Johnston Lawrence N-00225 N.2-673 
Johnston Renee 2102 N.2-21404 
Johnston Scott N-02268 N.2-2819 
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Johnston Terill 472 N.2-20184 
Johnston Zack N-11932 N.2-12600 
Joiner Brett N-13958 N.2-14667 
Joiner Brett N-16532 N.2-17249 
Joiner Brett N-16582 N.2-17299 
Joiner Brett N-16971 N.2-17688 
Joiner Brett N-17045 N.2-17762 
Joiner Brett N-17130 N.2-17847 
Joiner Melvin N-01234 N.2-1783 
Jolley Andrew N-17524 N.2-18249 
Jondahl Winton 839 N.2-20413 
Jones Alec 452 N.2-20171 
Jones Ashley 173 N.2-20000 
Jones Bryan N-16786 N.2-17503 
Jones David 186 N.2-20007 
Jones David 1847 N.2-21169 
Jones Doug 231 N.2-20035 
Jones Russ 1829 N.2-21151 
Jones Steve 1134 N.2-20608 
Jones Steve N-16762 N.2-17479 
Jones Tyler N-18137 N.2-18871 
Jones Wayne 311 N.2-20084 
Jones Wayne 1609 N.2-20960 
Jongewaard Mark 544 N.2-20237 
Jordan John N-00671 N.2-1220 
Jordan John N-01015 N.2-1564 
Jordan John N-01477 N.2-2026 
Jordan John N-01600 N.2-2149 
Jordan Josh   N-13587 N.2-14296 
Jordon Josh N-13903 N.2-14612 
Jorgensen Jeff N-14094 N.2-14803 
Jorgensen Jeff N-14407 N.2-15119 
Joseph Tom N-07564 N.2-8194 
Joseph Tom N-07569 N.2-8199 
Joseph Tom N-07589 N.2-8219 
Joseph Tom N-07635 N.2-8265 
Joseph Tom N-07639 N.2-8269 
Joseph Tom N-07710 N.2-8340 
Joseph Tom N-07714 N.2-8344 
Joseph Tom N-07748 N.2-8378 
Joseph Tom N-07779 N.2-8409 
Joseph Tom N-07805 N.2-8435 
Joseph Tom N-07842 N.2-8472 
Joseph Tom N-07905 N.2-8535 
Joseph Tom N-07930 N.2-8560 
Joseph Tom N-07957 N.2-8587 
Joseph Tom N-08031 N.2-8661 
Joseph Tom N-08081 N.2-8711 
Joseph Tom N-08137 N.2-8767 
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Joseph Tom N-08138 N.2-8768 
Joseph Tom N-08139 N.2-8769 
Joseph Tom N-08183 N.2-8813 
Joseph Tom N-08209 N.2-8839 
Joseph Tom N-08238 N.2-8868 
Joseph Tom N-08274 N.2-8904 
Joseph Tom N-13987 N.2-14696 
Joseph Tom N-14133 N.2-14843 
Joseph Tom N-15741 N.2-16457 
Joshua  Cauthen N-13356 N.2-14065 
Joyce Doug N-08917 N.2-9554 
Joyce Doug  N-08626 N.2-9262 
Joyce Doug  N-08691 N.2-9327 
Joyner Mike 650 N.2-20290 
Juarez Adrian N-08734 N.2-9370 
Judkins Don N-00025 N.2-463 
Jump Robert 1876 N.2-21199 
Jurach Tom N-08391 N.2-9021 
Jurach Tom N-08425 N.2-9061 
Jurach Tom N-08621 N.2-9257 
Jurach Tom N-08840 N.2-9476 
Jurach Tom N-09114 N.2-9752 
Jurach Tom N-13304 N.2-14013 
Jurrach Tom N-08756 N.2-9392 
Kachadoorian Nick N-14373 N.2-15085 
Kaczmarski Jonathan N-13806 N.2-14515 
Kagley Derek N-00484 N.2-1033 
Kagley Derek N-00529 N.2-1078 
Kagley Derek N-01101 N.2-1650 
Kagley Derek N-01150 N.2-1699 
Kagley Derek N-01271 N.2-1820 
Kagley Derek N-01305 N.2-1854 
Kagley Derek N-01867 N.2-2416 
Kagley Derek N-01981 N.2-2532 
Kagley Derek N-02057 N.2-2608 
Kagley Derek N-02130 N.2-2681 
Kagley Derek N-02189 N.2-2740 
Kagley Derek N-02304 N.2-2855 
Kagley Derek N-02317 N.2-2868 
Kagley Derek N-02450 N.2-3001 
Kagley Derek N-02469 N.2-3020 
Kagley Derek N-02617 N.2-3169 
Kagley Derek N-02686 N.2-3238 
Kagley Derek N-09765 N.2-10405 
Kagley Derek N-10002 N.2-10642 
Kagley Derek N-10254 N.2-10894 
Kagley Derek N-10766 N.2-11432 
Kagley Derek N-14554 N.2-15267 
Kagley Derek N-14795 N.2-15508 
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Kagley Derek N-14856 N.2-15569 
Kagley Derek N-14939 N.2-15653 
Kagley Derek N-14992 N.2-15706 
Kagley Derek N-15087 N.2-15801 
Kaiser Kelly N-07888 N.2-8518 
Kaiser Steve N-10739 N.2-11405 
Kaiser Steve N-10859 N.2-11526 
Kaiser Steve N-14606 N.2-15319 
Kaiser Steve N-14710 N.2-15423 
Kaiser Steve N-14748 N.2-15461 
Kaiser Steve N-14788 N.2-15501 
Kaiser Steve N-14818 N.2-15531 
Kaiser Steve N-14846 N.2-15559 
Kaiser Steve N-14870 N.2-15583 
Kaiser Steve N-14920 N.2-15634 
Kaiser Steve N-14957 N.2-15671 
Kaiser Steve N-14987 N.2-15701 
Kaiser Steve N-15001 N.2-15715 
Kaiser Steve N-15025 N.2-15739 
Kaiser Steve N-15045 N.2-15759 
Kaiser Steve N-15075 N.2-15789 
Kallen Chris O-ON-006 N.2-387 
Kallen Chris W-ON-011 N.2-51 
Kane Pete N-11850 N.2-12518 
Kane Robert N-00245 N.2-695 
Kanuch Krista N-00337 N.2-852 
Kanuch Mike N-00338 N.2-853 
Kapko Aleshia N-14272 N.2-14983 
Kapko Aleshia N-15738 N.2-16454 
Kapko Aleshia N-15799 N.2-16515 
Kapko Aleshia N-15838 N.2-16555 
Kapko Pat 284 N.2-20067 
Kappen Claudia N-06635 N.2-7256 
Kardos Robin 1433 N.2-20827 
Karg Scott N-06097 N.2-6700 
Karnash Patrick 458 N.2-20175 
Karnash Patrick 1292 N.2-20745 
Karnash Patrick N-16195 N.2-16912 
Karpeev Youri N-07963 N.2-8593 
Karr Jeff N-06835 N.2-7461 
Karr Jeff N-13072 N.2-13777 
Karr Jeff N-16635 N.2-17352 
Kasten Roger N-07577 N.2-8207 
Kasten Roger N-07914 N.2-8544 
Kasten Roger N-08032 N.2-8662 
Kasten Roger N-08091 N.2-8721 
Kasten Roger N-08152 N.2-8782 
Kasten Roger N-08293 N.2-8923 
Katreeb Dave W-VV-085 N.2-271 
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Katz Brian 820 N.2-20400 
Katz Brian 1596 N.2-20948 
Katz Brian N-16952 N.2-17669 
Katz Eddie N-05525 N.2-6122 
Katz Jesse 439 N.2-20164 
Kauffman Kurt 364 N.2-20119 
Kauker James 237 N.2-20038 
Kauker James 238 N.2-20038 
Kaupke Jeff N-17325 N.2-18043 
Kautz Steven N-09538 N.2-10178 
Kaven Rod N-05378 N.2-5975 
Kaven Rod N-05417 N.2-6014 
Kaven Rod N-18682 N.2-19495 
Kaye Matthew N-15918 N.2-16635 
Kaye Matthew N-16352 N.2-17069 
Kaye Matthew N-16454 N.2-17171 
Kearton Spencer N-08714 N.2-9350 
Keating Louis N-17586 N.2-18312 
Keating Louis N-17587 N.2-18313 
Keatley David 2207 N.2-21509 
Kederis Joseph 1733 N.2-21068 
Keenan Daryl N-08427 N.2-9063 
Keenan Daryl N-08457 N.2-9093 
Keenan Daryl N-08630 N.2-9266 
Keenan Daryl N-08658 N.2-9294 
Keenan Daryl N-08762 N.2-9398 
Keenan Daryl N-09118 N.2-9756 
Keenan Daryl N-09792 N.2-10432 
Keenan Daryl N-09871 N.2-10511 
Keenan Daryl N-09880 N.2-10520 
Keenan Daryl N-09942 N.2-10582 
Keenan Daryl N-09989 N.2-10629 
Keenan Daryl N-10045 N.2-10685 
Keenan Daryl N-10055 N.2-10695 
Keenan Daryl N-10108 N.2-10748 
Keenan Daryl N-10122 N.2-10762 
Keenan Daryl N-10226 N.2-10866 
Keenan Daryl N-10314 N.2-10954 
Keenan Daryl N-10327 N.2-10967 
Keenan Daryl N-10357 N.2-10997 
Keenan Daryl N-12177 N.2-12845 
Keenan Daryl N-13252 N.2-13961 
Keenan Daryl N-17660 N.2-18388 
Keenan Daryl N-17790 N.2-18519 
Keller Daniel N-03544 N.2-4096 
Keller Daniel N-03545 N.2-4097 
Keller Daniel N-03584 N.2-4136 
Keller Daniel N-03626 N.2-4178 
Keller Daniel N-03641 N.2-4193 
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Keller Daniel N-03660 N.2-4212 
Keller Daniel N-03683 N.2-4235 
Keller Daniel N-03699 N.2-4251 
Keller Daniel N-03725 N.2-4277 
Keller Daniel N-03748 N.2-4300 
Keller Daniel N-03756 N.2-4308 
Keller Daniel N-03858 N.2-4410 
Keller Daniel N-03951 N.2-4503 
Keller Daniel N-03971 N.2-4523 
Keller Daniel N-03991 N.2-4543 
Keller Daniel N-04062 N.2-4614 
Keller Daniel N-04088 N.2-4640 
Keller Daniel N-06737 N.2-7363 
Keller Daniel N-06813 N.2-7439 
Keller Daniel N-06861 N.2-7487 
Keller Daniel N-06955 N.2-7582 
Keller Daniel N-07057 N.2-7687 
Keller Daniel N-07092 N.2-7722 
Keller Daniel N-07155 N.2-7785 
Keller Daniel N-07198 N.2-7828 
Keller Daniel N-07427 N.2-8057 
Keller Daniel N-07504 N.2-8134 
Keller Daniel N-07525 N.2-8155 
Keller Eric N-07044 N.2-7674 
Keller Paul N-00041 N.2-478 
Kelliher Danielle N-00404 N.2-919 
Kellogg Jess N-02996 N.2-3548 
Kellogg Jess N-03197 N.2-3749 
Kellogg Wes N-09217 N.2-9857 
Kellogg Wes N-09437 N.2-10077 
Kellogg Wes N-09438 N.2-10078 
Kellogg Wes N-09605 N.2-10245 
Kelly Donald 803 N.2-20391 
Kelly Donald N-10360 N.2-11000 
Kelly Donald N-10362 N.2-11002 
Kelly Donald N-10396 N.2-11038 
Kelly Donald N-10437 N.2-11080 
Kelly Donald N-10483 N.2-11129 
Kelly Donald N-10518 N.2-11172 
Kelly Donald N-10543 N.2-11198 
Kelly Donald N-10564 N.2-11220 
Kelly Donald N-10588 N.2-11245 
Kelly Donald N-10649 N.2-11309 
Kelly Donald N-10670 N.2-11331 
Kelly Donald N-10682 N.2-11343 
Kelly Donald N-12486 N.2-13154 
Kelly Donald N-12511 N.2-13179 
Kelly Donald N-12539 N.2-13208 
Kelly Donald N-12559 N.2-13229 
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Kelly Donald N-12620 N.2-13293 
Kelly Donald N-12641 N.2-13315 
Kelly Donald N-12670 N.2-13345 
Kelly Donald N-12695 N.2-13371 
Kelly Donald N-13153 N.2-13859 
Kelly Donald N-13170 N.2-13876 
Kelly Donald N-13190 N.2-13897 
Kelly Donald N-13209 N.2-13917 
Kelly Donald N-15947 N.2-16664 
Kelly Donald N-16002 N.2-16719 
Kelly Donald N-16368 N.2-17085 
Kelly Donald N-16445 N.2-17162 
Kelly Jamie N-01905 N.2-2454 
Kelly Jamie N-01975 N.2-2526 
Kelly Jamie N-02031 N.2-2582 
Kelly Jamie N-02113 N.2-2664 
Kelly Jamie N-02114 N.2-2665 
Kelly Jamie N-02144 N.2-2695 
Kelly Jamie N-02185 N.2-2736 
Kelly Jamie N-02277 N.2-2828 
Kelly Jamie N-02336 N.2-2887 
Kelly Jamie N-02381 N.2-2932 
Kelly Jamie N-02567 N.2-3118 
Kelly Jamie N-02620 N.2-3172 
Kelly Jamie N-02667 N.2-3219 
Kelly Jamie N-02710 N.2-3262 
Kelly Jamie N-06290 N.2-6896 
Kelly Jamie N-06291 N.2-6897 
Kelly Jamie N-06292 N.2-6898 
Kelly Jamie N-10057 N.2-10697 
Kelly Jamie N-10062 N.2-10702 
Kelly Jamie N-10341 N.2-10981 
Kelso Kris N-11025 N.2-11693 
Kelso Kris N-11044 N.2-11712 
Kelso Kris N-11095 N.2-11763 
Kelso Kris N-11204 N.2-11872 
Kelso Kris N-11241 N.2-11909 
Kelso Kris N-11260 N.2-11928 
Kelso Kris N-11275 N.2-11943 
Kelso Kris N-11325 N.2-11993 
Kelso Kris N-11349 N.2-12017 
Kelso Kris N-11370 N.2-12038 
Kelso Kris N-11455 N.2-12123 
Kemp Richard 1135 N.2-20609 
Kennan Daryl N-09904 N.2-10544 
Kennard Mike 2083 N.2-21391 
Kennedy  Daniel N-13275 N.2-13984 
Kennedy Daniel N-01982 N.2-2533 
Kennedy Daniel N-02069 N.2-2620 
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Kennedy Daniel N-02146 N.2-2697 
Kennedy Daniel N-02190 N.2-2741 
Kennedy Daniel N-02707 N.2-3259 
Kennedy Daniel N-02851 N.2-3403 
Kennedy Daniel N-02891 N.2-3443 
Kennedy Daniel N-02934 N.2-3486 
Kennedy Daniel N-02968 N.2-3520 
Kennedy Daniel N-02993 N.2-3545 
Kennedy Daniel N-03105 N.2-3657 
Kennedy Daniel N-03139 N.2-3691 
Kennedy Daniel N-03161 N.2-3713 
Kennedy Daniel N-03218 N.2-3770 
Kennedy Daniel N-03253 N.2-3805 
Kennedy Daniel N-03324 N.2-3876 
Kennedy Daniel N-03341 N.2-3893 
Kennedy Daniel N-03391 N.2-3943 
Kennedy Daniel N-08333 N.2-8963 
Kennedy Daniel N-08400 N.2-9030 
Kennedy Daniel N-08429 N.2-9065 
Kennedy Daniel N-08459 N.2-9095 
Kennedy Daniel N-08486 N.2-9122 
Kennedy Daniel N-08530 N.2-9166 
Kennedy Daniel N-08565 N.2-9201 
Kennedy Daniel N-08634 N.2-9270 
Kennedy Daniel N-08660 N.2-9296 
Kennedy Daniel N-08697 N.2-9333 
Kennedy Daniel N-08698 N.2-9334 
Kennedy Daniel N-08763 N.2-9399 
Kennedy Daniel N-08788 N.2-9424 
Kennedy Daniel N-08851 N.2-9487 
Kennedy Daniel N-08892 N.2-9529 
Kennedy Daniel N-08936 N.2-9573 
Kennedy Daniel N-08964 N.2-9601 
Kennedy Daniel N-08993 N.2-9630 
Kennedy Daniel N-09020 N.2-9657 
Kennedy Daniel N-09048 N.2-9686 
Kennedy Daniel N-09069 N.2-9707 
Kennedy Daniel N-09091 N.2-9729 
Kennedy Daniel N-09116 N.2-9754 
Kennedy Daniel N-09135 N.2-9773 
Kennedy Daniel N-09221 N.2-9861 
Kennedy Daniel N-09252 N.2-9892 
Kennedy Daniel N-13250 N.2-13959 
Kennedy Daniel N-13306 N.2-14015 
Kennedy Daniel N-14088 N.2-14797 
Kennedy Daniel N-14169 N.2-14879 
Kennedy Daniel N-14196 N.2-14906 
Kennedy Daniel N-14207 N.2-14917 
Kennedy Daniel N-14293 N.2-15004 
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Kennedy Daniel N-14351 N.2-15063 
Kennedy Daniel N-14392 N.2-15104 
Kennedy Daniel N-14440 N.2-15152 
Kennedy Daniel N-14471 N.2-15184 
Kennedy Daniel N-14495 N.2-15208 
Kennedy Daniel N-14524 N.2-15237 
Kennedy Daniel N-15834 N.2-16551 
Kennedy Jason 347 N.2-20108 
Kennedy John N-09815 N.2-10455 
Kennedy John N-10373 N.2-11015 
Kennedy John N-10419 N.2-11062 
Kennedy John N-10440 N.2-11083 
Kennedy John N-10471 N.2-11116 
Kennedy John N-10506 N.2-11160 
Kennedy John N-10552 N.2-11207 
Kennedy John N-10606 N.2-11264 
Kennedy John N-10655 N.2-11316 
Kennedy John N-10667 N.2-11328 
Kennedy John N-10698 N.2-11360 
Kennedy John N-12499 N.2-13167 
Kennedy John N-12514 N.2-13182 
Kennedy John N-12536 N.2-13205 
Kennedy John N-12563 N.2-13233 
Kennedy John N-12586 N.2-13257 
Kennedy John N-12605 N.2-13277 
Kennedy John N-12619 N.2-13292 
Kennedy John N-12643 N.2-13318 
Kennedy John N-12682 N.2-13358 
Kennedy John N-12705 N.2-13382 
Kennedy John N-13155 N.2-13861 
Kennedy John N-13176 N.2-13883 
Kennedy John N-13193 N.2-13901 
Kennedy John N-13216 N.2-13925 
Kennedy Justin N-12334 N.2-13002 
Kennedy Justin N-12356 N.2-13024 
Kennedy Justin N-12396 N.2-13064 
Kennedy Justin N-12956 N.2-13660 
Kennedy Justin N-13023 N.2-13728 
Kennedy Justin N-13067 N.2-13772 
Kennedy Justin N-13111 N.2-13816 
Kennedy Robert 648 N.2-20289 
Kennedy Robert N-01972 N.2-2523 
Kennedy Robert N-02689 N.2-3241 
Kennelly Ryan N-00202 N.2-650 
Kenney James 1830 N.2-21152 
Kenney Ryan N-04508 N.2-5080 
Kenney Ryan N-16772 N.2-17489 
Kenney Ryan N-16796 N.2-17513 
Kenney Ryan N-16825 N.2-17542 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-214  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Kenney Ryan N-16843 N.2-17560 
Kenney Ryan N-16918 N.2-17635 
Kenney Ryan N-16963 N.2-17680 
Kenney Ryan N-17039 N.2-17756 
Kenny Terry N-06080 N.2-6683 
Kenoyer Phil N-15709 N.2-16425 
Kenoyer Phill N-15726 N.2-16442 
Kenoyer Phill N-15821 N.2-16537 
Kent Nathan N-08351 N.2-8981 
Kent Nathan N-08810 N.2-9446 
Kenyon Lance N-06528 N.2-7146 
Kenyon Lance N-06529 N.2-7147 
Kenyson Terry N-17352 N.2-18071 
Kepler Sean W-ON-005 N.2-44 
Kepler Shane N-15788 N.2-16504 
Kepler Shane N-15828 N.2-16544 
Kerestessl John N-00029 N.2-467 
Keresztes Peter N-00239 N.2-689 
Kerr Paul N-00286 N.2-767 
Kervin Kris N-07998 N.2-8628 
Kesler Don N-02059 N.2-2610 
Kesler Don N-02132 N.2-2683 
Kesler Don N-02238 N.2-2789 
Kesler Don N-02477 N.2-3028 
Kessler Lisa 1865 N.2-21188 
Kiana Ehsan N-10155 N.2-10795 
Kiani Ehsan N-06394 N.2-7001 
Kiani Ehsan N-17187 N.2-17904 
Kiani Ehsan N-17548 N.2-18273 
Kiani Ehsan N-17670 N.2-18398 
Kiani Ehsan N-17671 N.2-18399 
Kiani Ehsan N-18614 N.2-19349 
Kief Jerome 325 N.2-20096 
Kief Jerome 1929 N.2-21247 
Kief Jerome 1930 N.2-21248 
Kief Jerome 1931 N.2-21248 
Kief Jerome W-JT-001 N.2-1 
Kiernan Christopher N-07854 N.2-8484 
Kiernan John 1162 N.2-20629 
Kiewicz Dan O-VV-008 N.2-432 
Kiger Matt N-08566 N.2-9202 
Kiger Matt N-16330 N.2-17047 
Kiger Matt N-16394 N.2-17111 
Kiger Matt N-16479 N.2-17196 
Kiloh Jeanne N-00422 N.2-954 
Kilpatrick Pat 1527 N.2-20889 
Kilpatrick Pat 1694 N.2-21035 
Kilpatrick Pat N-09827 N.2-10467 
Kim Lanae N-00178 N.2-626 
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Kimes Philip W-VV-096 N.2-282 
Kimmel Jeremy 525 N.2-20217 
Kimmel Michael N-01919 N.2-2468 
Kimmel Michael N-02055 N.2-2606 
Kimmel Michael N-02215 N.2-2766 
Kimmel Michael N-02273 N.2-2824 
Kimmel Michael N-02364 N.2-2915 
Kimmel Michael N-02614 N.2-3166 
Kimmel Michael N-07563 N.2-8193 
Kimmel Michael N-07583 N.2-8213 
Kimmel Michael N-07599 N.2-8229 
Kimmel Michael N-07612 N.2-8242 
Kimmel Michael N-07632 N.2-8262 
Kimmel Michael N-07651 N.2-8281 
Kimmel Michael N-07668 N.2-8298 
Kimmel Michael N-07698 N.2-8328 
Kimmel Michael N-07741 N.2-8371 
Kimmel Michael N-07772 N.2-8402 
Kimmel Michael N-07818 N.2-8448 
Kimmel Michael N-07838 N.2-8468 
Kimmel Michael N-07892 N.2-8522 
Kimmel Michael N-07951 N.2-8581 
Kimmel Michael N-08075 N.2-8705 
Kimmel Michael N-08130 N.2-8760 
Kimmel Michael N-08131 N.2-8761 
Kimmel Michael N-08159 N.2-8789 
Kimmel Michael N-08229 N.2-8859 
Kimmel Michael N-08252 N.2-8882 
Kimmel Michael N-08266 N.2-8896 
Kimmel Michael N-08301 N.2-8931 
Kimmel Michael N-08464 N.2-9100 
Kimmel Michael N-08491 N.2-9127 
Kimmel Michael N-08579 N.2-9215 
Kimmel Michael N-08800 N.2-9436 
Kimmel Michael N-12865 N.2-13569 
Kimmel Michael N-13279 N.2-13988 
Kimmel Micheal N-08859 N.2-9495 
Kimpton Steven N-15766 N.2-16482 
King Brendan N-09312 N.2-9952 
King Brendan N-09347 N.2-9987 
King Creighton N-00192 N.2-640 
King D. 2202 N.2-21505 
King David N-16979 N.2-17696 
King Ed N-07259 N.2-7889 
King Ed N-07373 N.2-8003 
King Ed N-07407 N.2-8037 
King Ed N-07488 N.2-8118 
King Ed N-12016 N.2-12684 
King Ed N-12051 N.2-12719 
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King Ed N-12165 N.2-12833 
King Ed N-12932 N.2-13636 
King Ed N-13081 N.2-13786 
King John 2027 N.2-21341 
King John N-00249 N.2-699 
King John N-18863 N.2-19887 
King Jon 1887 N.2-21209 
King Michael 1344 N.2-20779 
King Phillip N-03004 N.2-3556 
King Tobias N-17178 N.2-17895 
King Tobias N-17245 N.2-17963 
King Tobias N-17270 N.2-17988 
King Tobias N-17523 N.2-18248 
King Tobias N-17568 N.2-18293 
King Tobias N-17809 N.2-18538 
Kinsella Ryan N-12183 N.2-12851 
Kinsella Ryan N-12198 N.2-12866 
Kinsella Ryan N-12274 N.2-12942 
Kinsella Ryan N-12332 N.2-13000 
Kinsella Ryan N-12355 N.2-13023 
Kinsella Ryan N-12409 N.2-13077 
Kinsella Ryan N-12480 N.2-13148 
Kinsella Ryan N-12873 N.2-13577 
Kinsella Ryan N-12911 N.2-13615 
Kinsella Ryan N-12929 N.2-13633 
Kinsella Ryan N-12957 N.2-13661 
Kinsella Ryan N-12982 N.2-13687 
Kinsella Ryan N-13021 N.2-13726 
Kinsella Ryan N-13064 N.2-13769 
Kinsella Ryan N-13109 N.2-13814 
Kinsella Ryan N-13134 N.2-13839 
Kirby Brendon N-18661 N.2-19409 
Kirby Brian N-10810 N.2-11476 
Kirby Brian N-14840 N.2-15553 
Kirby Brian N-14875 N.2-15588 
Kirby Brian N-15029 N.2-15743 
Kirby Patricia, Rose N-18769 N.2-19726 
Kirby Perry N-17584 N.2-18309 
Kirk Jason N-15590 N.2-16306 
Kiss Shane N-17974 N.2-18708 
Kiss Shane N-18106 N.2-18840 
Kiss Shane N-18134 N.2-18868 
Kiss Shane N-18155 N.2-18889 
Kiss Shane N-18311 N.2-19045 
Kiss Shane N-18352 N.2-19086 
Kitson James 729 N.2-20341 
Kittelmann Chad N-10400 N.2-11042 
Kittelmann Chad N-10618 N.2-11276 
Kittelmann Chad N-18466 N.2-19200 
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Kittelmann Chad N-18566 N.2-19300 
Kittlemann Chad N-18120 N.2-18854 
Kittlemann Chad N-18395 N.2-19129 
Kiub Brandon N-07477 N.2-8107 
Kizmann Cody 506 N.2-20207 
Klanish Corey 571 N.2-20245 
Klasky Philip N-00047 N.2-484 
Klassen April N-14277 N.2-14988 
Klassen Curtis N-14236 N.2-14946 
Klee Dale N-00397 N.2-912 
Klein Rich N-00191 N.2-639 
Klein Richard 1147 N.2-20618 
Klemme Andrew N-03432 N.2-3984 
Klemme Andrew N-03564 N.2-4116 
Klemme Andrew N-03919 N.2-4471 
Klemme Andrew N-03979 N.2-4531 
Klemme Andrew N-04144 N.2-4697 
Klettke Jerrod N-17623 N.2-18349 
Knall David 2142 N.2-21435 
Knaus Benjamin N-04717 N.2-5295 
Knaus Benjamin N-17445 N.2-18169 
Knaus Benjamin N-17620 N.2-18346 
Knaus Benjamin N-17907 N.2-18638 
Knoll Angela N-10457 N.2-11102 
Knoll Jeff N-05737 N.2-6338 
Knoll Jeff N-05819 N.2-6421 
Knoll Jeff N-05918 N.2-6520 
Knoll Jeff N-05999 N.2-6602 
Knoll Jeff N-06045 N.2-6648 
Knoll Jeff N-06121 N.2-6724 
Knoll Karl O-ON-011 N.2-393 
Knolla Adam N-03066 N.2-3618 
Knolla Adam N-03381 N.2-3933 
Knowles Jared 1230 N.2-20688 
Knowles Jared N-12008 N.2-12676 
Knowles Jared N-18764 N.2-19721 
Knowlton Karl N-02197 N.2-2748 
Knowlton Karl N-02489 N.2-3040 
Knox James N-04874 N.2-5458 
Knox James N-06217 N.2-6821 
Knox James N-06298 N.2-6904 
Knox James N-06299 N.2-6905 
Knox James N-06300 N.2-6906 
Knox James N-06301 N.2-6907 
Knox James N-06302 N.2-6908 
Knox James N-06303 N.2-6909 
Knox James N-06304 N.2-6910 
Knox James N-06307 N.2-6913 
Knox James N-06308 N.2-6914 
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Knox James N-06310 N.2-6916 
Knox James N-06311 N.2-6917 
Knox James N-06387 N.2-6994 
Knox James N-06388 N.2-6995 
Knox James N-06389 N.2-6996 
Knox James N-07576 N.2-8206 
Knox James N-07802 N.2-8432 
Knox James N-07925 N.2-8555 
Knox James N-07942 N.2-8572 
Knox James N-07997 N.2-8627 
Knox James N-08097 N.2-8727 
Knox James N-08147 N.2-8777 
Knox James N-09162 N.2-9801 
Knox James N-09238 N.2-9878 
Knox James N-09281 N.2-9921 
Knox James N-09299 N.2-9939 
Knox James N-09359 N.2-9999 
Knox James N-09463 N.2-10103 
Knox James N-09509 N.2-10149 
Knox James N-09546 N.2-10186 
Knox James N-09565 N.2-10205 
Knox James N-09579 N.2-10219 
Knox James N-09592 N.2-10232 
Knox James N-09630 N.2-10270 
Knox James N-09641 N.2-10281 
Knox James N-09656 N.2-10296 
Knox James N-09679 N.2-10319 
Knox James N-09699 N.2-10339 
Knox James N-09733 N.2-10373 
Knox James N-16959 N.2-17676 
Knox Jim W-ON-120 N.2-161 
Knox John N-09500 N.2-10140 
Knox Will 1321 N.2-20763 
Knox William N-04725 N.2-5303 
Knox William N-10754 N.2-11420 
Knox William N-10850 N.2-11517 
Knox William N-14562 N.2-15275 
Knox William N-14585 N.2-15298 
Knox William N-14651 N.2-15364 
Knox William N-14704 N.2-15417 
Knox William N-14781 N.2-15494 
Knox William N-14816 N.2-15529 
Knox William N-14949 N.2-15663 
Knox William N-15046 N.2-15760 
Knudson Joseph N-00399 N.2-914 
Koch Justin N-08831 N.2-9467 
Koch Linda W-VV-137 N.2-323 
Koch Richard 1880 N.2-21203 
Koch Robert W-VV-131 N.2-317 
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Koch Robert W-VV-132 N.2-318 
Koch Robert W-VV-133 N.2-319 
Koeniger Michael N-08377 N.2-9007 
Koeniger Michael N-08833 N.2-9469 
Koentges Ian N-17518 N.2-18243 
Koentges Ian N-17562 N.2-18287 
Koentges Ian N-17808 N.2-18537 
Koerner Brian N-18438 N.2-19172 
Koester Bob N-08364 N.2-8994 
Koester Bob N-08591 N.2-9227 
Koester Bob N-08731 N.2-9367 
Koester Bob N-08820 N.2-9456 
Koester Bob N-09079 N.2-9717 
Koester Robert N-00451 N.2-1000 
Koester Robert N-00488 N.2-1037 
Koester Robert N-00530 N.2-1079 
Koester Robert N-00683 N.2-1232 
Koester Robert N-00831 N.2-1380 
Koester Robert N-00986 N.2-1535 
Koester Robert N-01029 N.2-1578 
Koester Robert N-01113 N.2-1662 
Koester Robert N-01157 N.2-1706 
Koester Robert N-01291 N.2-1840 
Koester Robert N-01314 N.2-1863 
Koester Robert N-01436 N.2-1985 
Koester Robert N-04231 N.2-4792 
Koester Robert N-04255 N.2-4817 
Koester Robert N-04296 N.2-4859 
Koester Robert N-04315 N.2-4879 
Koester Robert N-04336 N.2-4902 
Koester Robert N-04365 N.2-4932 
Koester Robert N-04377 N.2-4945 
Koester Robert N-04489 N.2-5059 
Koester Robert N-04490 N.2-5060 
Koester Robert N-04525 N.2-5097 
Koester Robert N-04556 N.2-5129 
Koester Robert N-04585 N.2-5159 
Koester Robert N-04714 N.2-5292 
Koester Robert N-04789 N.2-5370 
Koester Robert N-04831 N.2-5413 
Kohls Janine W-ON-065 N.2-105 
Kolberg Mike 1684 N.2-21027 
Kolisz Ray N-03358 N.2-3910 
Kolisz Ray N-03378 N.2-3930 
Kolman Kevin N-16597 N.2-17314 
Kontesi George N-00100 N.2-547 
Koogle Beth N-00031 N.2-468 
Koolen Cliff N-18670 N.2-19483 
Kopitch Kevin N-06587 N.2-7207 
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Kopitch Kevin N-08619 N.2-9255 
Kopotic Chad N-06262 N.2-6867 
Kordasievicz Joshua N-09353 N.2-9993 
Kordasievicz Joshua N-09391 N.2-10031 
Kosciukiewicz Mark N-14722 N.2-15435 
Kossarides Jean N-04095 N.2-4647 
Kouns Scott 2080 N.2-21388 
Kramarz Michael N-02043 N.2-2594 
Kramarz Michael N-02263 N.2-2814 
Kramarz Michael N-02310 N.2-2861 
Kramer Tom 1986 N.2-21296 
Krause Paul 1229 N.2-20688 
Kreidemaker Frank 1399 N.2-20808 
Kreider Robert N-12109 N.2-12777 
Kreider Robert N-12194 N.2-12862 
Kreider Robert N-13006 N.2-13711 
Krieder Robert N-12134 N.2-12802 
Kritzberger Kevin 1472 N.2-20851 
Krob Dan 692 N.2-20318 
Kroeck Justin N-04723 N.2-5301 
Kroh Keith N-18679 N.2-19492 
Kroh Kory N-18680 N.2-19493 
Krone Nathan N-12395 N.2-13063 
Kruso Andrew N-01475 N.2-2024 
Kubleious Brandon N-06726 N.2-7352 
Kubleious Brandon N-06760 N.2-7386 
Kubleious Brandon N-06785 N.2-7411 
Kubleious Brandon N-06805 N.2-7431 
Kubleious Brandon N-06839 N.2-7465 
Kubleious Brandon N-06877 N.2-7503 
Kubleious Brandon N-06913 N.2-7539 
Kubleious Brandon N-06914 N.2-7540 
Kubleious Brandon N-06941 N.2-7567 
Kubleious Brandon N-06975 N.2-7604 
Kubleious Brandon N-06999 N.2-7629 
Kubleious Brandon N-07031 N.2-7661 
Kubleious Brandon N-07079 N.2-7709 
Kubleious Brandon N-07106 N.2-7736 
Kubleious Brandon N-07141 N.2-7771 
Kubleious Brandon N-07179 N.2-7809 
Kubleious Brandon N-07221 N.2-7851 
Kubleious Brandon N-07264 N.2-7894 
Kubleious Brandon N-07296 N.2-7926 
Kubleious Brandon N-07342 N.2-7972 
Kubleious Brandon N-07381 N.2-8011 
Kubleious Brandon N-07416 N.2-8046 
Kubleious Brandon N-07440 N.2-8070 
Kubleious Brandon N-07458 N.2-8088 
Kubleious Brandon N-07496 N.2-8126 
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Kubleious Brandon N-07518 N.2-8148 
Kubleious Brandon N-07541 N.2-8171 
Kuciej Robert N-00618 N.2-1167 
Kudlick Thomas 1653 N.2-21001 
Kudrick Stephen N-09967 N.2-10607 
Kudrick Stephen N-17589 N.2-18315 
Kulak Matthew N-05146 N.2-5736 
Kulak Matthew N-05331 N.2-5928 
Kulak Matthew N-05454 N.2-6051 
Kuljis Steve 1722 N.2-21059 
Kulosa Greg N-03949 N.2-4501 
Kunkel Adam N-02825 N.2-3377 
Kunkel Adam N-02893 N.2-3445 
Kunkel Adam N-03392 N.2-3944 
Kunkel Adam N-06332 N.2-6938 
Kunkel Adam N-07560 N.2-8190 
Kunkel Adam N-07579 N.2-8209 
Kunkel Adam N-07596 N.2-8226 
Kunkel Adam N-07615 N.2-8245 
Kunkel Adam N-07628 N.2-8258 
Kunkel Adam N-07652 N.2-8282 
Kunkel Adam N-07675 N.2-8305 
Kunkel Adam N-07695 N.2-8325 
Kunkel Adam N-07737 N.2-8367 
Kunkel Adam N-07768 N.2-8398 
Kunkel Adam N-07794 N.2-8424 
Kunkel Adam N-07816 N.2-8446 
Kunkel Adam N-07835 N.2-8465 
Kunkel Adam N-07887 N.2-8517 
Kunkel Adam N-07916 N.2-8546 
Kunkel Adam N-07946 N.2-8576 
Kunkel Adam N-07985 N.2-8615 
Kunkel Adam N-08071 N.2-8701 
Kunkel Adam N-08128 N.2-8758 
Kunkel Adam N-08129 N.2-8759 
Kunkel Adam N-08156 N.2-8786 
Kunkel Adam N-08249 N.2-8879 
Kunkel Adam N-08269 N.2-8899 
Kunkel Adam N-08294 N.2-8924 
Kunkel Adam N-10064 N.2-10704 
Kunkel Adam N-10356 N.2-10996 
Kunkel Adam N-13979 N.2-14688 
Kunkel Adam N-13995 N.2-14704 
Kunkel Adam N-14017 N.2-14726 
Kunkel Adam N-14035 N.2-14744 
Kunkel Adam N-14060 N.2-14769 
Kunkel Adam N-14105 N.2-14814 
Kunkel Adam N-14122 N.2-14832 
Kunkel Adam N-14140 N.2-14850 
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Kunkel Adam N-14156 N.2-14866 
Kunkel Adam N-14176 N.2-14886 
Kunkel Adam N-14213 N.2-14923 
Kunkel Adam N-14255 N.2-14965 
Kunkel Adam N-14280 N.2-14991 
Kunkel Adam N-14302 N.2-15013 
Kunkel Adam N-14311 N.2-15022 
Kunkel Adam N-14368 N.2-15080 
Kunkel Adam N-14413 N.2-15125 
Kunkel Adam N-14464 N.2-15177 
Kunkel Adam N-14482 N.2-15195 
Kunkel Adam N-14508 N.2-15221 
Kunkel Adam N-15706 N.2-16422 
Kunkel Adam N-15720 N.2-16436 
Kunkel Adam N-15750 N.2-16466 
Kunkel Adam N-15786 N.2-16502 
Kunkel Adam N-15813 N.2-16529 
Kuplan Mike N-18667 N.2-19480 
Kurtz Allen N-15801 N.2-16517 
Kushmer Seth 549 N.2-20231 
Kuykendall Brandon N-06265 N.2-6870 
Kuykendall Brandon N-12413 N.2-13081 
Kuykendall Brandon N-13029 N.2-13734 
La Crosse Doug N-10760 N.2-11426 
La Crosse Doug N-10814 N.2-11480 
La Crosse Doug N-10860 N.2-11527 
La Crosse Doug N-14607 N.2-15320 
La Crosse Doug N-14713 N.2-15426 
La Crosse Doug N-14845 N.2-15558 
La Crosse Doug N-14955 N.2-15669 
La Crosse Doug N-15010 N.2-15724 
La Crosse Doug N-15031 N.2-15745 
La Fleur Cameron 540 N.2-20225 
La Russo Christin N-05783 N.2-6385 
La Russo Christin N-05986 N.2-6589 
La Russo Christin N-06113 N.2-6716 
La Russo Nathan N-05734 N.2-6335 
La Russo Nathan N-05768 N.2-6370 
La Russo Nathan N-05859 N.2-6461 
La Russo Nathan N-05920 N.2-6522 
La Russo Nathan N-05936 N.2-6538 
La Russo Nathan N-05959 N.2-6561 
La Russo Nathan N-06057 N.2-6660 
La Russo Nathan N-06112 N.2-6715 
La Russo Nathan N-06132 N.2-6735 
La Russo Nathan N-06154 N.2-6757 
La Russo Nathan N-10338 N.2-10978 
LaBounty Travis N-12214 N.2-12882 
Lachman Erin N-08334 N.2-8964 
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Lachman Erin N-08404 N.2-9034 
Lachman Erin N-08462 N.2-9098 
Lachman Erin N-08487 N.2-9123 
Lachman Erin N-08531 N.2-9167 
Lachman Erin N-08568 N.2-9204 
Lachman Erin N-08662 N.2-9298 
Lachman Erin N-08699 N.2-9335 
Lachman Erin N-08700 N.2-9336 
Lachman Erin N-08766 N.2-9402 
Lachman Erin N-08789 N.2-9425 
Lachman Erin N-08854 N.2-9490 
Lachman Erin N-08894 N.2-9531 
Lachman Erin N-08912 N.2-9549 
Lachman Erin N-08935 N.2-9572 
Lachman Erin N-08962 N.2-9599 
Lachman Erin N-08992 N.2-9629 
Lachman Erin N-09047 N.2-9685 
Lachman Erin N-09068 N.2-9706 
Lachman Erin N-09090 N.2-9728 
Lachman Erin N-09115 N.2-9753 
Lachman Erin N-09134 N.2-9772 
Lachman Erin N-12100 N.2-12768 
Lachman Erin N-12415 N.2-13083 
Lachman Erin N-13248 N.2-13957 
Lachman Erin N-13274 N.2-13983 
Lachman Erin N-13305 N.2-14014 
Lacy Mary N-14421 N.2-15133 
Lacy Mary N-15819 N.2-16535 
Laffoon R. Larry N-00223 N.2-671 
Lafreniere Ray N-03064 N.2-3616 
LaGrange Barbara 162 N.2-19993 
Lahr M. 1112 N.2-20592 
Laird James N-11895 N.2-12563 
LaKomski David 1748 N.2-21078 
Lamar Michael N-11770 N.2-12438 
Lamar Michael N-11986 N.2-12654 
Lambert James N-12388 N.2-13056 
Lambert James N-13014 N.2-13719 
Lambert Tim N-08332 N.2-8962 
Lambert Tim N-08428 N.2-9064 
Lambert Tim N-08458 N.2-9094 
Lambert Tim N-08485 N.2-9121 
Lambert Tim N-08528 N.2-9164 
Lambert Tim N-08529 N.2-9165 
Lambert Tim N-08564 N.2-9200 
Lambert Tim N-08632 N.2-9268 
Lambert Tim N-08659 N.2-9295 
Lambert Tim N-08696 N.2-9332 
Lambert Tim N-08787 N.2-9423 
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Lambert Tim N-08891 N.2-9528 
Lambert Tim N-08915 N.2-9552 
Lambert Tim N-08965 N.2-9602 
Lambert Tim N-08994 N.2-9631 
Lambert Tim N-09021 N.2-9658 
Lambert Tim N-09049 N.2-9687 
Lambert Tim N-09092 N.2-9730 
Lambert Tim N-09117 N.2-9755 
Lambert Tim N-13276 N.2-13985 
Lampman Douglas 1573 N.2-20928 
Lampson Al 1384 N.2-20800 
Lancaster Anne 1144 N.2-20616 
Lancaster Elizabeth 960 N.2-20483 
Lanciaux Marc 1655 N.2-21003 
Landfield Matt 1386 N.2-20801 
Lane David and Kathleen N-00210 N.2-658 
Lane Dylan N-12149 N.2-12817 
Lane Dylan N-12452 N.2-13120 
Lane Dylan N-13071 N.2-13776 
Lang Kathleen O-ON-032 N.2-417 
Lang Stephen O-ON-031 N.2-415 
Lang Wade N-01254 N.2-1803 
Langdon Michael N-08705 N.2-9341 
Langford Mark N-07045 N.2-7675 
Langford Mark N-07085 N.2-7715 
Langford Mark N-07149 N.2-7779 
Langford Mark N-07238 N.2-7868 
Langford Mark N-07302 N.2-7932 
Langford Mark N-07353 N.2-7983 
Langford Mark N-10898 N.2-11565 
Langford Mark N-10942 N.2-11609 
Langford Mark N-10984 N.2-11651 
Langford Mark N-11003 N.2-11671 
Langford Mark N-11043 N.2-11711 
Langford Mark N-11427 N.2-12095 
Langis Ryan N-08720 N.2-9356 
Langis Ryan N-08947 N.2-9584 
Langlois Theresa N-18652 N.2-19392 
Langness Ed 2007 N.2-21317 
Lapczynski Anthony N-16898 N.2-17615 
LaPierre Matt N-18206 N.2-18940 
Lara Jim 2265 N.2-21567 
Lark Brad 1508 N.2-20870 
Lark Brad 1509 N.2-20871 
Larocca Phil N-01980 N.2-2531 
LaRose Aaron N-02003 N.2-2554 
LaRose Aaron N-02208 N.2-2759 
Larrabure Ryan 684 N.2-20313 
Larsen Erick N-02989 N.2-3541 
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Larsen Erick N-04410 N.2-4979 
Larsen Erick N-04535 N.2-5107 
Larsen Erick N-04865 N.2-5448 
Larsen Erick N-10774 N.2-11440 
Larsen Garrette N-07315 N.2-7945 
Larsen Ingrid N-01927 N.2-2476 
Larsen Ingrid N-14811 N.2-15524 
Larsen Kenneth N-06744 N.2-7370 
Larsen Kenneth N-06819 N.2-7445 
Larsen Kenneth N-06866 N.2-7492 
Larsen Kenneth N-06961 N.2-7589 
Larsen Kenneth N-07062 N.2-7692 
Larsen Kenneth N-07163 N.2-7793 
Larsen Kenneth N-07204 N.2-7834 
Larsen Kenneth N-07329 N.2-7959 
Larsen Kenneth N-07431 N.2-8061 
Larsen Sean N-07317 N.2-7947 
Larsen Trevor 949 N.2-20475 
Larson Bryan N-06846 N.2-7472 
Larson Bryan N-07033 N.2-7663 
Larson Bryan N-07227 N.2-7857 
Larson Bryan N-07347 N.2-7977 
Larson Bryan N-07387 N.2-8017 
Larson Erik N-04933 N.2-5519 
Larson Erik N-04947 N.2-5533 
Larson Erik N-04970 N.2-5556 
Larson Erik N-04989 N.2-5575 
Larson Erik N-05013 N.2-5599 
Larson Erik N-05031 N.2-5617 
Larson Erik N-05048 N.2-5634 
Larson Erik N-05063 N.2-5650 
Larson Erik N-05088 N.2-5676 
Larson Erik N-05102 N.2-5690 
Larson Erik N-05138 N.2-5728 
Larson Erik N-05184 N.2-5774 
Larson Erik N-05232 N.2-5822 
Larson Erik N-05268 N.2-5859 
Larson Erik N-05287 N.2-5878 
Larson Erik N-05302 N.2-5894 
Larson Erik N-05325 N.2-5922 
Larson Erik N-05351 N.2-5948 
Larson Erik N-05380 N.2-5977 
Larson Erik N-05418 N.2-6015 
Larson Erik N-05449 N.2-6046 
Larson Erik N-05475 N.2-6072 
Larson Erik N-05492 N.2-6089 
Larson Erik N-05511 N.2-6108 
Larson Erik N-09804 N.2-10444 
Larson Erik N-16921 N.2-17638 
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Larson Erik N-17040 N.2-17757 
Larson Jonathan N-06636 N.2-7257 
Larson Jonathan N-06637 N.2-7258 
Larson Jonathan N-06638 N.2-7259 
Lasher Michael N-04640 N.2-5216 
Lasher Michael N-17172 N.2-17889 
Lashmit William N-02054 N.2-2605 
Lashmit William N-02730 N.2-3282 
Lasini Derek N-02816 N.2-3368 
Lasini Derek N-03062 N.2-3614 
Lasini Derek N-03243 N.2-3795 
Lasini Derek  N-03151 N.2-3703 
Lasley Aaron N-02873 N.2-3425 
Lasley Aaron N-02953 N.2-3505 
Latham Connie 2188 N.2-21475 
Lathrem Charles N-13955 N.2-14664 
Laudell Jeremy W-VV-036 N.2-222 
Laughrin Craig 395 N.2-20138 
Laughrin Craig N-02806 N.2-3358 
Laughrin Craig N-07008 N.2-7638 
Lautrup Jeff N-01471 N.2-2020 
Lavallee Travis 1957 N.2-21271 
Lavato Brandon N-14029 N.2-14738 
Lavoie Dominic N-14372 N.2-15084 
Lawrence Christopher W-ON-099 N.2-140 
Lawrence David N-05957 N.2-6559 
Lawrence Robert 743 N.2-20350 
Lawson Andy 2005 N.2-21316 
Lawson Christie N-06656 N.2-7279 
Lawson Christie N-06712 N.2-7338 
Lawson Christie N-06770 N.2-7396 
Lawson Christie N-06817 N.2-7443 
Lawson Christie N-06892 N.2-7518 
Lawson Christie N-06927 N.2-7553 
Lawson Christie N-06952 N.2-7579 
Lawson Christie N-06985 N.2-7614 
Lawson Christie N-07123 N.2-7753 
Lawson Christie N-07250 N.2-7880 
Lawson Christie N-07275 N.2-7905 
Lawson Christie N-07312 N.2-7942 
Lawson Christie N-07428 N.2-8058 
Lawson Christie N-07450 N.2-8080 
Lawson Christie N-07467 N.2-8097 
Lawson Christie N-07485 N.2-8115 
Lawson Christie N-17993 N.2-18727 
Lawson Gary N-00941 N.2-1490 
Lawson Gary N-01130 N.2-1679 
Lawson Gary N-01231 N.2-1780 
Lawson Gary N-01247 N.2-1796 
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Lawson Gary N-01529 N.2-2078 
Lawson Gary N-01584 N.2-2133 
Lawson Gary N-01625 N.2-2174 
Lawson Gary N-08317 N.2-8947 
Lawson Gary N-08418 N.2-9054 
Lawson Gary N-08442 N.2-9078 
Lawson Gary N-08473 N.2-9109 
Lawson Gary N-08505 N.2-9141 
Lawson Gary N-08544 N.2-9180 
Lawson Gary N-08647 N.2-9283 
Lawson Gary N-08676 N.2-9312 
Lawson Gary N-08678 N.2-9314 
Lawson Gary N-08730 N.2-9366 
Lawson Gary N-08775 N.2-9411 
Lawson Gary N-08818 N.2-9454 
Lawson Gary N-08875 N.2-9511 
Lawson Gary N-08902 N.2-9539 
Lawson Gary N-08926 N.2-9563 
Lawson Gary N-08950 N.2-9587 
Lawson Gary N-08979 N.2-9616 
Lawson Gary N-09009 N.2-9646 
Lawson Gary N-09032 N.2-9669 
Lawson Gary N-09056 N.2-9694 
Lawson Gary N-09076 N.2-9714 
Lawson Gary N-09104 N.2-9742 
Lawson Gary N-09127 N.2-9765 
Lawson Gary N-09764 N.2-10404 
Lawson Gary N-09781 N.2-10421 
Lawson Gary N-09848 N.2-10488 
Lawson Gary N-09867 N.2-10507 
Lawson Gary N-09925 N.2-10565 
Lawson Gary N-10051 N.2-10691 
Lawson Gary N-10076 N.2-10716 
Lawson Gary N-10125 N.2-10765 
Lawson Gary N-10161 N.2-10801 
Lawson Gary N-10218 N.2-10858 
Lawson Gary N-10237 N.2-10877 
Lawson Gary N-10251 N.2-10891 
Lawson Gary N-10270 N.2-10910 
Lawson Gary N-10322 N.2-10962 
Lawson Gary N-10344 N.2-10984 
Lawson Gary N-11503 N.2-12171 
Lawson Gary N-11518 N.2-12186 
Lawson Gary N-11546 N.2-12214 
Lawson Gary N-11592 N.2-12260 
Lawson Gary N-11669 N.2-12337 
Lawson Gary N-11732 N.2-12400 
Lawson Gary N-11749 N.2-12417 
Lawson Gary N-11794 N.2-12462 
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Lawson Gary N-11813 N.2-12481 
Lawson Gary N-11880 N.2-12548 
Lawson Gary N-11972 N.2-12640 
Lawson Gary N-12079 N.2-12747 
Lawson Gary N-13237 N.2-13946 
Lawson Gary N-13261 N.2-13970 
Lawson Gary N-13293 N.2-14002 
Lawson Gary N-17976 N.2-18710 
Lawson Gary N-18054 N.2-18788 
Lawson Gary N-18091 N.2-18825 
Lawson Gary N-18107 N.2-18841 
Lawson Gary N-18135 N.2-18869 
Lawson Gary N-18153 N.2-18887 
Lawson Gary N-18180 N.2-18914 
Lawson Gary N-18242 N.2-18976 
Lawson Gary N-18314 N.2-19048 
Lawson Gary N-18358 N.2-19092 
Lawson Gary N-18515 N.2-19249 
Lawson Heather N-00351 N.2-866 
Lawson Steve N-00347 N.2-862 
Lawson  Gary N-08365 N.2-8995 
Leach James N-04246 N.2-4808 
Leach James N-04269 N.2-4832 
Leach James N-17324 N.2-18042 
Leach James N-17802 N.2-18531 
Leach James N-18598 N.2-19332 
Leach Travis 605 N.2-20266 
Leach Travis N-07722 N.2-8352 
Leasher Shane 832 N.2-20409 
Leathead Rick N-08716 N.2-9352 
Leathead Rick N-08807 N.2-9443 
Lechard Paula Ann N-00042 N.2-479 
Lecher Mark N-08580 N.2-9216 
Lecher Mark N-08706 N.2-9342 
Lecher Mark N-08770 N.2-9406 
LeCompte Jacob N-00367 N.2-882 
LeDrew David N-09244 N.2-9884 
Lee Allen N-18766 N.2-19723 
Lee Christian N-03984 N.2-4536 
Lee Gerald 223 N.2-20029 
Lee Gerald N-00619 N.2-1168 
Lee Gerald N-01225 N.2-1774 
Lee Gerald N-13542 N.2-14251 
Lee Jesse 673 N.2-20307 
Lee Jesse N-05432 N.2-6029 
Lee Nora 870 N.2-20429 
Leeming Michael 326 N.2-20097 
leever chris 740 N.2-20348 
Lefler Trevor 153 N.2-19986 
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Leggett Chris N-04699 N.2-5277 
Lehman Nathan N-04891 N.2-5476 
Lehr Alyssa 762 N.2-20362 
Lehr Paul N-07890 N.2-8520 
Lehr Paul N-08042 N.2-8672 
Lehr Paul N-08095 N.2-8725 
Lehr Paul N-08148 N.2-8778 
Leidy Adam N-00447 N.2-996 
Leidy Adam N-00629 N.2-1178 
Leidy Adam N-00879 N.2-1428 
Leidy Adam N-01004 N.2-1553 
Leidy Adam N-01026 N.2-1575 
Leidy Adam N-01598 N.2-2147 
Leidy Adam N-01791 N.2-2340 
Leigh Jason 572 N.2-20245 
Leighton Robert 2266 N.2-21568 
Leighty Amanda N-14598 N.2-15311 
Leighty Amanda N-14806 N.2-15519 
Leighty Amanda N-14869 N.2-15582 
Leighty Amanda N-16743 N.2-17460 
Leighty Amanda N-17106 N.2-17823 
Leighty Amanda N-17173 N.2-17890 
Leininger Jeff 884 N.2-20437 
Leishman Dewana N-00450 N.2-999 
Leishman Dewana N-00489 N.2-1038 
Leishman Dewana N-00539 N.2-1088 
Leishman Dewana N-00620 N.2-1169 
Leishman Dewana N-00685 N.2-1234 
Leishman Dewana N-00775 N.2-1324 
Leishman Dewana N-00830 N.2-1379 
Leishman Dewana N-00993 N.2-1542 
Leishman Dewana N-01033 N.2-1582 
Leishman Dewana N-01117 N.2-1666 
Leishman Dewana N-01174 N.2-1723 
Leishman Dewana N-01226 N.2-1775 
Leishman Dewana N-01238 N.2-1787 
Leishman Dewana N-01320 N.2-1869 
Leishman Dewana N-01374 N.2-1923 
Leishman Dewana N-01375 N.2-1924 
Leishman Dewana N-01446 N.2-1995 
Leishman Dewana N-01494 N.2-2043 
Leishman Dewana N-01580 N.2-2129 
Leishman Dewana N-01620 N.2-2169 
Leishman Dewana N-01659 N.2-2208 
Leishman Dewana N-01710 N.2-2259 
Leishman Dewana N-01816 N.2-2365 
Leishman Dewana N-01855 N.2-2404 
Leishman Jeff N-04533 N.2-5105 
Leishman Wade N-00449 N.2-998 
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Leishman Wade N-00490 N.2-1039 
Leishman Wade N-00542 N.2-1091 
Leishman Wade N-00617 N.2-1166 
Leishman Wade N-00681 N.2-1230 
Leishman Wade N-00730 N.2-1279 
Leishman Wade N-00772 N.2-1321 
Leishman Wade N-00828 N.2-1377 
Leishman Wade N-00891 N.2-1440 
Leishman Wade N-00999 N.2-1548 
Leishman Wade N-01039 N.2-1588 
Leishman Wade N-01119 N.2-1668 
Leishman Wade N-01177 N.2-1726 
Leishman Wade N-01224 N.2-1773 
Leishman Wade N-01240 N.2-1789 
Leishman Wade N-01319 N.2-1868 
Leishman Wade N-01369 N.2-1918 
Leishman Wade N-01370 N.2-1919 
Leishman Wade N-01445 N.2-1994 
Leishman Wade N-01492 N.2-2041 
Leishman Wade N-01579 N.2-2128 
Leishman Wade N-01619 N.2-2168 
Leishman Wade N-01658 N.2-2207 
Leishman Wade N-01709 N.2-2258 
Leishman Wade N-01740 N.2-2289 
Leishman Wade N-01778 N.2-2327 
Leishman Wade N-01815 N.2-2364 
Leishman Wade N-01853 N.2-2402 
Leishman Wade N-01854 N.2-2403 
Lembright Bill W-VV-118 N.2-304 
Lembright Jan W-VV-161 N.2-347 
Lemire Dana N-01943 N.2-2492 
Lemmer Russ N-18523 N.2-19257 
Lemon Dallas 1392 N.2-20805 
Lenhart Daniel 2168 N.2-21460 
Lennon Alan 358 N.2-20115 
Leon Bridget 748 N.2-20353 
Leon Bridget N-10868 N.2-11535 
Leon Bridget N-10869 N.2-11536 
Leon Bridget N-10892 N.2-11559 
Leon Bridget N-10893 N.2-11560 
Leon Bridget N-10917 N.2-11584 
Leon Bridget N-10919 N.2-11586 
Leon Bridget N-10939 N.2-11606 
Leon Bridget N-10940 N.2-11607 
Leon Bridget N-10959 N.2-11626 
Leon Bridget N-10970 N.2-11637 
Leon Bridget N-10979 N.2-11646 
Leon Bridget N-10980 N.2-11647 
Leon Bridget N-11021 N.2-11689 
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Leon Bridget N-11022 N.2-11690 
Leon Bridget N-11039 N.2-11707 
Leon Bridget N-11040 N.2-11708 
Leon Bridget N-11063 N.2-11731 
Leon Bridget N-11064 N.2-11732 
Leon Bridget N-11084 N.2-11752 
Leon Bridget N-11088 N.2-11756 
Leon Bridget N-11114 N.2-11782 
Leon Bridget N-11115 N.2-11783 
Leon Bridget N-11132 N.2-11800 
Leon Bridget N-11133 N.2-11801 
Leon Bridget N-11156 N.2-11824 
Leon Bridget N-11158 N.2-11826 
Leon Bridget N-11178 N.2-11846 
Leon Bridget N-11180 N.2-11848 
Leon Bridget N-11200 N.2-11868 
Leon Bridget N-11201 N.2-11869 
Leon Bridget N-11235 N.2-11903 
Leon Bridget N-11237 N.2-11905 
Leon Bridget N-11271 N.2-11939 
Leon Bridget N-11297 N.2-11965 
Leon Bridget N-11299 N.2-11967 
Leon Bridget N-11318 N.2-11986 
Leon Bridget N-11319 N.2-11987 
Leon Bridget N-11346 N.2-12014 
Leon Bridget N-11365 N.2-12033 
Leon Bridget N-11366 N.2-12034 
Leon Bridget N-11416 N.2-12084 
Leon Bridget N-11417 N.2-12085 
Leon Bridget N-11418 N.2-12086 
Leon Bridget N-11419 N.2-12087 
Leon Bridget N-11451 N.2-12119 
Leon Bridget N-11452 N.2-12120 
Leon Bridget N-11479 N.2-12147 
Leon Bridget N-11480 N.2-12148 
Leon Bridget N-16525 N.2-17242 
Leon Bridget N-16539 N.2-17256 
Leon Bridget N-16552 N.2-17269 
Leon Bridget N-16563 N.2-17280 
Leon Bridget N-16576 N.2-17293 
Leon Bridget N-16592 N.2-17309 
Leon Bridget N-16613 N.2-17330 
Leon Bridget N-16623 N.2-17340 
Leon Bridget N-16643 N.2-17360 
Leon Bridget N-16659 N.2-17376 
Leon Bridget N-16678 N.2-17395 
Leon Bridget N-16700 N.2-17417 
Leon Bridget N-16746 N.2-17463 
Leon Bridget N-16783 N.2-17500 
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Leon Bridget N-16818 N.2-17535 
Leon Bridget N-16840 N.2-17557 
Leon Bridget N-16869 N.2-17586 
Leon Bridget N-16881 N.2-17598 
Leon Bridget N-16908 N.2-17625 
Leon Bridget N-16958 N.2-17675 
Leon Bridget N-17001 N.2-17718 
Leon Bridget N-17028 N.2-17745 
Leon Bridget N-17034 N.2-17751 
Leon Bridget N-17056 N.2-17773 
Leon Bridget N-17092 N.2-17809 
Leon Bridget N-17163 N.2-17880 
Leonard, III James N-16137 N.2-16854 
Leonard, III James N-16261 N.2-16978 
Leonhardt Craig 2017 N.2-21327 
Lepley Ralph N-15333 N.2-16047 
Lepley Ralph N-15403 N.2-16118 
Leseney Troy 2036 N.2-21349 
Lesko Chris N-04936 N.2-5522 
Lesko Chris N-04952 N.2-5538 
Lesko Chris N-04972 N.2-5558 
Lesko Chris N-04993 N.2-5579 
Lesko Chris N-05008 N.2-5594 
Lesko Chris N-05022 N.2-5608 
Lesko Chris N-05038 N.2-5624 
Lesko Chris N-05069 N.2-5656 
Lesko Chris N-05081 N.2-5669 
Lesko Chris N-05096 N.2-5684 
Lesko Chris N-05107 N.2-5695 
Lesko Chris N-05124 N.2-5714 
Lesko Chris N-05157 N.2-5747 
Lesko Chris N-05194 N.2-5784 
Lesko Chris N-05215 N.2-5805 
Lesko Chris N-05216 N.2-5806 
Lesko Chris N-05249 N.2-5840 
Lesko Chris N-05284 N.2-5875 
Lesko Chris N-05294 N.2-5885 
Lesko Chris N-05310 N.2-5904 
Lesko Chris N-05336 N.2-5933 
Lesko Chris N-05361 N.2-5958 
Lesko Chris N-05396 N.2-5993 
Lesko Chris N-05414 N.2-6011 
Lesko Chris N-05416 N.2-6013 
Lesko Chris N-05459 N.2-6056 
Lesko Chris N-05481 N.2-6078 
Lesko Chris N-05497 N.2-6094 
Lesko Chris N-05528 N.2-6125 
Lesko Chris N-06214 N.2-6818 
Letcher Dave N-11214 N.2-11882 
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Letcher Dave N-11379 N.2-12047 
Levenhagen Bob N-00171 N.2-619 
Levitre Shantel N-18786 N.2-19744 
Lewis Becky N-02330 N.2-2881 
Lewis Harley N-08354 N.2-8984 
Lewis Harley N-08411 N.2-9041 
Lewis Harley N-08584 N.2-9220 
Lewis Harley N-08641 N.2-9277 
Lewis Harley N-08790 N.2-9426 
Lewis Harley N-08973 N.2-9610 
Lewis Harley N-09002 N.2-9639 
Lewis Harley N-09101 N.2-9739 
Lewis Harley N-09121 N.2-9759 
Lewis Rebecca N-02732 N.2-3284 
Lewis Timothy 916 N.2-20455 
Lewis Timothy 918 N.2-20456 
Libby Brandon N-06524 N.2-7142 
Libby Brandon N-14434 N.2-15146 
Lievense Jeff N-00364 N.2-879 
Lightfoot Robert N-08821 N.2-9457 
Lightfoot Robert N-12335 N.2-13003 
Lightfoot Robert N-13028 N.2-13733 
Lightfoot Robert N-13116 N.2-13821 
Lighthart William N-18666 N.2-19479 
Lilburn Stephen 316 N.2-20089 
Lilburn Corporation N-00430 N.2-975 
Linden John N-00789 N.2-1338 
Linden John N-00850 N.2-1399 
Linden John N-18059 N.2-18793 
Linder Tim N-18267 N.2-19001 
Lindgren Bryan N-18721 N.2-19574 
Lindop Chris 1085 N.2-20574 
Line Rebecca W-VV-109 N.2-295 
Line Victor W-VV-119 N.2-305 
Lines Brian N-10034 N.2-10674 
Lingua Mark 2084 N.2-21391 
Lipert Paul O-ON-008 N.2-390 
Lipert Susan O-ON-009 N.2-391 
Lippert Larry L. N-00224 N.2-672 
Lipscomb Dylan N-03442 N.2-3994 
Lipscomb Dylan N-03939 N.2-4491 
Lipscomb Dylan N-04026 N.2-4578 
Liska Martin N-12127 N.2-12795 
Little Denise N-03637 N.2-4189 
Little Kaylee N-03994 N.2-4546 
Little Madison N-03513 N.2-4065 
Little Megan N-03972 N.2-4524 
Little Sean N-07013 N.2-7643 
Littlefield Heather N-18779 N.2-19736 
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Liu Tom 877 N.2-20433 
Lo  Tom N-08190 N.2-8820 
Lobato Derek 600 N.2-20262 
Local Agency Formation Commission N-18738 N.2-19672 
Lock Eric N-06315 N.2-6921 
Lock Eric N-11209 N.2-11877 
Lock Eric N-11238 N.2-11906 
Lock Eric N-11300 N.2-11968 
Lock Eric N-11317 N.2-11985 
Lockwood Johnathan N-08008 N.2-8638 
Lockwood Jonathan N-07823 N.2-8453 
Lockwood Jonathan N-16022 N.2-16739 
Loehrer Dr. Sue N-02356 N.2-2907 
Loehrer Sue N-14904 N.2-15618 
Loehrer Sue N-14985 N.2-15699 
Lofquist Verne 1915 N.2-21235 
Loftis Cody N-12092 N.2-12760 
Loiselle Gary 281 N.2-20065 
lombardo josh 201 N.2-20016 
Lombardo Josh 1538 N.2-20897 
Lombardo Josh N-02014 N.2-2565 
Lombardo Josh N-02165 N.2-2716 
Lombardo Josh N-02235 N.2-2786 
Lombardo Josh N-02294 N.2-2845 
Lombardo Josh N-02563 N.2-3114 
Lombardo Josh N-02739 N.2-3291 
Lombardo Nicole 1539 N.2-20898 
Lombardo Vince 1362 N.2-20788 
Lone Jeanne N-18789 N.2-19748 
Long Bodhi N-14412 N.2-15124 
Long Brandon N-05388 N.2-5985 
Long Matt 97 N.2-19949 
Long Matt 505 N.2-20206 
Long Matt N-07720 N.2-8350 
Long Michael N-11087 N.2-11755 
Long Patrick 208 N.2-20020 
Long Patrick 2073 N.2-21383 
Longenecker Eric N-01372 N.2-1921 
Longenecker Eric N-01379 N.2-1928 
Longenecker Eric N-01812 N.2-2361 
Longenecker Eric N-10538 N.2-11193 
Longenecker Eric N-10540 N.2-11195 
Longenecker Eric N-10744 N.2-11410 
Longenecker Eric N-10765 N.2-11431 
Longenecker Eric N-10782 N.2-11448 
Longenecker Eric N-10795 N.2-11461 
Longenecker Eric N-10815 N.2-11482 
Longenecker Eric N-10842 N.2-11509 
Longenecker Eric N-12574 N.2-13245 
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Longenecker Eric N-12678 N.2-13353 
Longenecker Eric N-15849 N.2-16566 
Longenecker Eric N-16156 N.2-16873 
Longenecker Eric N-16813 N.2-17530 
Longenecker Eric N-17073 N.2-17790 
Longman Ken N-14231 N.2-14941 
Longmire Eric N-10865 N.2-11532 
Longmire Eric N-10913 N.2-11580 
Longmire Eric N-11037 N.2-11705 
Longmire Eric N-11058 N.2-11726 
Longmire Eric N-11175 N.2-11843 
Longmire Eric N-11321 N.2-11989 
Longmire Eric N-11362 N.2-12030 
Longmire Eric N-11448 N.2-12116 
Longmire Eric N-11476 N.2-12144 
Longmire Eric N-15098 N.2-15812 
Longmire Eric N-15109 N.2-15823 
Longmire Eric N-15131 N.2-15845 
Longmire Eric N-15143 N.2-15857 
Longmire Eric N-15161 N.2-15875 
Longmire Eric N-15162 N.2-15876 
Longmire Eric N-15278 N.2-15992 
Longmire Eric N-15301 N.2-16015 
Longmire Eric N-15322 N.2-16036 
Longmire Eric N-15366 N.2-16080 
Longmire Eric N-15387 N.2-16102 
Longmire Eric N-15425 N.2-16141 
Longmire Eric N-15441 N.2-16157 
Longmire Eric N-15485 N.2-16201 
Longmire Eric N-15507 N.2-16223 
Longmire Eric N-15562 N.2-16278 
Longmire Eric N-15595 N.2-16311 
Longmire Eric N-15617 N.2-16333 
Longmire Eric N-15683 N.2-16399 
Longnecker Eric N-06840 N.2-7466 
Longnecker Eric N-07078 N.2-7708 
Longnecker Eric N-14552 N.2-15265 
Longnecker Eric N-14570 N.2-15283 
Longnecker Eric N-14600 N.2-15313 
Longnecker Eric N-14621 N.2-15334 
Longnecker Eric N-14644 N.2-15357 
Longnecker Eric N-14667 N.2-15380 
Longnecker Eric N-14694 N.2-15407 
Longnecker Eric N-14732 N.2-15445 
Longnecker Eric N-14746 N.2-15459 
Longnecker Eric N-14753 N.2-15466 
Longnecker Eric N-14755 N.2-15468 
Longnecker Eric N-14822 N.2-15535 
Longnecker Eric N-14861 N.2-15574 
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Longnecker Eric N-14891 N.2-15605 
Longnecker Eric N-14933 N.2-15647 
Longnecker Eric N-14972 N.2-15686 
Longnecker Eric N-14996 N.2-15710 
Longnecker Eric N-15043 N.2-15757 
Longnecker Eric N-15054 N.2-15768 
Longnecker Eric N-15082 N.2-15796 
Loomis Brad N-08326 N.2-8956 
Loomis Brad N-08517 N.2-9153 
Loomis Brad N-08554 N.2-9190 
Loomis Brad N-08654 N.2-9290 
Loomis Brad N-08688 N.2-9324 
Loomis Brad N-08750 N.2-9386 
Loomis Brad N-09019 N.2-9656 
Loomis Brad N-09041 N.2-9678 
Loomis Brad N-09063 N.2-9701 
Loomis Brad N-09089 N.2-9727 
Loomis Brad N-09110 N.2-9748 
Loomis Brad N-15099 N.2-15813 
Loomis Brad N-15127 N.2-15841 
Loomis Brad N-15144 N.2-15858 
Loomis Brad N-15165 N.2-15879 
Loomis Brad N-15194 N.2-15908 
Loomis Brad N-15224 N.2-15938 
Loomis Brad N-15259 N.2-15973 
Loomis Brad N-15280 N.2-15994 
Loomis Brad N-15297 N.2-16011 
Loomis Brad N-15320 N.2-16034 
Loomis Brad N-15365 N.2-16079 
Loomis Brad N-15422 N.2-16138 
Loomis Brad N-15439 N.2-16155 
Loomis Brad N-15469 N.2-16185 
Loomis Brad N-15488 N.2-16204 
Loomis Brad N-15508 N.2-16224 
Loomis Brad N-15524 N.2-16240 
Loomis Brad N-15541 N.2-16257 
Loomis Brad N-15579 N.2-16295 
Loomis Brad N-15613 N.2-16329 
Loomis Brad N-15634 N.2-16350 
Loomis Brad N-15655 N.2-16371 
Loomis Brad N-15686 N.2-16402 
Looney April N-06087 N.2-6690 
Looney Elvis N-06083 N.2-6686 
Looney Jack N-06084 N.2-6687 
Looney Mark N-06085 N.2-6688 
Looney Matt N-06086 N.2-6689 
Looney Ronnie N-06088 N.2-6691 
Lopez Edward N-18691 N.2-19504 
Lopez Robyn W-VV-167 N.2-353 
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Lorence Mark 1217 N.2-20679 
Lough Doug 2251 N.2-21557 
Loukina Anastasia N-16737 N.2-17454 
Love Chris N-07552 N.2-8182 
Love Chris N-07621 N.2-8251 
Love Chris N-07643 N.2-8273 
Love Chris N-07683 N.2-8313 
Love Chris N-07967 N.2-8597 
Love Chris N-08018 N.2-8648 
Love Chris N-08110 N.2-8740 
Love Chris N-08205 N.2-8835 
Love Chris N-08282 N.2-8912 
Lovelady Ken 1958 N.2-21272 
Lovell Brad N-17241 N.2-17959 
Lovell Brad N-17479 N.2-18204 
Lovell Brad N-17580 N.2-18305 
Lovell Roger 109 N.2-19956 
Lovin Bryant N-06715 N.2-7341 
Lovin Bryant N-06753 N.2-7379 
Lovin Bryant N-06778 N.2-7404 
Lovin Bryant N-06801 N.2-7427 
Lovin Bryant N-06825 N.2-7451 
Lovin Bryant N-06871 N.2-7497 
Lovin Bryant N-06907 N.2-7533 
Lovin Bryant N-06909 N.2-7535 
Lovin Bryant N-06963 N.2-7591 
Lovin Bryant N-06964 N.2-7592 
Lovin Bryant N-06992 N.2-7622 
Lovin Bryant N-07023 N.2-7653 
Lovin Bryant N-07065 N.2-7695 
Lovin Bryant N-07102 N.2-7732 
Lovin Bryant N-07136 N.2-7766 
Lovin Bryant N-07171 N.2-7801 
Lovin Bryant N-07209 N.2-7839 
Lovin Bryant N-07260 N.2-7890 
Lovin Bryant N-07280 N.2-7910 
Lovin Bryant N-07314 N.2-7944 
Lovin Bryant N-07374 N.2-8004 
Lovin Bryant N-07408 N.2-8038 
Lovin Bryant N-07434 N.2-8064 
Lovin Bryant N-07451 N.2-8081 
Lovin Bryant N-07470 N.2-8100 
Lovin Bryant N-07492 N.2-8122 
Lovin Bryant N-07515 N.2-8145 
Lovin Bryant N-07535 N.2-8165 
Lowe Norman 291 N.2-20072 
Lowry Brandon N-00509 N.2-1058 
Lowry Brandon N-00609 N.2-1158 
Lowry Brandon N-00738 N.2-1287 
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Lowry Brandon N-00849 N.2-1398 
Lowry Brandon N-00886 N.2-1435 
Lowry Brandon N-00930 N.2-1479 
Lowry Brandon N-01091 N.2-1640 
Lowry Brandon N-01173 N.2-1722 
Lowry Brandon N-01307 N.2-1856 
Lowry Brandon N-01396 N.2-1945 
Lowry Brandon N-01573 N.2-2122 
Lowry Brandon N-01667 N.2-2216 
Lowry Brandon N-01702 N.2-2251 
Lowry Brandon N-01745 N.2-2294 
Lowry Brandon N-01746 N.2-2295 
Lowry Brandon N-01770 N.2-2319 
Lowry Brandon N-01803 N.2-2352 
Lowry Brandon N-01839 N.2-2388 
Lowry Brandon N-07784 N.2-8414 
Lowry Brandon N-08024 N.2-8654 
Lowry Brandon N-10497 N.2-11146 
Lowry Brandon N-10509 N.2-11163 
Lowry Brandon N-10584 N.2-11241 
Lowry Brandon N-12506 N.2-13174 
Lowry Brandon N-12546 N.2-13215 
Lowry Brandon N-12603 N.2-13275 
Lowry Brandon N-12677 N.2-13352 
Lowry Brandon N-12717 N.2-13394 
Lowry Brandon N-12761 N.2-13444 
Lowry Brandon N-12762 N.2-13445 
Lowry Brandon N-12763 N.2-13446 
Lowry Brandon N-13167 N.2-13873 
Lowry Brandon N-13204 N.2-13912 
Lowry Brandon N-17155 N.2-17872 
Lowry Brandon N-17984 N.2-18718 
Lowry Brandon N-18077 N.2-18811 
Lowry Brandon N-18104 N.2-18838 
Lowry Brandon N-18131 N.2-18865 
Lowry Brandon N-18178 N.2-18912 
Lowry Brandon N-18234 N.2-18968 
Lowry Brandon N-18261 N.2-18995 
Lowry Brandon N-18269 N.2-19003 
Lowry Brandon N-18349 N.2-19083 
Lowry Brandon N-18435 N.2-19169 
Lowry Brandon N-18567 N.2-19301 
Lowry Brandon N-18568 N.2-19302 
Lugo Pat N-00120 N.2-567 
Lugo Richard N-00076 N.2-517 
Lumbert Brian N-02907 N.2-3459 
Lumbert Brian N-03007 N.2-3559 
Lund Bruce N-08827 N.2-9463 
Lund Tim N-10313 N.2-10953 
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Luning Ryan 741 N.2-20348 
Ly Kha N-00195 N.2-643 
Lynch Robert N-14649 N.2-15362 
Lynch Robert N-14775 N.2-15488 
Lynch Robert N-14943 N.2-15657 
Lyneis Tami W-VV-055 N.2-241 
Lyneis Tami W-VV-056 N.2-242 
Lyon James 2064 N.2-21373 
Lyon Keith 1232 N.2-20691 
Lyon Keith 2094 N.2-21398 
Lyon Keith N-06579 N.2-7199 
Lyon Keith W-VV-025 N.2-211 
Lyons Marcus 375 N.2-20127 
Lyth Shawn N-17494 N.2-18219 
Lyth Shawn N-17582 N.2-18307 
M I S S I N G M I S S I N G N-12525 N.2-13194 
M I S S I N G M I S S I N G N-12741 N.2-13421 
Maassberg Carl 1714 N.2-21053 
MacDuffie Rick N-02786 N.2-3338 
MacDuffie Rick N-02847 N.2-3399 
MacDuffie Rick N-03042 N.2-3594 
MacDuffie Rick N-03138 N.2-3690 
MacDuffie Rick N-03313 N.2-3865 
Macie Travis N-17063 N.2-17780 
MacIver Albertine N-00272 N.2-734 
MacIver Douglas N-00271 N.2-733 
MacKenzie Ian N-03356 N.2-3908 
MacKenzie Mike N-13039 N.2-13744 
MacKenzie  Mike N-12118 N.2-12786 
MacKenzie  Mike N-12369 N.2-13037 
MacKenzie  Mike N-12460 N.2-13128 
MacLean Jan 717 N.2-20334 
Madden Robert 914 N.2-20455 
Madrigal Mario N-08622 N.2-9258 
Madrigal Mario N-08841 N.2-9477 
Madrigal Mark W-VV-018 N.2-204 
Madsen Derek 1007 N.2-20520 
Maedel Kevin N-14942 N.2-15656 
Magee Tim N-09954 N.2-10594 
Magill Peter N-08206 N.2-8836 
Magness Debra N-03923 N.2-4475 
Magness Scott N-03922 N.2-4474 
Mahan Thomas N-00854 N.2-1403 
Maher Patrick 1055 N.2-20553 
Maher Patrick N-07884 N.2-8514 
Mahoney Charles 1897 N.2-21217 
Maier Matt 703 N.2-20324 
Maiorino John N-14800 N.2-15513 
Major Pete N-02770 N.2-3322 
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Maker Neville N-09295 N.2-9935 
Maker Neville N-09320 N.2-9960 
Maker Neville N-09477 N.2-10117 
Maker Neville N-09543 N.2-10183 
Maker Neville N-09702 N.2-10342 
Maker Neville N-10308 N.2-10948 
Maldonado John W-ON-066 N.2-106 
Maldonado Max N-00783 N.2-1332 
Maldonado Max N-01511 N.2-2060 
Maldonado Max N-01607 N.2-2156 
Mallia Stephan N-08396 N.2-9026 
Mallory Paul N-01992 N.2-2543 
Mandell John N-01942 N.2-2491 
Mangold Tim 2109 N.2-21412 
Maning Chris N-07253 N.2-7883 
Manning Chris N-01099 N.2-1648 
Manning Chris N-06745 N.2-7371 
Manning Chris N-06820 N.2-7446 
Manning Chris N-06959 N.2-7586 
Manning Chris N-07061 N.2-7691 
Manning Chris N-07164 N.2-7794 
Manning Chris N-07203 N.2-7833 
Manno Fabio N-12121 N.2-12789 
Manno Fabio N-12997 N.2-13702 
Mansfield Michael 1002 N.2-20514 
Mansouri Adam N-06719 N.2-7345 
Mansouri Adam N-06743 N.2-7369 
Mansouri Adam N-06779 N.2-7405 
Mansouri Adam N-06800 N.2-7426 
Mansouri Adam N-06869 N.2-7495 
Mansouri Adam N-06902 N.2-7528 
Mansouri Adam N-06965 N.2-7593 
Mansouri Adam N-06994 N.2-7624 
Mansouri Adam N-07024 N.2-7654 
Mansouri Adam N-07066 N.2-7696 
Mansouri Adam N-07099 N.2-7729 
Mansouri Adam N-07130 N.2-7760 
Mansouri Adam N-07173 N.2-7803 
Mansouri Adam N-07211 N.2-7841 
Mansouri Adam N-07256 N.2-7886 
Mansouri Adam N-07283 N.2-7913 
Mansouri Adam N-07330 N.2-7960 
Mansouri Adam N-07376 N.2-8006 
Mansouri Adam N-07410 N.2-8040 
Mansouri Adam N-07430 N.2-8060 
Mansouri Adam N-07471 N.2-8101 
Mansouri Adam N-07493 N.2-8123 
Mansouri Adam N-07511 N.2-8141 
Mansouri Adam N-07536 N.2-8166 
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Mansouri Adam N-11497 N.2-12165 
Mansouri Adam N-11561 N.2-12229 
Mansouri Adam N-11633 N.2-12301 
Mansouri Adam N-11700 N.2-12368 
Mansouri Adam N-11712 N.2-12380 
Mansouri Adam N-11776 N.2-12444 
Mansouri Adam N-11792 N.2-12460 
Mansouri Adam N-11809 N.2-12477 
Mansouri Adam N-11868 N.2-12536 
Mansouri Adam N-11911 N.2-12579 
Mansouri Adam N-11935 N.2-12603 
Mansouri Adam N-12005 N.2-12673 
Mansouri Adam N-12063 N.2-12731 
Mansouri Adam N-12083 N.2-12751 
Mantovani Carlo N-09398 N.2-10038 
Manus Tyler W-VV-102 N.2-288 
Maraveles Joe N-18695 N.2-19508 
Marceliano Andrew N-09994 N.2-10634 
Marcelliano Andrew N-09809 N.2-10449 
Marcelliano Andrew N-09957 N.2-10597 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10115 N.2-10755 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10160 N.2-10800 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10243 N.2-10883 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10260 N.2-10900 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10277 N.2-10917 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10291 N.2-10931 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10309 N.2-10949 
Marcelliano Andrew N-10351 N.2-10991 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14071 N.2-14780 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14092 N.2-14801 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14113 N.2-14823 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14152 N.2-14862 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14171 N.2-14881 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14200 N.2-14910 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14276 N.2-14987 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14296 N.2-15007 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14331 N.2-15043 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14361 N.2-15073 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14404 N.2-15116 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14453 N.2-15165 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14478 N.2-15191 
Marcelliano Andrew N-14500 N.2-15213 
Marcelliano Andrew N-15716 N.2-16432 
Marcelliano Andrew N-15808 N.2-16524 
Marciniak Dave N-02754 N.2-3306 
Marciniak Dave N-02756 N.2-3308 
Marciniak Dave N-02800 N.2-3352 
Marciniak Dave N-02831 N.2-3383 
Marciniak Dave N-02858 N.2-3410 
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Marciniak Dave N-02902 N.2-3454 
Marciniak Dave N-02942 N.2-3494 
Marciniak Dave N-02976 N.2-3528 
Marciniak Dave N-03003 N.2-3555 
Marciniak Dave N-03025 N.2-3577 
Marciniak Dave N-03049 N.2-3601 
Marciniak Dave N-03089 N.2-3641 
Marciniak Dave N-03111 N.2-3663 
Marciniak Dave N-03127 N.2-3679 
Marciniak Dave N-03144 N.2-3696 
Marciniak Dave N-03168 N.2-3720 
Marciniak Dave N-03183 N.2-3735 
Marciniak Dave N-03201 N.2-3753 
Marciniak Dave N-03211 N.2-3763 
Marciniak Dave N-03237 N.2-3789 
Marciniak Dave N-03247 N.2-3799 
Marciniak Dave N-03264 N.2-3816 
Marciniak Dave N-03286 N.2-3838 
Marciniak Dave N-03297 N.2-3849 
Marciniak Dave N-03308 N.2-3860 
Marciniak Dave N-03329 N.2-3881 
Marciniak Dave N-03344 N.2-3896 
Marciniak Dave N-03404 N.2-3956 
Marcom Weston N-13588 N.2-14297 
Marcom Weston N-13900 N.2-14609 
Marcum Donald 287 N.2-20069 
Marcy Will N-00005 N.2-439 
Marguire Bridgett N-00218 N.2-666 
Marinkovich John 1601 N.2-20953 
Mark Michael 869 N.2-20428 
Marks Melody 1390 N.2-20804 
Marlett Ryan 196 N.2-20014 
Marrero Michael N-05840 N.2-6442 
Marrero Michael N-05899 N.2-6501 
Marshall Andrew N-03435 N.2-3987 
Marshall Andrew N-03471 N.2-4023 
Marshall Andrew N-03504 N.2-4056 
Marshall Andrew N-03524 N.2-4076 
Marshall Andrew N-03559 N.2-4111 
Marshall Andrew N-03601 N.2-4153 
Marshall Andrew N-03612 N.2-4164 
Marshall Andrew N-03634 N.2-4186 
Marshall Andrew N-03673 N.2-4225 
Marshall Andrew N-03679 N.2-4231 
Marshall Andrew N-03696 N.2-4248 
Marshall Andrew N-03715 N.2-4267 
Marshall Andrew N-03736 N.2-4288 
Marshall Andrew N-03752 N.2-4304 
Marshall Andrew N-03784 N.2-4336 
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Marshall Andrew N-03801 N.2-4353 
Marshall Andrew N-03842 N.2-4394 
Marshall Andrew N-03851 N.2-4403 
Marshall Andrew N-03873 N.2-4425 
Marshall Andrew N-03898 N.2-4450 
Marshall Andrew N-03930 N.2-4482 
Marshall Andrew N-03959 N.2-4511 
Marshall Andrew N-03981 N.2-4533 
Marshall Andrew N-04013 N.2-4565 
Marshall Andrew N-04049 N.2-4601 
Marshall Andrew N-04075 N.2-4627 
Marshall Melva N-00221 N.2-669 
Marshall Robert N-03367 N.2-3919 
Marshall Scott 664 N.2-20301 
Marshall Sheila W-VV-017 N.2-203 
Martin Brian N-03429 N.2-3981 
Martin Brian N-03468 N.2-4020 
Martin Brian N-03825 N.2-4377 
Martin Brian N-03870 N.2-4422 
Martin Brian N-03914 N.2-4466 
Martin Brian N-03957 N.2-4509 
Martin Brian N-03978 N.2-4530 
Martin Brian N-04005 N.2-4557 
Martin Brian N-04071 N.2-4623 
Martin Brian N-04092 N.2-4644 
Martin Dale O-ON-003 N.2-383 
Martin Daniel N-11570 N.2-12238 
Martin Daniel N-13964 N.2-14673 
Martin Kevin 1143 N.2-20615 
Martin Paul N-05720 N.2-6321 
Martin Paul N-05885 N.2-6487 
Martin Paul N-05958 N.2-6560 
Martin Shawn N-08749 N.2-9385 
Martines Ricardo N-00384 N.2-899 
Martinez Jose N-05969 N.2-6571 
Martinez Samuel 2284 N.2-21586 
Martini Ed N-13066 N.2-13771 
Mascon Lester N-12439 N.2-13107 
Maskalans Michael 402 N.2-20142 
Maskalans Michael N-04442 N.2-5012 
Maskalans Michael N-04604 N.2-5179 
Maskalans Michael N-06476 N.2-7088 
Maskalans Michael N-06592 N.2-7212 
Maskalans Michael N-06593 N.2-7213 
Maskalans Michael N-06594 N.2-7214 
Maskalans Michael N-06595 N.2-7215 
Maskalans Michael N-08629 N.2-9265 
Maskalans Michael N-08966 N.2-9603 
Maskalans Michael N-08995 N.2-9632 
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Maskalans Michael N-12721 N.2-13398 
Maskalans Michael N-12722 N.2-13399 
Maskalans Michael N-12723 N.2-13400 
Maskalans Michael N-12724 N.2-13401 
Maskalans Michael N-12726 N.2-13403 
Maskalans Michael N-12727 N.2-13404 
Maskalans Michael N-12728 N.2-13405 
Maskalans Michael N-12729 N.2-13406 
Maskalans Michael N-12756 N.2-13439 
Maskalans Michael N-12757 N.2-13440 
Maskalans Michael N-12758 N.2-13441 
Maskalans Michael N-12782 N.2-13476 
Maskalans Michael N-13162 N.2-13868 
Maskalans Michael N-17066 N.2-17783 
Maskalans Michael N-17218 N.2-17936 
Maskalans Michael N-17250 N.2-17968 
Maskalans Michael N-17273 N.2-17991 
Maskalans Michael N-17354 N.2-18073 
Maskalans Michael N-17367 N.2-18086 
Maskalans Michael N-17392 N.2-18114 
Maskalans Michael N-17402 N.2-18124 
Maskalans Michael N-17411 N.2-18133 
Maskalans Michael N-17446 N.2-18170 
Maskalans Michael N-17601 N.2-18327 
Maskalans Michael N-17617 N.2-18343 
Maskalans Michael N-17686 N.2-18414 
Maskalans Michael N-17741 N.2-18470 
Maskalans Michael N-17762 N.2-18491 
Maskalans Michael N-17765 N.2-18494 
Maskalans Michael N-17778 N.2-18507 
Maskalans Michael N-17800 N.2-18529 
Maskalans Michael N-17830 N.2-18559 
Maskalans Michael N-17849 N.2-18578 
Maskalans Michael N-17962 N.2-18695 
Maskalans Michael N-18591 N.2-19325 
Maskalans Michael N-18619 N.2-19354 
Maskalans Michael N-18639 N.2-19374 
Mason Andrew 564 N.2-20240 
Mason Mark 791 N.2-20381 
Mason Penny W-JT-028 N.2-28 
Mason Steve N-00023 N.2-461 
Mason Steve N-00295 N.2-785 
Massey James N-09548 N.2-10188 
Massuco Robert 2368 N.2-21758 
Masters Billy N-08512 N.2-9148 
Masters Billy N-09039 N.2-9676 
Masters Billy N-09061 N.2-9699 
Masters Billy N-12363 N.2-13031 
Masters Billy N-13035 N.2-13740 
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Mastes Billy N-13243 N.2-13952 
Matchell Kenton 542 N.2-20227 
Matchell Kenton N-02737 N.2-3289 
Matchell Kenton N-03911 N.2-4463 
Matchell Kenton N-18546 N.2-19280 
Materna thomas 768 N.2-20365 
Mateski Cris N-13706 N.2-14415 
Mathers Donna W-VV-149 N.2-335 
Mathers Richard 2051 N.2-21362 
Mathews John N-00627 N.2-1176 
Mathieu Sherman N-02843 N.2-3395 
Mathieu Sherman N-03359 N.2-3911 
Mathys John 1566 N.2-20921 
Mathys John N-00725 N.2-1274 
Mathys Kathy 1567 N.2-20922 
Mathys Sean 1568 N.2-20923 
Matt Garrett N-06370 N.2-6977 
Matthews Jef N-00385 N.2-900 
Matthews Michael N-09864 N.2-10504 
Matthews Michael N-14541 N.2-15254 
Mattingly Daryl N-13585 N.2-14294 
Matzell Robert N-00526 N.2-1075 
Matzell Robert N-00972 N.2-1521 
Matzell Robert N-01023 N.2-1572 
Matzell Robert N-01152 N.2-1701 
Matzell Robert N-01262 N.2-1811 
Mausco Janet W-VV-170 N.2-356 
Maxfield ASCO N-14954 N.2-15668 
Maxfield Ryan N-00734 N.2-1283 
Maxfield Ryan N-00808 N.2-1357 
Maxfield Ryan N-00906 N.2-1455 
Maxfield Ryan N-00992 N.2-1541 
Maxfield Ryan N-01222 N.2-1771 
Maxfield Ryan N-01373 N.2-1922 
Maxfield Ryan N-01376 N.2-1925 
Maxfield Ryan N-01563 N.2-2112 
Maxfield Ryan N-01735 N.2-2284 
Maxfield Ryan N-01772 N.2-2321 
Maxfield Ryan N-01808 N.2-2357 
Maxfield Ryan N-01846 N.2-2395 
Maxfield Ryan N-10837 N.2-11504 
Maxfield Ryan N-14551 N.2-15264 
Maxfield Ryan N-14588 N.2-15301 
Maxfield Ryan N-14608 N.2-15321 
Maxfield Ryan N-14636 N.2-15349 
Maxfield Ryan N-14656 N.2-15369 
Maxfield Ryan N-14682 N.2-15395 
Maxfield Ryan N-14716 N.2-15429 
Maxfield Ryan N-14786 N.2-15499 
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Maxfield Ryan N-14821 N.2-15534 
Maxfield Ryan N-14851 N.2-15564 
Maxfield Ryan N-14877 N.2-15591 
Maxfield Ryan N-14901 N.2-15615 
Maxfield Ryan N-14926 N.2-15640 
Maxfield Ryan N-14984 N.2-15698 
Maxfield Ryan N-15013 N.2-15727 
Maxfield Ryan N-15072 N.2-15786 
Maxwell Ian N-16696 N.2-17413 
May Paul 1718 N.2-21056 
Mayes Joshua N-09161 N.2-9800 
Mayes Joshua N-09181 N.2-9821 
Mayes Joshua N-09205 N.2-9845 
Mayes Joshua N-09229 N.2-9869 
Mayes Joshua N-09260 N.2-9900 
Mayes Joshua N-09294 N.2-9934 
Mayes Joshua N-09317 N.2-9957 
Mayes Joshua N-09351 N.2-9991 
Mayes Joshua N-09390 N.2-10030 
Mayes Joshua N-09425 N.2-10065 
Mayes Joshua N-09449 N.2-10089 
Mayes Joshua N-09499 N.2-10139 
Mayes Joshua N-09540 N.2-10180 
Mayes Joshua N-09580 N.2-10220 
Mayes Joshua N-09618 N.2-10258 
Mayes Joshua N-09661 N.2-10301 
Mayes Joshua N-09662 N.2-10302 
Mayes Joshua N-09703 N.2-10343 
Mayes Joshua N-09723 N.2-10363 
Mayne Bryana W-VV-154 N.2-340 
Mayo Zach N-11890 N.2-12558 
Mazala Jason N-04211 N.2-4770 
Mazala Jason N-04235 N.2-4796 
Mazala Jason N-04260 N.2-4822 
Mazala Jason N-04277 N.2-4840 
Mazala Jason N-04301 N.2-4864 
Mazala Jason N-04340 N.2-4906 
Mazala Jason N-04360 N.2-4927 
Mazala Jason N-04382 N.2-4950 
Mazala Jason N-04436 N.2-5006 
Mazala Jason N-04461 N.2-5031 
Mazala Jason N-04479 N.2-5049 
Mazala Jason N-04480 N.2-5050 
Mazala Jason N-04580 N.2-5154 
Mazala Jason N-04599 N.2-5174 
Mazala Jason N-04631 N.2-5207 
Mazala Jason N-04659 N.2-5235 
Mazala Jason N-04684 N.2-5261 
Mazala Jason N-04747 N.2-5326 
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Mazala Jason N-04761 N.2-5341 
Mazala Jason N-04811 N.2-5392 
Mazala Jason N-04838 N.2-5420 
Mazala Jason N-04857 N.2-5440 
Mazala Jason N-06330 N.2-6936 
Mazerolle Joshua N-17076 N.2-17793 
MC  Andrew N-18109 N.2-18843 
McBurney Charles 1394 N.2-20807 
McCabe Cory N-08792 N.2-9428 
McCafferty David 2273 N.2-21574 
McCain Dan N-09527 N.2-10167 
McCain Dan N-09561 N.2-10201 
McCain Dan N-09574 N.2-10214 
McCain Dan N-09586 N.2-10226 
McCain Dan N-09604 N.2-10244 
McCain Dan N-09626 N.2-10266 
McCain Dan N-09638 N.2-10278 
McCain Dan N-09652 N.2-10292 
McCain Dan N-09670 N.2-10310 
McCain Dan N-09689 N.2-10329 
McCain Luke N-06319 N.2-6925 
McCain Luke N-06320 N.2-6926 
McCain Luke N-06321 N.2-6927 
McCain Luke N-06323 N.2-6929 
McCain Luke N-06324 N.2-6930 
McCain Luke N-06325 N.2-6931 
McCain Luke N-06402 N.2-7010 
McCain Luke N-06666 N.2-7289 
McCain Luke N-06670 N.2-7293 
McCain Luke N-06710 N.2-7336 
McCain Luke N-10403 N.2-11045 
McCain Luke N-10433 N.2-11076 
McCain Luke N-10476 N.2-11122 
McCain Luke N-10502 N.2-11155 
McCain Luke N-10522 N.2-11176 
McCain Luke N-10550 N.2-11205 
McCain Luke N-10592 N.2-11249 
McCain Luke N-10596 N.2-11253 
McCain Luke N-10633 N.2-11292 
McCain Luke N-10689 N.2-11350 
McCain Luke N-10881 N.2-11548 
McCain Luke N-10906 N.2-11573 
McCain Luke N-10945 N.2-11612 
McCain Luke N-10961 N.2-11628 
McCain Luke N-11007 N.2-11675 
McCain Luke N-11026 N.2-11694 
McCain Luke N-11052 N.2-11720 
McCain Luke N-11073 N.2-11741 
McCain Luke N-11103 N.2-11771 
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McCain Luke N-11143 N.2-11811 
McCain Luke N-11170 N.2-11838 
McCain Luke N-11219 N.2-11887 
McCain Luke N-11282 N.2-11950 
McCain Luke N-11313 N.2-11981 
McCain Luke N-11380 N.2-12048 
McCain Luke N-11426 N.2-12094 
McCain Luke N-11428 N.2-12096 
McCain Luke N-11465 N.2-12133 
McCain Luke N-11489 N.2-12157 
McCain Luke N-12565 N.2-13235 
McCain Luke N-12589 N.2-13261 
McCain Luke N-12610 N.2-13283 
McCain Luke N-12623 N.2-13296 
McCain Luke N-12734 N.2-13411 
McCain Luke N-12821 N.2-13522 
McCain Luke N-15647 N.2-16363 
McCain Luke N-15862 N.2-16579 
McCain Luke N-15883 N.2-16600 
McCain Luke N-15909 N.2-16626 
McCain Luke N-15924 N.2-16641 
McCain Luke N-15966 N.2-16683 
McCain Luke N-16029 N.2-16746 
McCain Luke N-16104 N.2-16821 
McCain Luke N-16171 N.2-16888 
McCain Luke N-16172 N.2-16889 
McCain Luke N-16395 N.2-17112 
McCain Michael 1570 N.2-20925 
Mccallick James 1466 N.2-20835 
McCallum John N-18699 N.2-19512 
McCarley Patsy N-18770 N.2-19727 
McCarthy Dan N-03463 N.2-4015 
McCarthy Dan N-03497 N.2-4049 
McCarthy Dan N-03519 N.2-4071 
McCarthy Dan N-03520 N.2-4072 
McCarthy Dan N-03554 N.2-4106 
McCarthy Dan N-03595 N.2-4147 
McCarthy Dan N-03609 N.2-4161 
McCarthy Dan N-03629 N.2-4181 
McCarthy Dan N-03653 N.2-4205 
McCarthy Dan N-03693 N.2-4245 
McCarthy Dan N-03713 N.2-4265 
McCarthy Dan N-03732 N.2-4284 
McCarthy Dan N-03749 N.2-4301 
McCarthy Dan N-03800 N.2-4352 
McCarthy Dan N-03817 N.2-4369 
McCarthy Dan N-03850 N.2-4402 
McCarthy Dan N-03868 N.2-4420 
McCarthy Dan N-03893 N.2-4445 
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McCarthy Dan N-03912 N.2-4464 
McCarthy Dan N-03976 N.2-4528 
McCarthy Dan N-04004 N.2-4556 
McCarthy Dan N-04044 N.2-4596 
McCarthy Dan N-04070 N.2-4622 
McCarthy Dan N-04091 N.2-4643 
McCarty Michael N-00370 N.2-885 
McCaslin Dion N-00603 N.2-1152 
McCaslin Dion N-00736 N.2-1285 
McCaslin Dion N-00776 N.2-1325 
McCaslin Dion N-00907 N.2-1456 
McCaslin Dion N-01221 N.2-1770 
McCaslin Dion N-01377 N.2-1926 
McCaslin Dion N-01378 N.2-1927 
McCaslin Dion N-01500 N.2-2049 
McCaslin Dion N-01565 N.2-2114 
McCaslin Dion N-01616 N.2-2165 
McCaslin Dion N-01661 N.2-2210 
McCaslin Dion N-01705 N.2-2254 
McCaslin Dion N-01734 N.2-2283 
McCaslin Dion N-01773 N.2-2322 
McCaslin Dion N-01780 N.2-2329 
McCaslin Dion N-01810 N.2-2359 
McCaslin Dion N-01848 N.2-2397 
McCaslin Dion N-14592 N.2-15305 
McCaslin Dion N-14609 N.2-15322 
McCaslin Dion N-14638 N.2-15351 
McCaslin Dion N-14685 N.2-15398 
McCaslin Dion N-14819 N.2-15532 
McCaslin Dion N-14844 N.2-15557 
McCaslin Dion N-14900 N.2-15614 
McCaslin Dion N-14925 N.2-15639 
McCaslin Dion N-14991 N.2-15705 
McCaslin Dion N-15078 N.2-15792 
McClain Dan N-09153 N.2-9791 
McClain Dan N-09169 N.2-9809 
McClain Dan N-09193 N.2-9833 
McClain Dan N-09216 N.2-9856 
McClain Dan N-09249 N.2-9889 
McClain Dan N-09270 N.2-9910 
McClain Dan N-09286 N.2-9926 
McClain Dan N-09307 N.2-9947 
McClain Dan N-09336 N.2-9976 
McClain Dan N-09379 N.2-10019 
McClain Dan N-09416 N.2-10056 
McClain Dan N-09436 N.2-10076 
McClain Dan N-09468 N.2-10108 
McClain Dan N-09488 N.2-10128 
McClain Dan N-09489 N.2-10129 
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McClain Dan N-09713 N.2-10353 
McClain Dan N-09737 N.2-10377 
McClain Dan N-13341 N.2-14050 
McClain Dan N-13363 N.2-14072 
McClain Dan N-13379 N.2-14088 
McClain Dan N-13395 N.2-14104 
McClain Dan N-13409 N.2-14118 
McClain Dan N-13430 N.2-14139 
McClain Dan N-13451 N.2-14160 
McClain Dan N-13468 N.2-14177 
McClain Dan N-13488 N.2-14197 
McClain Dan N-13504 N.2-14213 
McClain Dan N-13527 N.2-14236 
McClain Dan N-13574 N.2-14283 
McClain Dan N-13620 N.2-14329 
McClain Dan N-13644 N.2-14353 
McClain Dan N-13669 N.2-14378 
McClain Dan N-13671 N.2-14380 
McClain Dan N-13705 N.2-14414 
McClain Dan N-13736 N.2-14445 
McClain Dan N-13747 N.2-14456 
McClain Dan N-13772 N.2-14481 
McClain Dan N-13796 N.2-14505 
McClain Dan N-13810 N.2-14519 
McClain Dan N-13831 N.2-14540 
McClain Dan N-13865 N.2-14574 
McClain Dan N-13905 N.2-14614 
McClain Dan N-13916 N.2-14625 
McClain Dan N-13934 N.2-14643 
McClain Dan N-13957 N.2-14666 
McClaine Dan N-04202 N.2-4761 
McClaine Dan N-04222 N.2-4782 
McClaine Dan N-04248 N.2-4810 
McClaine Dan N-04270 N.2-4833 
McClaine Dan N-04289 N.2-4852 
McClaine Dan N-04310 N.2-4874 
McClaine Dan N-04329 N.2-4894 
McClaine Dan N-04351 N.2-4918 
McClaine Dan N-04368 N.2-4936 
McClaine Dan N-04419 N.2-4988 
McClaine Dan N-04450 N.2-5020 
McClaine Dan N-04468 N.2-5038 
McClaine Dan N-04501 N.2-5071 
McClaine Dan N-04502 N.2-5072 
McClaine Dan N-04541 N.2-5113 
McClaine Dan N-04568 N.2-5141 
McClaine Dan N-04586 N.2-5160 
McClaine Dan N-04605 N.2-5180 
McClaine Dan N-04649 N.2-5225 
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McClaine Dan N-04670 N.2-5246 
McClaine Dan N-04692 N.2-5269 
McClaine Dan N-04732 N.2-5310 
McClaine Dan N-04753 N.2-5332 
McClaine Dan N-04774 N.2-5354 
McClaine Dan N-04804 N.2-5385 
McClaine Dan N-04827 N.2-5408 
McClaine Dan N-04847 N.2-5429 
McClaine Dan N-04870 N.2-5453 
McClammy James N-08715 N.2-9351 
McClammy James N-12319 N.2-12987 
McClammy James N-12414 N.2-13082 
McClammy James N-12840 N.2-13544 
McClammy James N-12880 N.2-13584 
McClammy James N-12892 N.2-13596 
McClammy James N-12987 N.2-13692 
McClammy James N-13119 N.2-13824 
McClammy James N-13145 N.2-13850 
Mcclammy Vince 1398 N.2-20808 
McClammy Vince N-13365 N.2-14074 
McClammy Vince N-13583 N.2-14292 
McClammy Vince N-13967 N.2-14676 
McClanahan Thomas N-11677 N.2-12345 
McClanahan Thomas N-12012 N.2-12680 
McClintock Michael N-05014 N.2-5600 
McClintock Michael N-05065 N.2-5652 
McClintock Michael N-05182 N.2-5772 
McClintock Michael N-05313 N.2-5908 
McClune Dan N-04207 N.2-4766 
McClune Dan N-04292 N.2-4855 
McClune Dan N-04494 N.2-5064 
McClune Dan N-04530 N.2-5102 
McClune Dan N-04862 N.2-5445 
McClune Dan N-06210 N.2-6814 
McClune Dan N-06503 N.2-7119 
McClune Dan N-08363 N.2-8993 
McClune Dan N-08646 N.2-9282 
McClune Dan N-08677 N.2-9313 
McClune Dan N-08874 N.2-9510 
McClune Dan N-08900 N.2-9537 
McClune Dan N-08923 N.2-9560 
McClune Dan N-09006 N.2-9643 
McClune Dan N-09029 N.2-9666 
McClune Dan N-09124 N.2-9762 
McClune Dan N-09154 N.2-9792 
McClune Dan N-09170 N.2-9810 
McClune Dan N-09194 N.2-9834 
McClune Dan N-09250 N.2-9890 
McClune Dan N-09287 N.2-9927 
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McClune Dan N-09308 N.2-9948 
McClune Dan N-09337 N.2-9977 
McClune Dan N-09380 N.2-10020 
McClune Dan N-09417 N.2-10057 
McClune Dan N-09439 N.2-10079 
McClune Dan N-09510 N.2-10150 
McClune Dan N-09511 N.2-10151 
McClune Dan N-09528 N.2-10168 
McClune Dan N-09598 N.2-10238 
McClune Dan N-09606 N.2-10246 
McClune Dan N-09711 N.2-10351 
McClune Dan N-09712 N.2-10352 
McClune Dan N-09846 N.2-10486 
McClune Dan N-09870 N.2-10510 
McClune Dan N-10077 N.2-10717 
McClune Dan N-10325 N.2-10965 
McClune Dan N-12113 N.2-12781 
McClune Dan N-12224 N.2-12892 
McClune Dan N-12225 N.2-12893 
McClune Dan N-12243 N.2-12911 
McClune Dan N-12256 N.2-12924 
McClune Dan N-12275 N.2-12943 
McClune Dan N-12297 N.2-12965 
McClune Dan N-12313 N.2-12981 
McClune Dan N-12432 N.2-13100 
McClune Dan N-12888 N.2-13592 
McClune Dan N-13137 N.2-13842 
McClune Dan N-13235 N.2-13944 
McClune Dan N-13294 N.2-14003 
McClune Dan N-13376 N.2-14085 
McClune Dan N-13565 N.2-14274 
McClune Dan N-13566 N.2-14275 
McClune Dan N-13567 N.2-14276 
McClune Dan N-13568 N.2-14277 
McClune Dan N-13569 N.2-14278 
McClune Dan N-13570 N.2-14279 
McClune Dan N-13571 N.2-14280 
McClune Dan N-13572 N.2-14281 
McClune Dan N-13573 N.2-14282 
McClune Dan N-13576 N.2-14285 
McClune Dan N-16538 N.2-17255 
McClune Dan N-16551 N.2-17268 
McClune Dan N-16611 N.2-17328 
McClune Dan N-16657 N.2-17374 
McClune Dan N-16859 N.2-17576 
McClune Dan N-16882 N.2-17599 
McClune Dan N-16910 N.2-17627 
McClune Dan N-17030 N.2-17747 
McClune Dan N-17122 N.2-17839 
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McClune Dan N-17164 N.2-17881 
McClune Dan N-17269 N.2-17987 
McClune Dan N-17322 N.2-18040 
McClune Dan N-17350 N.2-18069 
McClune Dan N-17359 N.2-18078 
McClune Dan N-17407 N.2-18129 
McClune Dan N-17475 N.2-18200 
McClune Dan N-17496 N.2-18221 
McClune Dan N-17520 N.2-18245 
McClune Dan N-17561 N.2-18286 
McClune Dan N-17689 N.2-18417 
McClune Dan N-17695 N.2-18423 
McClune Dan N-17709 N.2-18437 
McClune Dan N-17745 N.2-18474 
McClune Dan N-17774 N.2-18503 
McClune Dan N-17784 N.2-18513 
McClune Dan N-17805 N.2-18534 
McClune Dan N-17856 N.2-18585 
McClune Dan N-17902 N.2-18632 
McClune Dan N-17964 N.2-18697 
McClune Dan N-18623 N.2-19358 
McClune Dan N-18645 N.2-19380 
McClune Dan  N-08316 N.2-8946 
McClune Dan  N-08819 N.2-9455 
McClune Dan  N-09218 N.2-9858 
McClune Dan  N-18602 N.2-19336 
McCoy James 2058 N.2-21369 
McCoy Richard N-02797 N.2-3349 
McCoy Richard N-02975 N.2-3527 
McCoy Richard N-03084 N.2-3636 
McCoy Richard N-03214 N.2-3766 
McCoy Richard N-03236 N.2-3788 
McCraw Richard N-05675 N.2-6276 
McCraw Richard N-05764 N.2-6366 
McCraw Richard N-05778 N.2-6380 
McCraw Richard N-05798 N.2-6400 
McCraw Richard N-05815 N.2-6417 
McCraw Richard N-05833 N.2-6435 
McCraw Richard N-05854 N.2-6456 
McCraw Richard N-05890 N.2-6492 
McCraw Richard N-05915 N.2-6517 
McCraw Richard N-05943 N.2-6545 
McCraw Richard N-06038 N.2-6641 
McCraw Richard N-06055 N.2-6658 
McCraw Richard N-06103 N.2-6706 
McCraw Richard N-06157 N.2-6760 
McCraw Richard N-10336 N.2-10976 
McCraw Richard N-16980 N.2-17697 
McCray TJ N-02788 N.2-3340 
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McCrea Thomas 457 N.2-20175 
McCrea Thomas N-17102 N.2-17819 
McCready Michael N-05144 N.2-5734 
McCready Michael N-05616 N.2-6216 
McCullough Anita N-01497 N.2-2046 
McCullough Barry N-00601 N.2-1150 
McCullough Jeff N-05989 N.2-6592 
McCurry Jake N-12154 N.2-12822 
McCusker Wayne N-00157 N.2-605 
McDade William N-10885 N.2-11552 
McDade William N-10910 N.2-11577 
McDade William N-10926 N.2-11593 
McDade William N-10950 N.2-11617 
McDade William N-10974 N.2-11641 
McDade William N-10986 N.2-11653 
McDade William N-11013 N.2-11681 
McDade William N-11028 N.2-11696 
McDade William N-11055 N.2-11723 
McDade William N-11077 N.2-11745 
McDade William N-11107 N.2-11775 
McDade William N-11125 N.2-11793 
McDade William N-11149 N.2-11817 
McDade William N-11168 N.2-11836 
McDade William N-11191 N.2-11859 
McDade William N-11220 N.2-11888 
McDade William N-11253 N.2-11921 
McDade William N-11265 N.2-11933 
McDade William N-11286 N.2-11954 
McDade William N-11310 N.2-11978 
McDade William N-11338 N.2-12006 
McDade William N-11358 N.2-12026 
McDade William N-11385 N.2-12053 
McDade William N-11402 N.2-12070 
McDade William N-11439 N.2-12107 
McDade William N-11442 N.2-12110 
McDade William N-11471 N.2-12139 
McDade William N-11494 N.2-12162 
McDaniel Andrew W-VV-050 N.2-236 
McDonald Don O-ON-033 N.2-418 
McDonald Don W-ON-029 N.2-69 
McDonald Ian N-01971 N.2-2522 
McDonough Patrick N-07344 N.2-7974 
McDougal Aaron N-03445 N.2-3997 
McDougal Aaron N-03569 N.2-4121 
McDougal Aaron N-03615 N.2-4167 
McDougal Aaron N-03645 N.2-4197 
McDougal Aaron N-03707 N.2-4259 
McDougal Aaron N-03804 N.2-4356 
McDougal Aaron N-03942 N.2-4494 
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McDougal Aaron N-03983 N.2-4535 
McDougal Aaron N-04027 N.2-4579 
McDougal Aaron N-04051 N.2-4603 
McDougal Aaron N-04077 N.2-4629 
McDougall Gert N-00092 N.2-534 
McDougall Robert N-00091 N.2-533 
McDuell Paul 1585 N.2-20938 
McDuell Paul 1777 N.2-21097 
McElwain Kirk 1417 N.2-20817 
Mcentire Jeff 376 N.2-20127 
McFadden Roger 705 N.2-20327 
McGaw Chris N-02002 N.2-2553 
McGaw Chris N-02160 N.2-2711 
McGaw Chris N-02232 N.2-2783 
McGaw Chris N-02357 N.2-2908 
McGaw Chris N-02500 N.2-3051 
McGaw Chris N-02636 N.2-3188 
McGee David W-ON-131 N.2-172 
McGee Trent 495 N.2-20199 
McGee Trenton N-16466 N.2-17183 
McGhan Ryan N-06718 N.2-7344 
McGhan Ryan N-06755 N.2-7381 
Mcghan Ryan N-06776 N.2-7402 
McGhan Ryan N-06802 N.2-7428 
McGhan Ryan N-06836 N.2-7462 
McGhan Ryan N-06875 N.2-7501 
McGhan Ryan N-06904 N.2-7530 
McGhan Ryan N-06905 N.2-7531 
McGhan Ryan N-06934 N.2-7560 
McGhan Ryan N-06972 N.2-7601 
McGhan Ryan N-06995 N.2-7625 
McGhan Ryan N-07021 N.2-7651 
McGhan Ryan N-07075 N.2-7705 
McGhan Ryan N-07105 N.2-7735 
McGhan Ryan N-07132 N.2-7762 
McGhan Ryan N-07176 N.2-7806 
McGhan Ryan N-07217 N.2-7847 
McGhan Ryan N-07258 N.2-7888 
McGhan Ryan N-07292 N.2-7922 
McGhan Ryan N-07331 N.2-7961 
McGhan Ryan N-07378 N.2-8008 
McGhan Ryan N-07409 N.2-8039 
McGhan Ryan N-07438 N.2-8068 
McGhan Ryan N-07454 N.2-8084 
McGhan Ryan N-07474 N.2-8104 
McGhan Ryan N-07489 N.2-8119 
McGhan Ryan N-07516 N.2-8146 
McGhan Ryan N-07534 N.2-8164 
McGough Martin 1268 N.2-20725 
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McGrady John N-00487 N.2-1036 
McGrady John N-01490 N.2-2039 
McGrady John N-01845 N.2-2394 
McGrady John N-01920 N.2-2469 
McGrady John N-01923 N.2-2472 
McGrady John N-01935 N.2-2484 
McGrady John N-01936 N.2-2485 
McGrady John N-01937 N.2-2486 
McGrady John N-04462 N.2-5032 
McGrady John N-04913 N.2-5499 
McGrady John N-04990 N.2-5576 
McGrady John N-05016 N.2-5602 
McGrady John N-05020 N.2-5606 
McGrady John N-05132 N.2-5722 
McGrady John N-05301 N.2-5893 
McGrady John N-05376 N.2-5973 
McGrady John N-05463 N.2-6060 
McGrath Brian 1941 N.2-21258 
McGrath Brian N-08084 N.2-8714 
McGrath Greg N-00217 N.2-665 
McGregor Caryn W-VV-163 N.2-349 
McGuire Maureen N-05649 N.2-6250 
Mchugh Thomas N-11896 N.2-12564 
McInchak Kevin N-08850 N.2-9486 
McIntosh Robbie N-06668 N.2-7291 
McIntosh Robbie N-08555 N.2-9191 
McIntosh Robbie N-09067 N.2-9705 
McIntosh Robbie N-10365 N.2-11005 
McIntosh Robbie N-10367 N.2-11007 
McIntosh Robbie N-10490 N.2-11136 
McIntosh Robbie N-10546 N.2-11201 
McIntosh Robbie N-10598 N.2-11255 
McIntosh Robbie N-10620 N.2-11278 
McIntosh Robbie N-10685 N.2-11346 
McIntosh Robbie N-11588 N.2-12256 
McIntosh Robbie N-12034 N.2-12702 
McIntosh Robbie N-12496 N.2-13164 
McIntosh Robbie N-12517 N.2-13185 
McIntosh Robbie N-12541 N.2-13210 
McIntosh Robbie N-12595 N.2-13267 
McIntosh Robbie N-12617 N.2-13290 
McIntosh Robbie N-12644 N.2-13319 
McIntosh Robbie N-12673 N.2-13348 
McIntosh Robbie N-12693 N.2-13369 
McIntosh Robbie N-12806 N.2-13506 
McIntosh Robbie N-13148 N.2-13853 
McIntosh Robbie N-13172 N.2-13878 
McIntosh Robbie N-13194 N.2-13902 
McIntosh Robbie N-13212 N.2-13920 
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McIntosh Robbie N-15944 N.2-16661 
McIntosh Robbie N-16444 N.2-17161 
McIntosh Robbie N-18074 N.2-18808 
McIntosh Robbie N-18266 N.2-19000 
McIntosh Robbie N-18309 N.2-19043 
McIntosh Robbie N-18345 N.2-19079 
McIntosh Robbie N-18436 N.2-19170 
McIntosh Steven N-08350 N.2-8980 
McIntyre Samuel N-09936 N.2-10576 
McIntyre Samuel N-10137 N.2-10777 
McJones Joel N-05674 N.2-6275 
McJones Joel N-05684 N.2-6285 
McJones Joel N-05705 N.2-6306 
McJones Joel N-05718 N.2-6319 
McJones Joel N-05763 N.2-6365 
McJones Joel N-05782 N.2-6384 
McJones Joel N-05792 N.2-6394 
McJones Joel N-05827 N.2-6429 
McJones Joel N-05903 N.2-6505 
McJones Joel N-05934 N.2-6536 
McJones Joel N-06031 N.2-6634 
McJones Joel N-06099 N.2-6702 
McJones Joel N-06129 N.2-6732 
McJones  Joel N-02007 N.2-2558 
McJones  Joel N-02127 N.2-2678 
McKague Mark W-ON-024 N.2-64 
McKague Mark W-ON-137 N.2-185 
McKain Michael 377 N.2-20128 
McKay Duane N-01064 N.2-1613 
McKeay Annette N-00163 N.2-611 
McKechnie Tyler N-05169 N.2-5759 
Mckelvy Chris 592 N.2-20258 
McKendree Kyle N-03270 N.2-3822 
McKendree Kyle N-03301 N.2-3853 
McKendree Kyle N-03394 N.2-3946 
McKenna Bill N-09512 N.2-10152 
McKenna Bill N-09526 N.2-10166 
McKenna Bill N-09562 N.2-10202 
McKenna Bill N-09575 N.2-10215 
McKenna Bill N-09587 N.2-10227 
McKenna Bill N-09603 N.2-10243 
McKenna Bill N-09627 N.2-10267 
McKenna Bill N-09639 N.2-10279 
McKenna Bill N-09653 N.2-10293 
McKenna Bill N-09671 N.2-10311 
McKenna Bill N-09690 N.2-10330 
McKenna Bill N-09714 N.2-10354 
McKenna Bill N-09736 N.2-10376 
McKenna Bill  N-09152 N.2-9790 
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McKenna Bill  N-09192 N.2-9832 
McKenna Bill  N-09215 N.2-9855 
McKenna Bill  N-09248 N.2-9888 
McKenna Bill  N-09269 N.2-9909 
McKenna Bill  N-09285 N.2-9925 
McKenna Bill  N-09306 N.2-9946 
McKenna Bill  N-09334 N.2-9974 
McKenna Bill  N-09378 N.2-10018 
McKenna Bill  N-09415 N.2-10055 
McKenna Bill  N-09435 N.2-10075 
McKenna Bill  N-09466 N.2-10106 
McKenna Bill  N-09485 N.2-10125 
McKenna Bill  N-09487 N.2-10127 
McKenzie Chris N-16722 N.2-17439 
McKeown Cheryl W-ON-047 N.2-87 
McKinely Michael N-13249 N.2-13958 
McKinley Jess 1637 N.2-20985 
McKinley Jess 1812 N.2-21134 
McKinley Michael N-08853 N.2-9489 
McKinley Michael N-08914 N.2-9551 
Mckinney Marland N-13786 N.2-14495 
McKinney Merritt W-JT-029 N.2-29 
McKinven Keaton N-05377 N.2-5974 
McLean Chris 1029 N.2-20535 
McMahon Kevin N-14940 N.2-15654 
McMican Robert N-03426 N.2-3978 
McMican Robert N-03461 N.2-4013 
McMican Robert N-03819 N.2-4371 
McMican Robert N-03865 N.2-4417 
McMican Robert N-04003 N.2-4555 
McMican Robert N-04068 N.2-4620 
McMican Robert N-04978 N.2-5564 
McMican Robert N-05001 N.2-5587 
McMican Robert N-05171 N.2-5761 
McMican Robert N-05536 N.2-6133 
McMillan Don 1520 N.2-20884 
McMillan Don N-00194 N.2-642 
McMurray Bailey N-06611 N.2-7231 
McMurray Baily N-04192 N.2-4751 
McMurray Brena N-05601 N.2-6200 
McMurray Brena N-06409 N.2-7017 
McMurray Brena N-13745 N.2-14454 
McMurray Brena N-15498 N.2-16214 
McMurray Brena N-15584 N.2-16300 
McMurray Carola N-06641 N.2-7262 
McMurray Carola N-12815 N.2-13516 
McMurray Carole N-03616 N.2-4168 
McMurray Carole N-04973 N.2-5559 
McMurray Carole N-05594 N.2-6193 
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McMurray Carole N-06175 N.2-6778 
McMurray Carole N-06480 N.2-7093 
McMurray Carole N-06610 N.2-7230 
McMurray Carole N-06614 N.2-7234 
McMurray Carole N-06692 N.2-7317 
McMurray Carole N-06842 N.2-7468 
McMurray Dennis N-04159 N.2-4713 
McMurray Dennis N-05593 N.2-6192 
McMurray Dennis N-05602 N.2-6201 
McMurray Dennis N-06124 N.2-6727 
McMurray Dennis N-06183 N.2-6786 
McMurray Dennis N-06618 N.2-7238 
McMurray Dennis N-06621 N.2-7241 
McMurray Dennis N-06632 N.2-7253 
McMurray Dennis N-06691 N.2-7316 
McMurray Dennis N-06758 N.2-7384 
McMurray Dennis N-06841 N.2-7467 
McMurray Dennis N-07180 N.2-7810 
McMurray Dennis N-07222 N.2-7852 
McMurray Dennis N-12825 N.2-13526 
McMurray Dennis N-16122 N.2-16839 
McMurray Dustin N-04190 N.2-4749 
McMurray Heather N-03916 N.2-4468 
McMurray Heather N-04189 N.2-4748 
McMurray Heather N-06123 N.2-6726 
McMurray Heather N-06465 N.2-7075 
McMurray Heather N-06481 N.2-7094 
McMurray Heather N-06606 N.2-7226 
McMurray Heather N-06694 N.2-7319 
McMurray Heather N-07223 N.2-7853 
McMurray Heather N-16966 N.2-17683 
McMurray Nicholas N-04143 N.2-4696 
McMurray Nicholas N-05168 N.2-5758 
McMurray Nicholas N-05598 N.2-6197 
McMurray Nicholas N-05603 N.2-6202 
McMurray Nicholas N-05650 N.2-6251 
McMurray Nicholas N-06398 N.2-7006 
McMurray Nicholas N-06399 N.2-7007 
McMurray Nicholas N-06604 N.2-7224 
McMurray Nicholas N-12787 N.2-13483 
McMurray Nick N-00672 N.2-1221 
McMurray Nick N-00863 N.2-1412 
McMurray Nick N-00985 N.2-1534 
McMurray Nick N-01107 N.2-1656 
McMurray Nick N-01479 N.2-2028 
McMurray Nick N-01560 N.2-2109 
McMurray Nick N-01653 N.2-2202 
McMurray Nick N-01889 N.2-2438 
McMurray Nick N-01903 N.2-2452 
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McMurray Nick N-01917 N.2-2466 
McMurray Nick N-01995 N.2-2546 
McMurray Nick N-02027 N.2-2578 
McMurray Nick N-02051 N.2-2602 
McMurray Nick N-02081 N.2-2632 
McMurray Nick N-02102 N.2-2653 
McMurray Nick N-02121 N.2-2672 
McMurray Nick N-02162 N.2-2713 
McMurray Nick N-02202 N.2-2753 
McMurray Nick N-02230 N.2-2781 
McMurray Nick N-02248 N.2-2799 
McMurray Nick N-02264 N.2-2815 
McMurray Nick N-02292 N.2-2843 
McMurray Nick N-02309 N.2-2860 
McMurray Nick N-02331 N.2-2882 
McMurray Nick N-02351 N.2-2902 
McMurray Nick N-02372 N.2-2923 
McMurray Nick N-02387 N.2-2938 
McMurray Nick N-02427 N.2-2978 
McMurray Nick N-02428 N.2-2979 
McMurray Nick N-02448 N.2-2999 
McMurray Nick N-02459 N.2-3010 
McMurray Nick N-02507 N.2-3058 
McMurray Nick N-02528 N.2-3079 
McMurray Nick N-02540 N.2-3091 
McMurray Nick N-02547 N.2-3098 
McMurray Nick N-02557 N.2-3108 
McMurray Nick N-02579 N.2-3130 
McMurray Nick N-02592 N.2-3143 
McMurray Nick N-02606 N.2-3157 
McMurray Nick N-02634 N.2-3186 
McMurray Nick N-02658 N.2-3210 
McMurray Nick N-02679 N.2-3231 
McMurray Nick N-02703 N.2-3255 
McMurray Nick N-02726 N.2-3278 
McMurray Nick N-04125 N.2-4678 
McMurray Nick N-04160 N.2-4714 
McMurray Nick N-04166 N.2-4724 
McMurray Nick N-04167 N.2-4725 
McMurray Nick N-04182 N.2-4741 
McMurray Nick N-04184 N.2-4743 
McMurray Nick N-05076 N.2-5664 
McMurray Nick N-05540 N.2-6137 
McMurray Nick N-05542 N.2-6140 
McMurray Nick N-05543 N.2-6141 
McMurray Nick N-05596 N.2-6195 
McMurray Nick N-05599 N.2-6198 
McMurray Nick N-05642 N.2-6243 
McMurray Nick N-05978 N.2-6580 
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McMurray Nick N-05982 N.2-6584 
McMurray Nick N-06122 N.2-6725 
McMurray Nick N-06408 N.2-7016 
McMurray Nick N-06412 N.2-7021 
McMurray Nick N-06460 N.2-7070 
McMurray Nick N-06462 N.2-7072 
McMurray Nick N-06467 N.2-7077 
McMurray Nick N-06469 N.2-7079 
McMurray Nick N-06501 N.2-7117 
McMurray Nick N-06607 N.2-7227 
McMurray Nick N-06609 N.2-7229 
McMurray Nick N-06615 N.2-7235 
McMurray Nick N-06617 N.2-7237 
McMurray Nick N-06629 N.2-7250 
McMurray Nick N-06630 N.2-7251 
McMurray Nick N-06631 N.2-7252 
McMurray Nick N-06639 N.2-7260 
McMurray Nick N-06660 N.2-7283 
McMurray Nick N-06729 N.2-7355 
McMurray Nick N-07226 N.2-7856 
McMurray Nick N-07348 N.2-7978 
McMurray Nick N-10639 N.2-11298 
McMurray Nick N-11196 N.2-11864 
McMurray Nick N-12769 N.2-13454 
McMurray Nick N-12778 N.2-13472 
McMurray Nick N-12786 N.2-13482 
McMurray Nick N-12814 N.2-13515 
McMurray Nick N-13313 N.2-14022 
McMurray Nick N-13894 N.2-14603 
McMurray Nick N-15141 N.2-15855 
McMurray Nick N-15207 N.2-15921 
McMurray Nick N-15237 N.2-15951 
McMurray Nick N-15268 N.2-15982 
McMurray Nick N-15331 N.2-16045 
McMurray Nick N-15353 N.2-16067 
McMurray Nick N-15399 N.2-16114 
McMurray Nick N-15452 N.2-16168 
McMurray Nick N-15472 N.2-16188 
McMurray Nick N-15520 N.2-16236 
McMurray Nick N-15528 N.2-16244 
McMurray Nick N-15546 N.2-16262 
McMurray Nick N-15602 N.2-16318 
McMurray Nick N-15622 N.2-16338 
McMurray Nick N-15666 N.2-16382 
McMurray Nick N-16508 N.2-17225 
McMurray Starr N-04156 N.2-4710 
McMurray Starr N-05438 N.2-6035 
McMurray Starr N-05592 N.2-6191 
McMurray Starr N-06410 N.2-7018 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-262  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
McMurray Tessa N-04197 N.2-4756 
McMurray Tyler N-04106 N.2-4658 
McMurrey Stanton N-07694 N.2-8324 
McMurrey Stanton N-07879 N.2-8509 
McMurrey Stanton N-07980 N.2-8610 
McMurrey Stanton N-08174 N.2-8804 
McNicholas Randy 860 N.2-20423 
McNulty Kevin 2177 N.2-21467 
McPherson Ty N-06731 N.2-7357 
McPherson Ty N-06763 N.2-7389 
McPherson Ty N-06788 N.2-7414 
McPherson Ty N-06807 N.2-7433 
McPherson Ty N-06854 N.2-7480 
McPherson Ty N-06884 N.2-7510 
McPherson Ty N-06919 N.2-7545 
McPherson Ty N-06920 N.2-7546 
McPherson Ty N-06940 N.2-7566 
McPherson Ty N-06980 N.2-7609 
McPherson Ty N-07001 N.2-7631 
McPherson Ty N-07046 N.2-7676 
McPherson Ty N-07084 N.2-7714 
McPherson Ty N-07109 N.2-7739 
McPherson Ty N-07148 N.2-7778 
McPherson Ty N-07188 N.2-7818 
McPherson Ty N-07242 N.2-7872 
McPherson Ty N-07270 N.2-7900 
McPherson Ty N-07301 N.2-7931 
McPherson Ty N-07356 N.2-7986 
McPherson Ty N-07389 N.2-8019 
McPherson Ty N-07421 N.2-8051 
McPherson Ty N-07443 N.2-8073 
McPherson Ty N-07462 N.2-8092 
McPherson Ty N-07479 N.2-8109 
McPherson Ty N-07499 N.2-8129 
McPherson Ty N-07521 N.2-8151 
McPherson Ty N-07546 N.2-8176 
McPherson Wyn N-07708 N.2-8338 
Mcpherson Wyn N-08235 N.2-8865 
Mcpherson Wyn N-08307 N.2-8937 
McQueen Daniel N-10387 N.2-11029 
McQueen Daniel N-10456 N.2-11101 
McQueen Daniel N-10478 N.2-11124 
McQueen Daniel N-10499 N.2-11149 
McQueen Daniel N-10523 N.2-11177 
McQueen Daniel N-10532 N.2-11187 
McQueen Daniel N-10669 N.2-11330 
McQueen Daniel N-12535 N.2-13204 
McQueen Daniel N-12618 N.2-13291 
McQueen Daniel N-12707 N.2-13384 
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McQuillin Andy N-00762 N.2-1311 
McQuillin Andy N-01016 N.2-1565 
McReag Dan N-00159 N.2-607 
McRory Andrew N-02982 N.2-3534 
McRory Andrew N-03366 N.2-3918 
McRory Andrew N-11924 N.2-12592 
Meachum Michael N-00541 N.2-1090 
Mead Rod N-04394 N.2-4963 
Meade Greg W-JT-012 N.2-12 
Meade Wade W-JT-020 N.2-20 
Meadows Kellan W-ON-110 N.2-151 
Means Rob N-02836 N.2-3388 
Means Rob  N-03417 N.2-3969 
Mecier Francis N-03411 N.2-3963 
Medeiros Michael N-17211 N.2-17929 
Meier Brandon N-11686 N.2-12354 
Mellor Derek N-16463 N.2-17180 
Mendez Robert 1127 N.2-20603 
Mercer Nicholas N-01507 N.2-2056 
Mercer Nicholas N-13377 N.2-14086 
Mercer Nicholas N-13822 N.2-14531 
Mercer Nicholas N-13949 N.2-14658 
Mercier Francis 1920 N.2-21240 
Mercier Francis N-01969 N.2-2520 
Mercier Francis N-02865 N.2-3417 
Mercurfo Aaron N-00128 N.2-575 
Meredith Jordan N-01928 N.2-2477 
Merrifield Michael N-12405 N.2-13073 
Merrin Darryl N-01060 N.2-1609 
Merrin Darryl N-01940 N.2-2489 
Merrin Darryl N-04983 N.2-5569 
Merrin Darryl N-05190 N.2-5780 
Merrin Darryl N-06880 N.2-7506 
Merrin Darryl N-06943 N.2-7569 
Merrin Darryl N-07184 N.2-7814 
Merrin Darryl N-07231 N.2-7861 
Merrin Darryl N-09920 N.2-10560 
Merrin Darryl N-13355 N.2-14064 
Merrin Darryl N-13633 N.2-14342 
Merrin Darryl N-13670 N.2-14379 
Merrin Darryl N-13695 N.2-14404 
Merrin Darryl N-13742 N.2-14451 
Merrin Darryl N-13825 N.2-14534 
Merrin Darryl N-13845 N.2-14554 
Merrin Darryl N-13851 N.2-14560 
Merrin Darryl N-13892 N.2-14601 
Merrin Darryl N-13909 N.2-14618 
Merrin Darryl N-16770 N.2-17487 
Merrin Darryl N-16799 N.2-17516 
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Merrin Darryl N-16861 N.2-17578 
Merrin Darryl N-16891 N.2-17608 
Merrin Darryl N-17261 N.2-17979 
Mesarchik Dana 2021 N.2-21335 
Mesko Mark 881 N.2-20435 
Metzgar Bradley N-07857 N.2-8487 
Metzgar Bradley N-08019 N.2-8649 
Metzgar Bradley N-08204 N.2-8834 
Meyer Aaron N-01550 N.2-2099 
Meyer Aaron N-04710 N.2-5288 
Meyer Bob 521 N.2-20215 
Meyer Kyle N-18332 N.2-19066 
Meyers Karen 1451 N.2-20837 
Meyers Matt N-10615 N.2-11273 
Meyers Ted 1557 N.2-20913 
Meyner Gus 2149 N.2-21442 
Michaud Kriss 1324 N.2-20766 
Michaud Kriss N-05234 N.2-5824 
Michell Jayson N-13414 N.2-14123 
Michellq Jayson N-13721 N.2-14430 
Mickelsen Charles N-13301 N.2-14010 
Micklitsch Carl N-13043 N.2-13748 
Middlebrook Jason N-08189 N.2-8819 
Middlebrough Richard 77 N.2-19935 
Midkiff Christopher 769 N.2-20366 
Midkiff Christopher N-17329 N.2-18047 
Midkiff Christopher N-17512 N.2-18237 
Midkiff Christopher N-17619 N.2-18345 
Midkiff Christopher N-17676 N.2-18404 
Midkiff Christopher N-17827 N.2-18556 
Mikkelsen Greg 1082 N.2-20572 
Mikusky Kevin N-03473 N.2-4025 
Mikusky Kevin N-03558 N.2-4110 
Mikusky Kevin N-03651 N.2-4203 
Mikusky Kevin N-03737 N.2-4289 
Mikusky Kevin N-03840 N.2-4392 
Mikusky Kevin N-03928 N.2-4480 
Mikusky Kevin N-03929 N.2-4481 
Mikusky Kevin N-03961 N.2-4513 
Mikusky Kevin N-04015 N.2-4567 
Mikusky Kevin N-04096 N.2-4648 
Mikusky Kevin N-05360 N.2-5957 
Mikusky Kevin N-05401 N.2-5998 
Milek Josh N-18289 N.2-19023 
Miles Jack N-06645 N.2-7266 
Miles Jack N-15196 N.2-15910 
Miles Jack N-15225 N.2-15939 
Miles Jack N-15260 N.2-15974 
Miles Jack N-15347 N.2-16061 
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Miles Jack N-15466 N.2-16182 
Miles Jack N-15544 N.2-16260 
Miles Jack N-15638 N.2-16354 
Miles Jack N-15663 N.2-16379 
Mileur Glenn W-VV-176 N.2-362 
Miley Kenneth N-13734 N.2-14443 
Millan Kyle N-18148 N.2-18882 
Millan Kyle N-18301 N.2-19035 
Millard Kurt N-18534 N.2-19268 
Miller Brian 1883 N.2-21205 
Miller Clayton 2338 N.2-21709 
Miller Clayton 2339 N.2-21710 
Miller Clayton 2341 N.2-21712 
Miller Clayton 2383 N.2-21782 
Miller Colton N-17609 N.2-18335 
Miller Donna N-08178 N.2-8808 
Miller Erik 461 N.2-20177 
Miller Guy 930 N.2-20462 
Miller Gwen 1091 N.2-20578 
Miller Jeffrey N-00198 N.2-646 
Miller Karl 2156 N.2-21448 
Miller Laura N-15119 N.2-15833 
Miller Laura N-15137 N.2-15851 
Miller Laura N-15156 N.2-15870 
Miller Laura N-15187 N.2-15901 
Miller Laura N-15214 N.2-15928 
Miller Laura N-15246 N.2-15960 
Miller Laura N-15270 N.2-15984 
Miller Laura N-15293 N.2-16007 
Miller Laura N-15314 N.2-16028 
Miller Laura N-15323 N.2-16037 
Miller Laura N-15344 N.2-16058 
Miller Laura N-15378 N.2-16093 
Miller Laura N-15410 N.2-16125 
Miller Laura N-15435 N.2-16151 
Miller Laura N-15456 N.2-16172 
Miller Laura N-15477 N.2-16193 
Miller Laura N-15501 N.2-16217 
Miller Laura N-15519 N.2-16235 
Miller Laura N-15538 N.2-16254 
Miller Laura N-15557 N.2-16273 
Miller Laura N-15588 N.2-16304 
Miller Laura N-15615 N.2-16331 
Miller Laura N-15631 N.2-16347 
Miller Laura N-15651 N.2-16367 
Miller Laura N-15677 N.2-16393 
Miller Laura N-15678 N.2-16394 
Miller Laura N-15699 N.2-16415 
Miller LeRoy 2075 N.2-21384 
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Miller Matt N-11837 N.2-12505 
Miller Matt N-11928 N.2-12596 
Miller Matt N-11958 N.2-12626 
Miller Matt N-11982 N.2-12650 
Miller Matt N-11983 N.2-12651 
Miller Matt N-12097 N.2-12765 
Miller Matthew W-VV-084 N.2-270 
Miller Natan N-13017 N.2-13722 
Miller Nathan N-13106 N.2-13811 
Miller Nicholas W-JT-011 N.2-11 
Miller Nicholas W-JT-015 N.2-15 
Miller Randell N-00241 N.2-691 
Miller Scott N-02204 N.2-2755 
Miller Scott N-02265 N.2-2816 
Miller Scott N-02359 N.2-2910 
Miller Scott N-02611 N.2-3162 
Miller Scott N-07798 N.2-8428 
Miller Scott N-07922 N.2-8552 
Miller Scott N-09138 N.2-9776 
Miller Scott N-09820 N.2-10460 
Miller Scott N-09865 N.2-10505 
Miller Scott N-09932 N.2-10572 
Miller Scott N-09973 N.2-10613 
Miller Scott N-10165 N.2-10805 
Miller Scott N-13988 N.2-14697 
Miller Scott N-14009 N.2-14718 
Miller Scott N-14028 N.2-14737 
Miller Scott N-14047 N.2-14756 
Miller Scott N-14091 N.2-14800 
Miller Scott N-14112 N.2-14822 
Miller Scott N-14134 N.2-14844 
Miller Scott N-14164 N.2-14874 
Miller Scott N-14184 N.2-14894 
Miller Scott N-14285 N.2-14996 
Miller Scott N-14298 N.2-15009 
Miller Scott N-14299 N.2-15010 
Miller Scott N-14466 N.2-15179 
Miller Scott N-15729 N.2-16445 
Miller Scott N-15742 N.2-16458 
Miller Scott N-15823 N.2-16539 
Miller Shane N-00523 N.2-1072 
Miller Shane N-00583 N.2-1132 
Miller Shane N-00983 N.2-1532 
Miller Sheldon 751 N.2-20355 
Miller Thomas 757 N.2-20359 
Miller Tony 558 N.2-20237 
Miller Wayne 861 N.2-20424 
Milligan Gary W-VV-016 N.2-202 
Milller Laura N-15093 N.2-15807 
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Mills Kevin N-15853 N.2-16570 
Mills Kevin N-15872 N.2-16589 
Mills Kevin N-15895 N.2-16612 
Mills Kevin N-15942 N.2-16659 
Mills Kevin N-15955 N.2-16672 
Mills Kevin N-15985 N.2-16702 
Mills Kevin N-15992 N.2-16709 
Mills Kevin N-16012 N.2-16729 
Mills Kevin N-16041 N.2-16758 
Mills Kevin N-16062 N.2-16779 
Mills Kevin N-16091 N.2-16808 
Mills Kevin N-16118 N.2-16835 
Mills Kevin N-16189 N.2-16906 
MIlls Kevin N-16193 N.2-16910 
MIlls Kevin N-16194 N.2-16911 
Mills Kevin N-16220 N.2-16937 
Mills Kevin N-16248 N.2-16965 
Mills Kevin N-16272 N.2-16989 
Mills Kevin N-16291 N.2-17008 
Mills Kevin N-16312 N.2-17029 
Mills Kevin N-16335 N.2-17052 
Mills Kevin N-16359 N.2-17076 
Mills Kevin N-16383 N.2-17100 
Mills Kevin N-16413 N.2-17130 
Mills Kevin N-16428 N.2-17145 
Mills Kevin N-16462 N.2-17179 
Mills Kevin N-16483 N.2-17200 
Mills Kevin N-16506 N.2-17223 
Mills Kevin N-16616 N.2-17333 
Mills Kevin N-16630 N.2-17347 
Mills Kevin N-16687 N.2-17404 
Mills Kevin N-16768 N.2-17485 
MIlls Kevin N-16847 N.2-17564 
MIlls Kevin N-16897 N.2-17614 
Mills Kevin N-17131 N.2-17848 
Mills Kevin N-17146 N.2-17863 
Mills Tim N-11552 N.2-12220 
Mills Tim N-11584 N.2-12252 
Mills Tim N-11645 N.2-12313 
Mills Tim N-11694 N.2-12362 
Mills Tim N-11885 N.2-12553 
Mills Tim N-11922 N.2-12590 
Mills Tim N-12055 N.2-12723 
Mills Tim N-12072 N.2-12740 
Minarik John N-02332 N.2-2883 
Minnick David 1901 N.2-21221 
Minor Kenneth N-04408 N.2-4977 
Minor Sean 913 N.2-20454 
Minosse Nicholas N-12365 N.2-13033 
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Minter Fred N-00361 N.2-876 
Minyard James 2206 N.2-21509 
Mitchell Caleb N-08015 N.2-8645 
Mitchell Caleb N-13982 N.2-14691 
Mitchell Caleb N-14005 N.2-14714 
Mitchell Caleb N-14025 N.2-14734 
Mitchell Caleb N-14042 N.2-14751 
Mitchell Caleb N-14067 N.2-14776 
Mitchell Caleb N-14086 N.2-14795 
Mitchell Caleb N-14108 N.2-14817 
Mitchell Caleb N-14127 N.2-14837 
Mitchell Caleb N-14150 N.2-14860 
Mitchell Caleb N-14167 N.2-14877 
Mitchell Caleb N-14194 N.2-14904 
Mitchell Caleb N-14222 N.2-14932 
Mitchell Caleb N-14269 N.2-14980 
Mitchell Caleb N-14291 N.2-15002 
Mitchell Caleb N-14326 N.2-15038 
Mitchell Caleb N-14327 N.2-15039 
Mitchell Caleb N-14339 N.2-15051 
Mitchell Caleb N-14398 N.2-15110 
Mitchell Caleb N-14422 N.2-15134 
Mitchell Caleb N-14474 N.2-15187 
Mitchell Caleb N-14496 N.2-15209 
Mitchell Caleb N-14527 N.2-15240 
Mitchell Caleb N-15713 N.2-16429 
Mitchell Caleb N-15737 N.2-16453 
Mitchell Caleb N-15761 N.2-16477 
Mitchell Caleb N-15798 N.2-16514 
Mitchell Caleb N-15836 N.2-16553 
Mitchell Jayson 394 N.2-20138 
Mitchell Jayson N-00441 N.2-990 
Mitchell Jayson N-00479 N.2-1028 
Mitchell Jayson N-00521 N.2-1070 
Mitchell Jayson N-00581 N.2-1130 
Mitchell Jayson N-00670 N.2-1219 
Mitchell Jayson N-00720 N.2-1269 
Mitchell Jayson N-00761 N.2-1310 
Mitchell Jayson N-00818 N.2-1367 
Mitchell Jayson N-00876 N.2-1425 
Mitchell Jayson N-00978 N.2-1527 
Mitchell Jayson N-01018 N.2-1567 
Mitchell Jayson N-01096 N.2-1645 
Mitchell Jayson N-01146 N.2-1695 
Mitchell Jayson N-01156 N.2-1705 
Mitchell Jayson N-01198 N.2-1747 
Mitchell Jayson N-01261 N.2-1810 
Mitchell Jayson N-01300 N.2-1849 
Mitchell Jayson N-01359 N.2-1908 
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Mitchell Jayson N-01360 N.2-1909 
Mitchell Jayson N-01424 N.2-1973 
Mitchell Jayson N-01476 N.2-2025 
Mitchell Jayson N-01554 N.2-2103 
Mitchell Jayson N-01593 N.2-2142 
Mitchell Jayson N-01646 N.2-2195 
Mitchell Jayson N-01685 N.2-2234 
Mitchell Jayson N-01722 N.2-2271 
Mitchell Jayson N-01752 N.2-2301 
Mitchell Jayson N-01788 N.2-2337 
Mitchell Jayson N-01828 N.2-2377 
Mitchell Jayson N-13348 N.2-14057 
Mitchell Jayson N-13367 N.2-14076 
Mitchell Jayson N-13383 N.2-14092 
Mitchell Jayson N-13396 N.2-14105 
Mitchell Jayson N-13424 N.2-14133 
Mitchell Jayson N-13456 N.2-14165 
Mitchell Jayson N-13474 N.2-14183 
Mitchell Jayson N-13493 N.2-14202 
Mitchell Jayson N-13509 N.2-14218 
Mitchell Jayson N-13531 N.2-14240 
Mitchell Jayson N-13594 N.2-14303 
Mitchell Jayson N-13624 N.2-14333 
Mitchell Jayson N-13649 N.2-14358 
Mitchell Jayson N-13677 N.2-14386 
Mitchell Jayson N-13678 N.2-14387 
Mitchell Jayson N-13690 N.2-14399 
Mitchell Jayson N-13751 N.2-14460 
Mitchell Jayson N-13764 N.2-14473 
Mitchell Jayson N-13794 N.2-14503 
Mitchell Jayson N-13801 N.2-14510 
Mitchell Jayson N-13821 N.2-14530 
Mitchell Jayson N-13863 N.2-14572 
Mitchell Jayson N-13896 N.2-14605 
Mitchell Jayson N-13932 N.2-14641 
Mitchell Jayson N-13966 N.2-14675 
Mitchell Joe 1479 N.2-20854 
Mitchell Mary 1556 N.2-20912 
Mitchell Natalie 1089 N.2-20577 
Mitchell Natalie N-07565 N.2-8195 
Mitchell Natalie N-07585 N.2-8215 
Mitchell Natalie N-07603 N.2-8233 
Mitchell Natalie N-07605 N.2-8235 
Mitchell Natalie N-07636 N.2-8266 
Mitchell Natalie N-07641 N.2-8271 
Mitchell Natalie N-07660 N.2-8290 
Mitchell Natalie N-07709 N.2-8339 
Mitchell Natalie N-07745 N.2-8375 
Mitchell Natalie N-07776 N.2-8406 
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Mitchell Natalie N-07804 N.2-8434 
Mitchell Natalie N-07821 N.2-8451 
Mitchell Natalie N-07825 N.2-8455 
Mitchell Natalie N-07901 N.2-8531 
Mitchell Natalie N-07927 N.2-8557 
Mitchell Natalie N-07956 N.2-8586 
Mitchell Natalie N-08002 N.2-8632 
Mitchell Natalie N-08056 N.2-8686 
Mitchell Natalie N-08061 N.2-8691 
Mitchell Natalie N-08099 N.2-8729 
Mitchell Natalie N-08106 N.2-8736 
Mitchell Natalie N-08135 N.2-8765 
Mitchell Natalie N-08161 N.2-8791 
Mitchell Natalie N-08162 N.2-8792 
Mitchell Natalie N-08236 N.2-8866 
Mitchell Natalie N-08253 N.2-8883 
Mitchell Natalie N-08258 N.2-8888 
Mitchell Natalie N-08300 N.2-8930 
Mitchell Philip N-01007 N.2-1556 
Mitchell Philip N-17994 N.2-18728 
Mitchell Robert N-12967 N.2-13672 
Mitchell Scott W-VV-141 N.2-327 
Mitchell Stephen N-09301 N.2-9941 
Mitchell Stephen W-ON-101 N.2-142 
Mitchell Terry N-06714 N.2-7340 
Mitchell Terry N-06739 N.2-7365 
Mitchell Terry N-06772 N.2-7398 
Mitchell Terry N-06796 N.2-7422 
Mitchell Terry N-06895 N.2-7521 
Mitchell Terry N-06896 N.2-7522 
Mitchell Terry N-06991 N.2-7621 
Mitchell Terry N-07156 N.2-7786 
Mitchell Terry N-07195 N.2-7825 
Mitchell Terry N-07252 N.2-7882 
Mitchell Terry N-07401 N.2-8031 
Mitchell Terry N-07469 N.2-8099 
Mitchell Terry N-07529 N.2-8159 
Mitchell Terry N-07562 N.2-8192 
Mitchell Terry N-07582 N.2-8212 
Mitchell Terry N-07702 N.2-8332 
Mitchell Terry N-07743 N.2-8373 
Mitchell Terry N-07774 N.2-8404 
Mitchell Terry N-07801 N.2-8431 
Mitchell Terry N-07819 N.2-8449 
Mitchell Terry N-07893 N.2-8523 
Mitchell Terry N-07950 N.2-8580 
Mitchell Terry N-07993 N.2-8623 
Mitchell Terry N-08221 N.2-8851 
Mitchell Terry N-08251 N.2-8881 
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Mitchell Terry N-08297 N.2-8927 
Mitchell Terry N-08298 N.2-8928 
Mize Blake N-05264 N.2-5855 
Mize Blake N-05468 N.2-6065 
Mize Blake N-05487 N.2-6084 
Mize Blake N-11198 N.2-11866 
Mobley Russell N-00069 N.2-510 
Mock Chris 320 N.2-20091 
Mock Kevin W-ON-092 N.2-133 
Modliszewska Kinga 315 N.2-20088 
Mohondro Ryan N-00718 N.2-1267 
Mohondro Ryan N-00816 N.2-1365 
Mohondro Ryan N-06177 N.2-6780 
Mohondro Ryan N-06178 N.2-6781 
Mohondro Ryan N-06186 N.2-6789 
Mohondro Ryan N-06187 N.2-6790 
Mohondro Ryan N-06188 N.2-6791 
Mohondro Ryan N-06190 N.2-6793 
Mohondro Ryan N-06191 N.2-6794 
Mohondro Ryan N-06194 N.2-6797 
Mohondro Ryan N-06195 N.2-6798 
Mohondro Ryan N-06196 N.2-6799 
Mohondro Ryan N-06197 N.2-6800 
Mohondro Ryan N-06198 N.2-6801 
Mohondro Ryan N-06200 N.2-6803 
Mohondro Ryan N-06204 N.2-6807 
Mohondro Ryan N-06486 N.2-7100 
Mohondro Ryan N-06488 N.2-7102 
Mohondro Ryan N-06489 N.2-7103 
Mohondro Ryan N-06490 N.2-7104 
Mohondro Ryan N-06491 N.2-7105 
Mohondro Ryan N-06493 N.2-7107 
Mohondro Ryan N-06494 N.2-7108 
Mohondro Ryan N-06495 N.2-7109 
Mohondro Ryan N-06496 N.2-7110 
Mohondro Ryan N-06497 N.2-7111 
Mohondro Ryan N-06498 N.2-7113 
Mohondro Ryan N-06499 N.2-7115 
Mohondro Ryan N-06500 N.2-7116 
Mohondro Ryan N-06960 N.2-7587 
Mohondro Ryan N-06967 N.2-7595 
Mohondro Ryan N-07133 N.2-7763 
Mohondro Ryan N-07207 N.2-7837 
Mohondro Ryan N-07326 N.2-7956 
Mohondro Ryan N-07328 N.2-7958 
Mohondro Ryan N-08413 N.2-9043 
Mohondro Ryan N-08421 N.2-9057 
Mohondro Ryan N-08652 N.2-9288 
Mohondro Ryan N-09013 N.2-9650 
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Mohondro Ryan N-09083 N.2-9721 
Mohondro Ryan N-09108 N.2-9746 
Mohondro Ryan N-09131 N.2-9769 
Mohondro Ryan N-11499 N.2-12167 
Mohondro Ryan N-11542 N.2-12210 
Mohondro Ryan N-11562 N.2-12230 
Mohondro Ryan N-11599 N.2-12267 
Mohondro Ryan N-11672 N.2-12340 
Mohondro Ryan N-11789 N.2-12457 
Mohondro Ryan N-11842 N.2-12510 
Mohondro Ryan N-11912 N.2-12580 
Mohondro Ryan N-11959 N.2-12627 
Mohondro Ryan N-11990 N.2-12658 
Mohondro Ryan N-12009 N.2-12677 
Mohondro Ryan N-12790 N.2-13488 
Mohondro Ryan N-16572 N.2-17289 
Mohondro Ryan N-16590 N.2-17307 
Mohondro Ryan N-16606 N.2-17323 
Mohondro Ryan N-16669 N.2-17386 
Mohondro Ryan N-16814 N.2-17531 
Mohondro Ryan N-16934 N.2-17651 
Mohondro Ryan N-17019 N.2-17736 
Mohondro Ryan N-17074 N.2-17791 
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District N-00259 N.2-709 
Mokrzecki Thomas 1107 N.2-20589 
Mole Dale N-08315 N.2-8945 
Moles Dale 1298 N.2-20748 
Moles Dale N-08361 N.2-8991 
Moles Dale N-08440 N.2-9076 
Moles Dale N-08470 N.2-9106 
Moles Dale N-08542 N.2-9178 
Moles Dale N-08581 N.2-9217 
Moles Dale N-08645 N.2-9281 
Moles Dale N-08674 N.2-9310 
Moles Dale N-08675 N.2-9311 
Moles Dale N-08727 N.2-9363 
Moles Dale N-08774 N.2-9410 
Moles Dale N-08794 N.2-9430 
Moles Dale N-08856 N.2-9492 
Moles Dale N-08901 N.2-9538 
Moles Dale N-08925 N.2-9562 
Moles Dale N-08949 N.2-9586 
Moles Dale N-08971 N.2-9608 
Moles Dale N-09007 N.2-9644 
Moles Dale N-09031 N.2-9668 
Moles Dale N-09057 N.2-9695 
Moles Dale N-09077 N.2-9715 
Moles Dale N-09125 N.2-9763 
Moles Dale N-13236 N.2-13945 
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Moles Dale N-13259 N.2-13968 
Moles Dale N-13281 N.2-13990 
Molfino Tony 234 N.2-20036 
Molinari Dave 2093 N.2-21396 
Molinari Scott 1643 N.2-20992 
Molinari Steve W-ON-046 N.2-86 
Mollema John N-05150 N.2-5740 
Molnar Csaba N-00175 N.2-623 
Moncini Mickey 819 N.2-20400 
Moncure Ted 258 N.2-20052 
Monroy Julio N-14275 N.2-14986 
Monroy Laura N-14271 N.2-14982 
Monte Rocco 1053 N.2-20552 
Montenegro Lenin N-13076 N.2-13781 
Montrose Dominick N-12893 N.2-13597 
Montrose Dominick N-12989 N.2-13694 
Moody Mitchell W-VV-110 N.2-296 
Mooneyham Gene 1005 N.2-20518 
Mooneyham Gene N-06577 N.2-7197 
Mooneyham Gene N-08598 N.2-9234 
Moore Aarin N-16740 N.2-17457 
Moore Cody N-08041 N.2-8671 
Moore Cody N-08158 N.2-8788 
Moore David N-17059 N.2-17776 
Moore James N-00538 N.2-1087 
Moore James N-00578 N.2-1127 
Moore James N-00729 N.2-1278 
Moore James N-00827 N.2-1376 
Moore James N-00901 N.2-1450 
Moore James N-01073 N.2-1622 
Moore James N-01160 N.2-1709 
Moore James N-01255 N.2-1804 
Moore James N-01313 N.2-1862 
Moore James N-01368 N.2-1917 
Moore James N-01462 N.2-2011 
Moore James N-01612 N.2-2161 
Moore James N-01657 N.2-2206 
Moore James N-01738 N.2-2287 
Moore James N-01777 N.2-2326 
Moore James N-01814 N.2-2363 
Moore James N-01851 N.2-2400 
Moore Jeremy N-06474 N.2-7086 
Moore Jeremy N-06475 N.2-7087 
Moore Jeremy N-07316 N.2-7946 
Moore Jeremy N-16570 N.2-17287 
Moore Justin 475 N.2-20186 
Moore Justin N-08314 N.2-8944 
Moore Justin N-08431 N.2-9067 
Moore Justin N-08468 N.2-9104 
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Moore Justin N-08498 N.2-9134 
Moore Justin N-08576 N.2-9212 
Moore Justin N-08773 N.2-9409 
Moore Justin N-08812 N.2-9448 
Moore Justin N-08860 N.2-9496 
Moore Justin N-08922 N.2-9559 
Moore Justin N-08976 N.2-9613 
Moore Justin N-09028 N.2-9665 
Moore Justin N-10465 N.2-11110 
Moore Justin N-10616 N.2-11274 
Moore Justin N-10664 N.2-11325 
Moore Justin N-12538 N.2-13207 
Moore Justin N-12581 N.2-13252 
Moore Justin N-12597 N.2-13269 
Moore Justin N-12665 N.2-13340 
Moore Justin N-12715 N.2-13392 
Moore Justin N-12720 N.2-13397 
Moore Justin N-13166 N.2-13872 
Moore Justin N-13228 N.2-13937 
Moore Justin N-13290 N.2-13999 
Moore Justin N-15845 N.2-16562 
Moore Justin N-15906 N.2-16623 
Moore Justin N-15988 N.2-16705 
Moore Justin N-16423 N.2-17140 
Moore Mike W-ON-084 N.2-125 
Moore Richard 92 N.2-19946 
Moore Richard N-00439 N.2-988 
Moore Richard N-00478 N.2-1027 
Moore Richard N-00668 N.2-1217 
Moore Richard N-00815 N.2-1364 
Moore Richard N-01097 N.2-1646 
Moore Richard N-01200 N.2-1749 
Moore Richard N-01299 N.2-1848 
Moore Richard N-01595 N.2-2144 
Moore Richard N-01648 N.2-2197 
Moore Richard N-01687 N.2-2236 
Moore Richard N-06349 N.2-6955 
Moore Richard N-06749 N.2-7375 
Moore Richard N-06823 N.2-7449 
Moore Richard N-06989 N.2-7619 
Moore Richard N-07068 N.2-7698 
Moore Richard N-07126 N.2-7756 
Moore Richard N-07165 N.2-7795 
Moore Richard N-07200 N.2-7830 
Moore Richard N-07321 N.2-7951 
Moore Richard N-14739 N.2-15452 
Moore Rick N-00199 N.2-647 
Moore Shawn N-17478 N.2-18203 
Moore Shawn N-17966 N.2-18699 
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Moore Tim 1382 N.2-20799 
Moore Tim N-06386 N.2-6993 
Moorhusen Mark 1739 N.2-21072 
Moran Elliot N-10413 N.2-11056 
Morast Bryan 332 N.2-20100 
Morelock Jon N-00967 N.2-1516 
Morelock Jon N-01095 N.2-1644 
Morelock Jon N-01556 N.2-2105 
Morelock Jon N-06759 N.2-7385 
Morelock Jon N-10747 N.2-11413 
Morelock Jon N-10772 N.2-11438 
Morelock Jon N-10785 N.2-11451 
Morelock Jon N-10799 N.2-11465 
Morelock Jon N-10824 N.2-11491 
Morelock Jon N-10832 N.2-11499 
Morelock Jon N-14553 N.2-15266 
Morelock Jon N-14576 N.2-15289 
Morelock Jon N-14637 N.2-15350 
Morelock Jon N-14684 N.2-15397 
Morelock Jon N-14731 N.2-15444 
Morelock Jon N-14761 N.2-15474 
Morelock Jon N-14764 N.2-15477 
Morelock Jon N-14805 N.2-15518 
Morelock Jon N-14832 N.2-15545 
Morelock Jon N-14880 N.2-15594 
Morelock Jon N-14913 N.2-15627 
Morelock Jon N-14929 N.2-15643 
Morelock Jon N-14948 N.2-15662 
Morelock Jon N-14995 N.2-15709 
Morelock Jon N-15034 N.2-15748 
Morelock Jon N-15038 N.2-15752 
Morelock Jon N-15060 N.2-15774 
Morford Taylor N-10461 N.2-11106 
Morgan Bill N-18829 N.2-19789 
Morgan Jesse Ann N-00121 N.2-568 
Morgan John N-01977 N.2-2528 
Morgan John N-02473 N.2-3024 
Morgan Mike N-11531 N.2-12199 
Morgan Mike N-11589 N.2-12257 
Morgan Mike N-11696 N.2-12364 
Morgan Mike N-11721 N.2-12389 
Morgan Mike N-11821 N.2-12489 
Morgan Mike N-11856 N.2-12524 
Morgan Mike N-11897 N.2-12565 
Morgan Mike N-11953 N.2-12621 
Morgan Mike N-11979 N.2-12647 
Morgan Mike N-12001 N.2-12669 
Morgan Mike N-12035 N.2-12703 
Morgan Robert N-05252 N.2-5843 
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Morgan Ryan N-06946 N.2-7573 
Morgan Ryan N-07112 N.2-7742 
Morgan Ryan N-07150 N.2-7780 
Morgan Ryan N-07189 N.2-7819 
Morgan Tyler 426 N.2-20156 
Morley Bobby N-02949 N.2-3501 
Morley Bobby N-03444 N.2-3996 
Morley Bobby N-03483 N.2-4035 
Morley Bobby N-03508 N.2-4060 
Morley Bobby N-03533 N.2-4085 
Morley Bobby N-03573 N.2-4125 
Morley Bobby N-03604 N.2-4156 
Morley Bobby N-03619 N.2-4171 
Morley Bobby N-03668 N.2-4220 
Morley Bobby N-03688 N.2-4240 
Morley Bobby N-03705 N.2-4257 
Morley Bobby N-03742 N.2-4294 
Morley Bobby N-03763 N.2-4315 
Morley Bobby N-03806 N.2-4358 
Morley Bobby N-03832 N.2-4384 
Morley Bobby N-03877 N.2-4429 
Morley Bobby N-03940 N.2-4492 
Morley Bobby N-03965 N.2-4517 
Morley Bobby N-03987 N.2-4539 
Morley Bobby N-04029 N.2-4581 
Morley Bobby N-04056 N.2-4608 
Morley Bobby N-04080 N.2-4632 
Morley Bobby N-15804 N.2-16520 
Morongo Basin Conservation Association 2328 N.2-21694 
Morosco Dennis N-00138 N.2-586 
Morosco J.R. N-00139 N.2-587 
Morris Andrew N-07894 N.2-8524 
Morris Derrick 1841 N.2-21162 
Morris Jeremy N-10030 N.2-10670 
Morris Jeremy N-10063 N.2-10703 
Morris Jeremy N-10098 N.2-10738 
Morris Jeremy N-10266 N.2-10906 
Morris Jeremy N-10339 N.2-10979 
Morris Ron N-03223 N.2-3775 
Morris Ron N-03320 N.2-3872 
Morris Ron N-07568 N.2-8198 
Morris Ron N-07750 N.2-8380 
Morris Ron N-07780 N.2-8410 
Morris Ron N-07806 N.2-8436 
Morris Ron N-07844 N.2-8474 
Morris Ron N-07906 N.2-8536 
Morris Ron N-07929 N.2-8559 
Morris Ron N-07960 N.2-8590 
Morris Ron N-08012 N.2-8642 
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Morris Ron N-08013 N.2-8643 
Morris Ron N-08014 N.2-8644 
Morris Ron N-08079 N.2-8709 
Morris Ron N-08082 N.2-8712 
Morris Ron N-08140 N.2-8770 
Morris Ron N-08187 N.2-8817 
Morris Ron N-08237 N.2-8867 
Morris Ron N-08275 N.2-8905 
Morrison Brian 125 N.2-19971 
Morrison Eric 128 N.2-19973 
Morrison Jeremy N-09798 N.2-10438 
Morrison Linda 127 N.2-19972 
Morrison Randy 126 N.2-19972 
Morrison Ray N-09251 N.2-9891 
Morrison Ray N-09271 N.2-9911 
Morrison Ray N-09309 N.2-9949 
Morrison Ray N-09529 N.2-10169 
Morrison Ray N-09669 N.2-10309 
Morrison Ray N-09740 N.2-10380 
Morrison Ray N-11501 N.2-12169 
Morrison Ray N-11526 N.2-12194 
Morrison Ray N-11527 N.2-12195 
Morrison Ray N-11544 N.2-12212 
Morrison Ray N-11586 N.2-12254 
Morrison Ray N-11606 N.2-12274 
Morrison Ray N-11624 N.2-12292 
Morrison Ray N-11638 N.2-12306 
Morrison Ray N-11662 N.2-12330 
Morrison Ray N-11679 N.2-12347 
Morrison Ray N-11720 N.2-12388 
Morrison Ray N-11729 N.2-12397 
Morrison Ray N-11751 N.2-12419 
Morrison Ray N-11762 N.2-12430 
Morrison Ray N-11781 N.2-12449 
Morrison Ray N-11793 N.2-12461 
Morrison Ray N-11833 N.2-12501 
Morrison Ray N-11854 N.2-12522 
Morrison Ray N-11892 N.2-12560 
Morrison Ray N-11925 N.2-12593 
Morrison Ray N-11949 N.2-12617 
Morrison Ray N-11977 N.2-12645 
Morrison Ray N-11998 N.2-12666 
Morrison Ray N-12031 N.2-12699 
Morrison Ray N-12048 N.2-12716 
Morrison Ray N-12062 N.2-12730 
Morrissey Dan 1329 N.2-20769 
Morrow Garrett 597 N.2-20261 
Morrow Garrett 1430 N.2-20825 
Morrow Garrett N-11874 N.2-12542 
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Morrow Garrett N-12088 N.2-12756 
Morrow Garrett N-18297 N.2-19031 
Morrow Garrett N-18409 N.2-19143 
Morse Anthony 892 N.2-20442 
Mortensen Wayne N-02785 N.2-3337 
Mortensen Wayne N-02849 N.2-3401 
Mortensen Wayne N-02890 N.2-3442 
Mortensen Wayne N-03018 N.2-3570 
Mortensen Wayne N-03118 N.2-3670 
Mortensen Wayne N-03160 N.2-3712 
Mortensen Wayne N-03219 N.2-3771 
Mortensen Wayne N-03271 N.2-3823 
Mortensen Wayne N-03322 N.2-3874 
Mortensen Wayne N-03390 N.2-3942 
Mortensen Wendell 1431 N.2-20826 
Morton Michael N-01994 N.2-2545 
Morton Michael N-02042 N.2-2593 
Morton Michael N-02153 N.2-2704 
Morton Michael N-02349 N.2-2900 
Moseley John 508 N.2-20208 
Moseley Tasha 710 N.2-20330 
Moser John 1393 N.2-20806 
Moss Allen N-06696 N.2-7321 
Moss Andrew 229 N.2-20033 
Moss Andrew 434 N.2-20161 
Moss Andrew N-01546 N.2-2095 
Moss Andrew N-12155 N.2-12823 
Moss Andrew N-12279 N.2-12947 
Moss Andrew N-12925 N.2-13629 
Moss Andrew N-13079 N.2-13784 
Mosser Aaron N-15807 N.2-16523 
Mossman Mike 1743 N.2-21075 
Mossman Mike 1744 N.2-21076 
Moss-Pultz Quinn 1208 N.2-20671 
Mosty Karen N-09780 N.2-10420 
Mosty Karen N-09851 N.2-10491 
Mosty Karen N-09869 N.2-10509 
Mosty Karen N-09888 N.2-10528 
Mosty Karen N-09908 N.2-10548 
Mosty Karen N-10019 N.2-10659 
Mosty Karen N-10033 N.2-10673 
Mosty Karen N-10059 N.2-10699 
Mosty Karen N-10146 N.2-10786 
Mosty Karen N-10205 N.2-10845 
Mosty Karen N-10224 N.2-10864 
Mosty Karen N-10324 N.2-10964 
Mosty Karen N-10354 N.2-10994 
Mosty Karen N-17189 N.2-17906 
Mosty Karen N-17262 N.2-17980 
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Mosty Karen N-17385 N.2-18107 
Mosty Karen N-17453 N.2-18177 
Mosty Karen N-17462 N.2-18186 
Mosty Karen N-17668 N.2-18396 
Mosty Karen N-17669 N.2-18397 
Mosty Karen N-17758 N.2-18487 
Mosty Karen N-17792 N.2-18521 
Mosty Karen N-17843 N.2-18572 
Mosty Karen N-17939 N.2-18670 
Mosty Karen N-17951 N.2-18683 
Mosty Karen N-18593 N.2-19327 
Mosty Karen N-18635 N.2-19370 
Mosty Kevin N-07556 N.2-8186 
Mosty Kevin N-07574 N.2-8204 
Mosty Kevin N-07610 N.2-8240 
Mosty Kevin N-07626 N.2-8256 
Mosty Kevin N-07646 N.2-8276 
Mosty Kevin N-07666 N.2-8296 
Mosty Kevin N-07693 N.2-8323 
Mosty Kevin N-07730 N.2-8360 
Mosty Kevin N-07761 N.2-8391 
Mosty Kevin N-07790 N.2-8420 
Mosty Kevin N-07812 N.2-8442 
Mosty Kevin N-07830 N.2-8460 
Mosty Kevin N-07877 N.2-8507 
Mosty Kevin N-07913 N.2-8543 
Mosty Kevin N-07939 N.2-8569 
Mosty Kevin N-07978 N.2-8608 
Mosty Kevin N-08030 N.2-8660 
Mosty Kevin N-08067 N.2-8697 
Mosty Kevin N-08090 N.2-8720 
Mosty Kevin N-08123 N.2-8753 
Mosty Kevin N-08124 N.2-8754 
Mosty Kevin N-08145 N.2-8775 
Mosty Kevin N-08175 N.2-8805 
Mosty Kevin N-08210 N.2-8840 
Mosty Kevin N-08244 N.2-8874 
Mosty Kevin N-08263 N.2-8893 
Mosty Kevin N-08288 N.2-8918 
Motaz Dan N-16107 N.2-16824 
Motaz Dan N-16373 N.2-17090 
Moulton James N-07630 N.2-8260 
Moulton James N-08165 N.2-8795 
Moulton James N-08179 N.2-8809 
Moulton James N-08230 N.2-8860 
Moutes Mike 2046 N.2-21358 
Moxley Patricia 84 N.2-19940 
Moyer Steven N-14205 N.2-14915 
Mross James N-02009 N.2-2560 
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Mross James N-02505 N.2-3056 
Mross James N-17121 N.2-17838 
Mross James N-17191 N.2-17908 
Muchow Scott 722 N.2-20337 
Muellen David N-11862 N.2-12530 
Muench David N-11509 N.2-12177 
Muench David N-11533 N.2-12201 
Muench David N-11536 N.2-12204 
Muench David N-11559 N.2-12227 
Muench David N-11594 N.2-12262 
Muench David N-11618 N.2-12286 
Muench David N-11631 N.2-12299 
Muench David N-11653 N.2-12321 
Muench David N-11670 N.2-12338 
Muench David N-11707 N.2-12375 
Muench David N-11724 N.2-12392 
Muench David N-11742 N.2-12410 
Muench David N-11756 N.2-12424 
Muench David N-11773 N.2-12441 
Muench David N-11785 N.2-12453 
Muench David N-11806 N.2-12474 
Muench David N-11824 N.2-12492 
Muench David N-11836 N.2-12504 
Muench David N-11857 N.2-12525 
Muench David N-11901 N.2-12569 
Muench David N-11930 N.2-12598 
Muench David N-11954 N.2-12622 
Muench David N-11981 N.2-12649 
Muench David N-12002 N.2-12670 
Muench David N-12040 N.2-12708 
Muench David N-12058 N.2-12726 
Muench David N-12078 N.2-12746 
Muench David N-12096 N.2-12764 
Muhs Joe W-ON-107 N.2-148 
Mullikin Brad 643 N.2-20286 
Mullins Byron 631 N.2-20280 
Mumford Michael 1368 N.2-20792 
Mumford Wesley 974 N.2-20494 
Mumm Rhonda 1513 N.2-20875 
Mumm Rhonda 1686 N.2-21029 
Munchel Brad N-03440 N.2-3992 
Munchel Brad N-03902 N.2-4454 
Munchel Brad N-04054 N.2-4606 
Mundinger Brianne N-00926 N.2-1475 
Mundinger Brianne N-01079 N.2-1628 
Mundinger Brianne N-04210 N.2-4769 
Mundinger Brianne N-04236 N.2-4797 
Mundinger Brianne N-04261 N.2-4823 
Mundinger Brianne N-04278 N.2-4841 
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Mundinger Brianne N-04302 N.2-4865 
Mundinger Brianne N-04320 N.2-4884 
Mundinger Brianne N-04342 N.2-4908 
Mundinger Brianne N-04361 N.2-4928 
Mundinger Brianne N-04383 N.2-4951 
Mundinger Brianne N-04403 N.2-4972 
Mundinger Brianne N-04437 N.2-5007 
Mundinger Brianne N-04460 N.2-5030 
Mundinger Brianne N-04477 N.2-5047 
Mundinger Brianne N-04478 N.2-5048 
Mundinger Brianne N-04520 N.2-5092 
Mundinger Brianne N-04553 N.2-5126 
Mundinger Brianne N-04579 N.2-5153 
Mundinger Brianne N-04600 N.2-5175 
Mundinger Brianne N-04632 N.2-5208 
Mundinger Brianne N-04657 N.2-5233 
Mundinger Brianne N-04685 N.2-5262 
Mundinger Brianne N-04707 N.2-5285 
Mundinger Brianne N-04748 N.2-5327 
Mundinger Brianne N-04764 N.2-5344 
Mundinger Brianne N-04783 N.2-5364 
Mundinger Brianne N-04810 N.2-5391 
Mundinger Brianne N-04856 N.2-5439 
Mundinger Brianne N-10880 N.2-11547 
Mundinger Brianne N-10903 N.2-11570 
Mundinger Brianne N-10924 N.2-11591 
Mundinger Brianne N-10946 N.2-11613 
Mundinger Brianne N-10947 N.2-11614 
Mundinger Brianne N-10972 N.2-11639 
Mundinger Brianne N-10990 N.2-11657 
Mundinger Brianne N-11006 N.2-11674 
Mundinger Brianne N-11034 N.2-11702 
Mundinger Brianne N-11049 N.2-11717 
Mundinger Brianne N-11065 N.2-11733 
Mundinger Brianne N-11098 N.2-11766 
Mundinger Brianne N-11120 N.2-11788 
Mundinger Brianne N-11140 N.2-11808 
Mundinger Brianne N-11164 N.2-11832 
Mundinger Brianne N-11184 N.2-11852 
Mundinger Brianne N-11211 N.2-11879 
Mundinger Brianne N-11245 N.2-11913 
Mundinger Brianne N-11280 N.2-11948 
Mundinger Brianne N-11305 N.2-11973 
Mundinger Brianne N-11333 N.2-12001 
Mundinger Brianne N-11353 N.2-12021 
Mundinger Brianne N-11374 N.2-12042 
Mundinger Brianne N-11397 N.2-12065 
Mundinger Brianne N-11431 N.2-12099 
Mundinger Brianne N-11432 N.2-12100 
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Mundinger Brianne N-11463 N.2-12131 
Mundinger Brianne N-11485 N.2-12153 
Mundinger Brianne N-11547 N.2-12215 
Mundinger Brianne N-11574 N.2-12242 
Mundinger Brianne N-11608 N.2-12276 
Mundinger Brianne N-11641 N.2-12309 
Mundinger Brianne N-11795 N.2-12463 
Mundinger Brianne N-11849 N.2-12517 
Mundinger Brianne N-11878 N.2-12546 
Mundinger Brianne N-11919 N.2-12587 
Mundinger Brianne N-11969 N.2-12637 
Mundinger Brianne N-11996 N.2-12664 
Mundinger Brianne N-12023 N.2-12691 
Mundinger Edward N-10861 N.2-11528 
Mundinger Edward N-10905 N.2-11572 
Mundinger Edward N-10911 N.2-11578 
Mundinger Edward N-10928 N.2-11595 
Mundinger Edward N-10951 N.2-11618 
Mundinger Edward N-10969 N.2-11636 
Mundinger Edward N-11009 N.2-11677 
Mundinger Edward N-11032 N.2-11700 
Mundinger Edward N-11057 N.2-11725 
Mundinger Edward N-11102 N.2-11770 
Mundinger Edward N-11122 N.2-11790 
Mundinger Edward N-11141 N.2-11809 
Mundinger Edward N-11166 N.2-11834 
Mundinger Edward N-11218 N.2-11886 
Mundinger Edward N-11221 N.2-11889 
Mundinger Edward N-11222 N.2-11890 
Mundinger Edward N-11249 N.2-11917 
Mundinger Edward N-11267 N.2-11935 
Mundinger Edward N-11284 N.2-11952 
Mundinger Edward N-11308 N.2-11976 
Mundinger Edward N-11314 N.2-11982 
Mundinger Edward N-11341 N.2-12009 
Mundinger Edward N-11361 N.2-12029 
Mundinger Edward N-11400 N.2-12068 
Mundinger Edward N-11436 N.2-12104 
Mundinger Edward N-11445 N.2-12113 
Mundinger Edward N-11473 N.2-12141 
Mundinger Edward N-16664 N.2-17381 
Mundinger Greg N-04931 N.2-5517 
Mundinger Greg N-04945 N.2-5531 
Mundinger Greg N-04987 N.2-5573 
Mundinger Greg N-05029 N.2-5615 
Mundinger Greg N-05046 N.2-5632 
Mundinger Greg N-05141 N.2-5731 
Mundinger Greg N-05186 N.2-5776 
Mundinger Greg N-05236 N.2-5827 
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Mundinger Greg N-05270 N.2-5861 
Mundinger Greg N-05289 N.2-5880 
Mundinger Greg N-05304 N.2-5896 
Mundinger Greg N-05327 N.2-5924 
Mundinger Greg N-05355 N.2-5952 
Mundinger Greg N-05381 N.2-5978 
Mundinger Greg N-05420 N.2-6017 
Mundinger Greg N-05450 N.2-6047 
Mundinger Greg N-05517 N.2-6114 
Mundinger Greg N-10948 N.2-11615 
Mundinger Greg N-10953 N.2-11620 
Mundinger Greg N-10988 N.2-11655 
Mundinger Greg N-10991 N.2-11658 
Mundinger Greg N-11030 N.2-11698 
Mundinger Greg N-11123 N.2-11791 
Mundinger Greg N-11151 N.2-11819 
Mundinger Greg N-11266 N.2-11934 
Mundinger Greg N-11404 N.2-12072 
Mundinger Greg N-11409 N.2-12077 
Mundinger Greg N-11443 N.2-12111 
Mundinger Michael N-04110 N.2-4663 
Mundinger Mike N-00455 N.2-1004 
Mundinger Mike N-00492 N.2-1041 
Mundinger Mike N-00540 N.2-1089 
Mundinger Mike N-00604 N.2-1153 
Mundinger Mike N-00688 N.2-1237 
Mundinger Mike N-00781 N.2-1330 
Mundinger Mike N-00837 N.2-1386 
Mundinger Mike N-00995 N.2-1544 
Mundinger Mike N-00998 N.2-1547 
Mundinger Mike N-01075 N.2-1624 
Mundinger Mike N-01112 N.2-1661 
Mundinger Mike N-01162 N.2-1711 
Mundinger Mike N-01220 N.2-1769 
Mundinger Mike N-01287 N.2-1836 
Mundinger Mike N-01316 N.2-1865 
Mundinger Mike N-01380 N.2-1929 
Mundinger Mike N-01381 N.2-1930 
Mundinger Mike N-01438 N.2-1987 
Mundinger Mike N-01506 N.2-2055 
Mundinger Mike N-01566 N.2-2115 
Mundinger Mike N-01618 N.2-2167 
Mundinger Mike N-01663 N.2-2212 
Mundinger Mike N-01809 N.2-2358 
Mundinger Mike N-01847 N.2-2396 
Mundinger Mike N-03433 N.2-3985 
Mundinger Mike N-03452 N.2-4004 
Mundinger Mike N-03454 N.2-4006 
Mundinger Mike N-03470 N.2-4022 
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Mundinger Mike N-03474 N.2-4026 
Mundinger Mike N-03489 N.2-4041 
Mundinger Mike N-03491 N.2-4043 
Mundinger Mike N-03510 N.2-4062 
Mundinger Mike N-03525 N.2-4077 
Mundinger Mike N-03526 N.2-4078 
Mundinger Mike N-03534 N.2-4086 
Mundinger Mike N-03535 N.2-4087 
Mundinger Mike N-03537 N.2-4089 
Mundinger Mike N-03543 N.2-4095 
Mundinger Mike N-03567 N.2-4119 
Mundinger Mike N-03575 N.2-4127 
Mundinger Mike N-03580 N.2-4132 
Mundinger Mike N-03589 N.2-4141 
Mundinger Mike N-03606 N.2-4158 
Mundinger Mike N-03621 N.2-4173 
Mundinger Mike N-03632 N.2-4184 
Mundinger Mike N-03644 N.2-4196 
Mundinger Mike N-03650 N.2-4202 
Mundinger Mike N-03657 N.2-4209 
Mundinger Mike N-03666 N.2-4218 
Mundinger Mike N-03685 N.2-4237 
Mundinger Mike N-03686 N.2-4238 
Mundinger Mike N-03703 N.2-4255 
Mundinger Mike N-03716 N.2-4268 
Mundinger Mike N-03720 N.2-4272 
Mundinger Mike N-03722 N.2-4274 
Mundinger Mike N-03744 N.2-4296 
Mundinger Mike N-03757 N.2-4309 
Mundinger Mike N-03762 N.2-4314 
Mundinger Mike N-03766 N.2-4318 
Mundinger Mike N-03767 N.2-4319 
Mundinger Mike N-03782 N.2-4334 
Mundinger Mike N-03791 N.2-4343 
Mundinger Mike N-03803 N.2-4355 
Mundinger Mike N-03807 N.2-4359 
Mundinger Mike N-03810 N.2-4362 
Mundinger Mike N-03827 N.2-4379 
Mundinger Mike N-03831 N.2-4383 
Mundinger Mike N-03839 N.2-4391 
Mundinger Mike N-03844 N.2-4396 
Mundinger Mike N-03852 N.2-4404 
Mundinger Mike N-03856 N.2-4408 
Mundinger Mike N-03880 N.2-4432 
Mundinger Mike N-03881 N.2-4433 
Mundinger Mike N-03884 N.2-4436 
Mundinger Mike N-03888 N.2-4440 
Mundinger Mike N-03897 N.2-4449 
Mundinger Mike N-03903 N.2-4455 
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Mundinger Mike N-03908 N.2-4460 
Mundinger Mike N-03931 N.2-4483 
Mundinger Mike N-03944 N.2-4496 
Mundinger Mike N-03960 N.2-4512 
Mundinger Mike N-03973 N.2-4525 
Mundinger Mike N-03980 N.2-4532 
Mundinger Mike N-03988 N.2-4540 
Mundinger Mike N-04035 N.2-4587 
Mundinger Mike N-04039 N.2-4591 
Mundinger Mike N-04048 N.2-4600 
Mundinger Mike N-04058 N.2-4610 
Mundinger Mike N-04082 N.2-4634 
Mundinger Mike N-04083 N.2-4635 
Mundinger Mike N-04101 N.2-4653 
Mundinger Mike N-04108 N.2-4661 
Mundinger Mike N-04115 N.2-4668 
Mundinger Mike N-04117 N.2-4670 
Mundinger Mike N-04118 N.2-4671 
Mundinger Mike N-04119 N.2-4672 
Mundinger Mike N-04135 N.2-4688 
Mundinger Mike N-04137 N.2-4690 
Mundinger Mike N-04138 N.2-4691 
Mundinger Mike N-04152 N.2-4706 
Mundinger Mike N-04154 N.2-4708 
Mundinger Mike N-04158 N.2-4712 
Mundinger Mike N-04220 N.2-4779 
Mundinger Mike N-04245 N.2-4806 
Mundinger Mike N-04267 N.2-4829 
Mundinger Mike N-04307 N.2-4870 
Mundinger Mike N-04326 N.2-4890 
Mundinger Mike N-04348 N.2-4914 
Mundinger Mike N-04366 N.2-4933 
Mundinger Mike N-04388 N.2-4956 
Mundinger Mike N-04424 N.2-4993 
Mundinger Mike N-04506 N.2-5076 
Mundinger Mike N-04507 N.2-5078 
Mundinger Mike N-04545 N.2-5117 
Mundinger Mike N-04571 N.2-5144 
Mundinger Mike N-04588 N.2-5162 
Mundinger Mike N-04616 N.2-5191 
Mundinger Mike N-04671 N.2-5247 
Mundinger Mike N-04694 N.2-5271 
Mundinger Mike N-04737 N.2-5315 
Mundinger Mike N-04756 N.2-5335 
Mundinger Mike N-04778 N.2-5358 
Mundinger Mike N-04830 N.2-5411 
Mundinger Mike N-04849 N.2-5431 
Mundinger Mike N-04873 N.2-5456 
Mundinger Mike N-04954 N.2-5540 
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Mundinger Mike N-05004 N.2-5590 
Mundinger Mike N-05036 N.2-5622 
Mundinger Mike N-05116 N.2-5706 
Mundinger Mike N-05198 N.2-5788 
Mundinger Mike N-05260 N.2-5851 
Mundinger Mike N-05281 N.2-5872 
Mundinger Mike N-05316 N.2-5913 
Mundinger Mike N-05340 N.2-5937 
Mundinger Mike N-05365 N.2-5962 
Mundinger Mike N-05504 N.2-6101 
Mundinger Mike N-05535 N.2-6132 
Mundinger Mike N-05586 N.2-6185 
Mundinger Mike N-05587 N.2-6186 
Mundinger Mike N-05588 N.2-6187 
Mundinger Mike N-05589 N.2-6188 
Mundinger Mike N-05590 N.2-6189 
Mundinger Mike N-05591 N.2-6190 
Mundinger Mike N-05652 N.2-6253 
Mundinger Mike N-06814 N.2-7440 
Mundinger Mike N-06954 N.2-7581 
Mundinger Mike N-07122 N.2-7752 
Mundinger Mike N-10711 N.2-11373 
Mundinger Mike N-10712 N.2-11375 
Mundinger Mike N-10713 N.2-11377 
Mundinger Mike N-10714 N.2-11379 
Mundinger Mike N-10878 N.2-11545 
Mundinger Mike N-10890 N.2-11557 
Mundinger Mike N-10907 N.2-11574 
Mundinger Mike N-10927 N.2-11594 
Mundinger Mike N-10930 N.2-11597 
Mundinger Mike N-10957 N.2-11624 
Mundinger Mike N-10968 N.2-11635 
Mundinger Mike N-10996 N.2-11664 
Mundinger Mike N-11010 N.2-11678 
Mundinger Mike N-11050 N.2-11718 
Mundinger Mike N-11066 N.2-11734 
Mundinger Mike N-11081 N.2-11749 
Mundinger Mike N-11104 N.2-11772 
Mundinger Mike N-11131 N.2-11799 
Mundinger Mike N-11144 N.2-11812 
Mundinger Mike N-11167 N.2-11835 
Mundinger Mike N-11183 N.2-11851 
Mundinger Mike N-11199 N.2-11867 
Mundinger Mike N-11215 N.2-11883 
Mundinger Mike N-11216 N.2-11884 
Mundinger Mike N-11234 N.2-11902 
Mundinger Mike N-11247 N.2-11915 
Mundinger Mike N-11248 N.2-11916 
Mundinger Mike N-11281 N.2-11949 
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Mundinger Mike N-11306 N.2-11974 
Mundinger Mike N-11334 N.2-12002 
Mundinger Mike N-11335 N.2-12003 
Mundinger Mike N-11354 N.2-12022 
Mundinger Mike N-11355 N.2-12023 
Mundinger Mike N-11378 N.2-12046 
Mundinger Mike N-11399 N.2-12067 
Mundinger Mike N-11413 N.2-12081 
Mundinger Mike N-11435 N.2-12103 
Mundinger Mike N-11464 N.2-12132 
Mundinger Mike N-11488 N.2-12156 
Mundinger Mike N-11490 N.2-12158 
Mundinger Mike N-11505 N.2-12173 
Mundinger Mike N-11523 N.2-12191 
Mundinger Mike N-11525 N.2-12193 
Mundinger Mike N-11553 N.2-12221 
Mundinger Mike N-11583 N.2-12251 
Mundinger Mike N-11613 N.2-12281 
Mundinger Mike N-11627 N.2-12295 
Mundinger Mike N-11646 N.2-12314 
Mundinger Mike N-11661 N.2-12329 
Mundinger Mike N-11684 N.2-12352 
Mundinger Mike N-11719 N.2-12387 
Mundinger Mike N-11735 N.2-12403 
Mundinger Mike N-11750 N.2-12418 
Mundinger Mike N-11765 N.2-12433 
Mundinger Mike N-11766 N.2-12434 
Mundinger Mike N-11779 N.2-12447 
Mundinger Mike N-11796 N.2-12464 
Mundinger Mike N-11800 N.2-12468 
Mundinger Mike N-11815 N.2-12483 
Mundinger Mike N-11817 N.2-12485 
Mundinger Mike N-11829 N.2-12497 
Mundinger Mike N-11848 N.2-12516 
Mundinger Mike N-11876 N.2-12544 
Mundinger Mike N-11888 N.2-12556 
Mundinger Mike N-11918 N.2-12586 
Mundinger Mike N-11923 N.2-12591 
Mundinger Mike N-11940 N.2-12608 
Mundinger Mike N-11945 N.2-12613 
Mundinger Mike N-11966 N.2-12634 
Mundinger Mike N-11967 N.2-12635 
Mundinger Mike N-11975 N.2-12643 
Mundinger Mike N-11995 N.2-12663 
Mundinger Mike N-12029 N.2-12697 
Mundinger Mike N-12053 N.2-12721 
Mundinger Mike N-12070 N.2-12738 
Mundinger Mike N-12089 N.2-12757 
Mundinger Mike N-12103 N.2-12771 
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Mundinger Mike N-12119 N.2-12787 
Mundinger Mike N-12168 N.2-12836 
Mundinger Mike N-12187 N.2-12855 
Mundinger Mike N-12208 N.2-12876 
Mundinger Mike N-12209 N.2-12877 
Mundinger Mike N-12236 N.2-12904 
Mundinger Mike N-12269 N.2-12937 
Mundinger Mike N-12289 N.2-12957 
Mundinger Mike N-12301 N.2-12969 
Mundinger Mike N-12321 N.2-12989 
Mundinger Mike N-12344 N.2-13012 
Mundinger Mike N-12371 N.2-13039 
Mundinger Mike N-12416 N.2-13084 
Mundinger Mike N-12463 N.2-13131 
Mundinger Mike N-12748 N.2-13430 
Mundinger Mike N-12791 N.2-13489 
Mundinger Mike N-12857 N.2-13561 
Mundinger Mike N-12881 N.2-13585 
Mundinger Mike N-12895 N.2-13599 
Mundinger Mike N-12917 N.2-13621 
Mundinger Mike N-12941 N.2-13645 
Mundinger Mike N-12993 N.2-13698 
Mundinger Mike N-12996 N.2-13701 
Mundinger Mike N-13040 N.2-13745 
Mundinger Mike N-13095 N.2-13800 
Mundinger Mike N-13122 N.2-13827 
Mundinger Mike N-14676 N.2-15389 
Mundinger Mike N-15092 N.2-15806 
Mundinger Mike N-15102 N.2-15816 
Mundinger Mike N-15110 N.2-15824 
Mundinger Mike N-15117 N.2-15831 
Mundinger Mike N-15128 N.2-15842 
Mundinger Mike N-15136 N.2-15850 
Mundinger Mike N-15147 N.2-15861 
Mundinger Mike N-15155 N.2-15869 
Mundinger Mike N-15172 N.2-15886 
Mundinger Mike N-15173 N.2-15887 
Mundinger Mike N-15184 N.2-15898 
Mundinger Mike N-15185 N.2-15899 
Mundinger Mike N-15208 N.2-15922 
Mundinger Mike N-15238 N.2-15952 
Mundinger Mike N-15241 N.2-15955 
Mundinger Mike N-15244 N.2-15958 
Mundinger Mike N-15282 N.2-15996 
Mundinger Mike N-15292 N.2-16006 
Mundinger Mike N-15311 N.2-16025 
Mundinger Mike N-15319 N.2-16033 
Mundinger Mike N-15326 N.2-16040 
Mundinger Mike N-15341 N.2-16055 
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Mundinger Mike N-15354 N.2-16068 
Mundinger Mike N-15360 N.2-16074 
Mundinger Mike N-15370 N.2-16084 
Mundinger Mike N-15384 N.2-16099 
Mundinger Mike N-15406 N.2-16121 
Mundinger Mike N-15419 N.2-16135 
Mundinger Mike N-15427 N.2-16143 
Mundinger Mike N-15447 N.2-16163 
Mundinger Mike N-15462 N.2-16178 
Mundinger Mike N-15474 N.2-16190 
Mundinger Mike N-15482 N.2-16198 
Mundinger Mike N-15490 N.2-16206 
Mundinger Mike N-15499 N.2-16215 
Mundinger Mike N-15509 N.2-16225 
Mundinger Mike N-15517 N.2-16233 
Mundinger Mike N-15527 N.2-16243 
Mundinger Mike N-15535 N.2-16251 
Mundinger Mike N-15545 N.2-16261 
Mundinger Mike N-15553 N.2-16269 
Mundinger Mike N-15572 N.2-16288 
Mundinger Mike N-15585 N.2-16301 
Mundinger Mike N-15599 N.2-16315 
Mundinger Mike N-15608 N.2-16324 
Mundinger Mike N-15621 N.2-16337 
Mundinger Mike N-15627 N.2-16343 
Mundinger Mike N-15641 N.2-16357 
Mundinger Mike N-15648 N.2-16364 
Mundinger Mike N-15665 N.2-16381 
Mundinger Mike N-15673 N.2-16389 
Mundinger Mike N-15689 N.2-16405 
Mundinger Mike N-15700 N.2-16416 
Munion Micah N-05373 N.2-5970 
Munns Samuel N-14079 N.2-14788 
Munns Samuel N-14186 N.2-14896 
Munns Samuel N-14287 N.2-14998 
Munns Samuel N-14340 N.2-15052 
Munns Samuel N-14387 N.2-15099 
Munns Samuel N-14492 N.2-15205 
Munns Samuel N-14521 N.2-15234 
Munns Samuel N-15789 N.2-16505 
Munson Betty 2189 N.2-21476 
Munson Betty 2193 N.2-21490 
Munson Betty 2194 N.2-21490 
Munson Betty 2195 N.2-21493 
Munson Betty 2198 N.2-21499 
Munson Betty 2314 N.2-21646 
Munson Betty 2316 N.2-21658 
Munson Betty 2345 N.2-21724 
Munson Betty 2346 N.2-21729 
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Munson Betty 2347 N.2-21734 
Munson Brian N-05870 N.2-6472 
Munson Brian N-06118 N.2-6721 
Murdica William 2176 N.2-21467 
Murdock Curtis N-14975 N.2-15689 
Murphy Derek N-03422 N.2-3974 
Murphy Derek N-03496 N.2-4048 
Murphy Derek N-03552 N.2-4104 
Murphy Derek N-03594 N.2-4146 
Murphy Derek N-03630 N.2-4182 
Murphy Derek N-03731 N.2-4283 
Murphy Derek N-03773 N.2-4325 
Murphy Derek N-03820 N.2-4372 
Murphy Derek N-03848 N.2-4400 
Murphy Derek N-03864 N.2-4416 
Murphy Derek N-03892 N.2-4444 
Murphy Derek N-03975 N.2-4527 
Murphy Derek N-04001 N.2-4553 
Murphy Derek N-04042 N.2-4594 
Murphy Derek N-15860 N.2-16577 
Murphy Derek N-15902 N.2-16619 
Murphy Derek N-15922 N.2-16639 
Murphy Derek N-15939 N.2-16656 
Murphy Derek N-15979 N.2-16696 
Murphy Derek N-16001 N.2-16718 
Murphy Derek N-16203 N.2-16920 
Murphy Derek N-16204 N.2-16921 
Murphy Derek N-16436 N.2-17153 
Murphy Ken 1432 N.2-20826 
Murphy Lucas N-05719 N.2-6320 
Murphy Lucas N-05747 N.2-6348 
Murphy Lucas N-05855 N.2-6457 
Murphy Lucas N-05911 N.2-6513 
Murphy Lucas N-06053 N.2-6656 
Murphy Lucas N-06105 N.2-6708 
Murray Chaz N-09801 N.2-10441 
Murray Robert 2327 N.2-21694 
Murrell Mark N-11207 N.2-11875 
Muzyka Anthony 989 N.2-20504 
Muzyka Anthony W-VV-126 N.2-312 
Muzyka Debbra W-VV-006 N.2-192 
Myer William N-03397 N.2-3949 
Myers James N-02963 N.2-3515 
Myers James N-03068 N.2-3620 
Myers Kyle N-15793 N.2-16509 
myers monte 195 N.2-20013 
Myers Monte N-08480 N.2-9116 
Myers Monte N-08613 N.2-9249 
Myers Monte N-08617 N.2-9253 
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Myers Monte N-17225 N.2-17943 
Myers Monte N-17536 N.2-18261 
Myhre Paul N-17239 N.2-17957 
Myles Justin 760 N.2-20361 
Myrick Matt N-00592 N.2-1141 
Myrick Matt N-00970 N.2-1519 
Myrick Matt N-01151 N.2-1700 
Myrick Matt N-01270 N.2-1819 
Nadeau Troy N-15575 N.2-16291 
Nadell Josh N-16709 N.2-17426 
Nagy Stephen W-VV-106 N.2-292 
Name illegible N-00381 N.2-896 
name illegible N-18688 N.2-19501 
name illegible N-18693 N.2-19506 
name illegible N-18759 N.2-19716 
Name Not Provided N-00002 N.2-435 
Name Not Provided N-00062 N.2-503 
Name Not Provided N-00071 N.2-512 
Name Not Provided N-00141 N.2-589 
Name Not Provided N-00142 N.2-590 
Name Not Provided W-JT-007 N.2-7 
Name not provided W-ON-023 N.2-63 
Name Not Provided W-ON-086 N.2-127 
Name Not Provided W-VV-002 N.2-188 
Name Not Provided W-VV-005 N.2-191 
Name Withheld by Request W-JT-008 N.2-8 
Name Withheld by Request W-JT-018 N.2-18 
Name Withheld by Request W-JT-027 N.2-27 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-129 N.2-315 
Name Withheld by Request 47 N.2-19928 
Name Withheld by Request 55 N.2-19929 
Name Withheld by Request 56 N.2-19929 
Name Withheld by Request 58 N.2-19931 
Name Withheld by Request 73 N.2-19933 
Name Withheld by Request 81 N.2-19937 
Name Withheld by Request 86 N.2-19941 
Name Withheld by Request 88 N.2-19944 
Name Withheld by Request 91 N.2-19945 
Name Withheld by Request 102 N.2-19952 
Name Withheld by Request 103 N.2-19952 
Name Withheld by Request 108 N.2-19955 
Name Withheld by Request 129 N.2-19973 
Name Withheld by Request 131 N.2-19974 
Name Withheld by Request 133 N.2-19976 
Name Withheld by Request 136 N.2-19977 
Name Withheld by Request 137 N.2-19978 
Name Withheld by Request 141 N.2-19981 
Name Withheld by Request 142 N.2-19982 
Name Withheld by Request 144 N.2-19983 
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Name Withheld by Request 156 N.2-19989 
Name Withheld by Request 157 N.2-19990 
Name Withheld by Request 159 N.2-19991 
Name Withheld by Request 160 N.2-19992 
Name Withheld by Request 164 N.2-19995 
Name Withheld by Request 165 N.2-19995 
Name Withheld by Request 171 N.2-19999 
Name Withheld by Request 177 N.2-20002 
Name Withheld by Request 178 N.2-20003 
Name Withheld by Request 181 N.2-20004 
Name Withheld by Request 191 N.2-20010 
Name Withheld by Request 192 N.2-20011 
Name Withheld by Request 202 N.2-20017 
Name Withheld by Request 205 N.2-20019 
Name Withheld by Request 211 N.2-20022 
Name Withheld by Request 214 N.2-20024 
Name Withheld by Request 215 N.2-20025 
Name Withheld by Request 216 N.2-20025 
Name Withheld by Request 219 N.2-20027 
Name Withheld by Request 227 N.2-20032 
Name Withheld by Request 232 N.2-20035 
Name Withheld by Request 233 N.2-20036 
Name Withheld by Request 239 N.2-20039 
Name Withheld by Request 250 N.2-20047 
Name Withheld by Request 262 N.2-20055 
Name Withheld by Request 267 N.2-20058 
Name Withheld by Request 268 N.2-20058 
Name Withheld by Request 270 N.2-20059 
Name Withheld by Request 274 N.2-20061 
Name Withheld by Request 280 N.2-20065 
Name Withheld by Request 283 N.2-20067 
Name Withheld by Request 285 N.2-20067 
Name Withheld by Request 286 N.2-20068 
Name Withheld by Request 290 N.2-20071 
Name Withheld by Request 296 N.2-20075 
Name Withheld by Request 298 N.2-20077 
Name Withheld by Request 299 N.2-20077 
Name Withheld by Request 301 N.2-20079 
Name Withheld by Request 303 N.2-20079 
Name Withheld by Request 304 N.2-20080 
Name Withheld by Request 306 N.2-20081 
Name Withheld by Request 309 N.2-20083 
Name Withheld by Request 314 N.2-20088 
Name Withheld by Request 318 N.2-20089 
Name Withheld by Request 322 N.2-20093 
Name Withheld by Request 324 N.2-20095 
Name Withheld by Request 327 N.2-20097 
Name Withheld by Request 328 N.2-20098 
Name Withheld by Request 329 N.2-20098 
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Name Withheld by Request 333 N.2-20101 
Name Withheld by Request 334 N.2-20101 
Name Withheld by Request 336 N.2-20102 
Name Withheld by Request 337 N.2-20103 
Name Withheld by Request 339 N.2-20104 
Name Withheld by Request 342 N.2-20106 
Name Withheld by Request 343 N.2-20107 
Name Withheld by Request 348 N.2-20109 
Name Withheld by Request 352 N.2-20111 
Name Withheld by Request 355 N.2-20113 
Name Withheld by Request 356 N.2-20114 
Name Withheld by Request 373 N.2-20126 
Name Withheld by Request 374 N.2-20126 
Name Withheld by Request 379 N.2-20130 
Name Withheld by Request 380 N.2-20130 
Name Withheld by Request 383 N.2-20132 
Name Withheld by Request 385 N.2-20133 
Name Withheld by Request 386 N.2-20133 
Name Withheld by Request 387 N.2-20134 
Name Withheld by Request 388 N.2-20134 
Name Withheld by Request 392 N.2-20137 
Name Withheld by Request 393 N.2-20137 
Name Withheld by Request 400 N.2-20141 
Name Withheld by Request 403 N.2-20143 
Name Withheld by Request 405 N.2-20144 
Name Withheld by Request 407 N.2-20145 
Name Withheld by Request 413 N.2-20148 
Name Withheld by Request 416 N.2-20150 
Name Withheld by Request 418 N.2-20151 
Name Withheld by Request 420 N.2-20152 
Name Withheld by Request 422 N.2-20153 
Name Withheld by Request 423 N.2-20154 
Name Withheld by Request 428 N.2-20157 
Name Withheld by Request 435 N.2-20161 
Name Withheld by Request 437 N.2-20163 
Name Withheld by Request 440 N.2-20164 
Name Withheld by Request 444 N.2-20166 
Name Withheld by Request 445 N.2-20167 
Name Withheld by Request 447 N.2-20168 
Name Withheld by Request 448 N.2-20169 
Name Withheld by Request 449 N.2-20169 
Name Withheld by Request 450 N.2-20170 
Name Withheld by Request 451 N.2-20170 
Name Withheld by Request 453 N.2-20171 
Name Withheld by Request 455 N.2-20173 
Name Withheld by Request 459 N.2-20176 
Name Withheld by Request 460 N.2-20176 
Name Withheld by Request 462 N.2-20178 
Name Withheld by Request 463 N.2-20178 
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Name Withheld by Request 464 N.2-20179 
Name Withheld by Request 465 N.2-20180 
Name Withheld by Request 466 N.2-20180 
Name Withheld by Request 467 N.2-20181 
Name Withheld by Request 469 N.2-20182 
Name Withheld by Request 470 N.2-20182 
Name Withheld by Request 471 N.2-20183 
Name Withheld by Request 480 N.2-20190 
Name Withheld by Request 481 N.2-20191 
Name Withheld by Request 483 N.2-20192 
Name Withheld by Request 486 N.2-20194 
Name Withheld by Request 488 N.2-20195 
Name Withheld by Request 489 N.2-20195 
Name Withheld by Request 491 N.2-20196 
Name Withheld by Request 492 N.2-20197 
Name Withheld by Request 493 N.2-20197 
Name Withheld by Request 494 N.2-20198 
Name Withheld by Request 496 N.2-20200 
Name Withheld by Request 497 N.2-20201 
Name Withheld by Request 499 N.2-20202 
Name Withheld by Request 500 N.2-20202 
Name Withheld by Request 501 N.2-20203 
Name Withheld by Request 509 N.2-20209 
Name Withheld by Request 510 N.2-20209 
Name Withheld by Request 511 N.2-20210 
Name Withheld by Request 526 N.2-20218 
Name Withheld by Request 532 N.2-20221 
Name Withheld by Request 535 N.2-20223 
Name Withheld by Request 538 N.2-20224 
Name Withheld by Request 539 N.2-20225 
Name Withheld by Request 541 N.2-20226 
Name Withheld by Request 546 N.2-20229 
Name Withheld by Request 557 N.2-20236 
Name Withheld by Request 559 N.2-20237 
Name Withheld by Request 560 N.2-20238 
Name Withheld by Request 562 N.2-20239 
Name Withheld by Request 566 N.2-20241 
Name Withheld by Request 574 N.2-20247 
Name Withheld by Request 576 N.2-20249 
Name Withheld by Request 577 N.2-20250 
Name Withheld by Request 578 N.2-20250 
Name Withheld by Request 580 N.2-20251 
Name Withheld by Request 582 N.2-20252 
Name Withheld by Request 584 N.2-20253 
Name Withheld by Request 585 N.2-20254 
Name Withheld by Request 587 N.2-20254 
Name Withheld by Request 595 N.2-20259 
Name Withheld by Request 598 N.2-20261 
Name Withheld by Request 601 N.2-20263 
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Name Withheld by Request 603 N.2-20265 
Name Withheld by Request 606 N.2-20266 
Name Withheld by Request 609 N.2-20268 
Name Withheld by Request 612 N.2-20270 
Name Withheld by Request 613 N.2-20270 
Name Withheld by Request 614 N.2-20271 
Name Withheld by Request 616 N.2-20272 
Name Withheld by Request 617 N.2-20273 
Name Withheld by Request 618 N.2-20273 
Name Withheld by Request 619 N.2-20274 
Name Withheld by Request 621 N.2-20275 
Name Withheld by Request 622 N.2-20276 
Name Withheld by Request 623 N.2-20276 
Name Withheld by Request 624 N.2-20277 
Name Withheld by Request 625 N.2-20277 
Name Withheld by Request 627 N.2-20278 
Name Withheld by Request 628 N.2-20279 
Name Withheld by Request 630 N.2-20280 
Name Withheld by Request 632 N.2-20281 
Name Withheld by Request 633 N.2-20281 
Name Withheld by Request 638 N.2-20284 
Name Withheld by Request 639 N.2-20285 
Name Withheld by Request 644 N.2-20287 
Name Withheld by Request 645 N.2-20288 
Name Withheld by Request 652 N.2-20292 
Name Withheld by Request 653 N.2-20293 
Name Withheld by Request 654 N.2-20293 
Name Withheld by Request 658 N.2-20297 
Name Withheld by Request 659 N.2-20298 
Name Withheld by Request 660 N.2-20299 
Name Withheld by Request 662 N.2-20300 
Name Withheld by Request 666 N.2-20303 
Name Withheld by Request 668 N.2-20304 
Name Withheld by Request 672 N.2-20306 
Name Withheld by Request 675 N.2-20308 
Name Withheld by Request 676 N.2-20308 
Name Withheld by Request 677 N.2-20309 
Name Withheld by Request 679 N.2-20310 
Name Withheld by Request 680 N.2-20310 
Name Withheld by Request 681 N.2-20311 
Name Withheld by Request 686 N.2-20314 
Name Withheld by Request 693 N.2-20319 
Name Withheld by Request 694 N.2-20320 
Name Withheld by Request 695 N.2-20320 
Name Withheld by Request 696 N.2-20321 
Name Withheld by Request 699 N.2-20322 
Name Withheld by Request 707 N.2-20328 
Name Withheld by Request 709 N.2-20329 
Name Withheld by Request 712 N.2-20332 
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Name Withheld by Request 713 N.2-20333 
Name Withheld by Request 715 N.2-20333 
Name Withheld by Request 718 N.2-20335 
Name Withheld by Request 719 N.2-20335 
Name Withheld by Request 721 N.2-20336 
Name Withheld by Request 724 N.2-20338 
Name Withheld by Request 726 N.2-20339 
Name Withheld by Request 731 N.2-20342 
Name Withheld by Request 732 N.2-20343 
Name Withheld by Request 734 N.2-20344 
Name Withheld by Request 736 N.2-20346 
Name Withheld by Request 737 N.2-20346 
Name Withheld by Request 738 N.2-20347 
Name Withheld by Request 742 N.2-20349 
Name Withheld by Request 746 N.2-20351 
Name Withheld by Request 752 N.2-20356 
Name Withheld by Request 753 N.2-20357 
Name Withheld by Request 756 N.2-20358 
Name Withheld by Request 759 N.2-20360 
Name Withheld by Request 763 N.2-20363 
Name Withheld by Request 764 N.2-20363 
Name Withheld by Request 765 N.2-20364 
Name Withheld by Request 775 N.2-20370 
Name Withheld by Request 776 N.2-20370 
Name Withheld by Request 777 N.2-20371 
Name Withheld by Request 778 N.2-20371 
Name Withheld by Request 781 N.2-20373 
Name Withheld by Request 784 N.2-20376 
Name Withheld by Request 786 N.2-20378 
Name Withheld by Request 788 N.2-20379 
Name Withheld by Request 789 N.2-20380 
Name Withheld by Request 795 N.2-20384 
Name Withheld by Request 796 N.2-20385 
Name Withheld by Request 797 N.2-20386 
Name Withheld by Request 799 N.2-20387 
Name Withheld by Request 806 N.2-20392 
Name Withheld by Request 807 N.2-20393 
Name Withheld by Request 809 N.2-20394 
Name Withheld by Request 811 N.2-20395 
Name Withheld by Request 814 N.2-20397 
Name Withheld by Request 817 N.2-20398 
Name Withheld by Request 821 N.2-20401 
Name Withheld by Request 826 N.2-20405 
Name Withheld by Request 829 N.2-20407 
Name Withheld by Request 830 N.2-20407 
Name Withheld by Request 834 N.2-20410 
Name Withheld by Request 837 N.2-20412 
Name Withheld by Request 838 N.2-20412 
Name Withheld by Request 842 N.2-20414 
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Name Withheld by Request 846 N.2-20416 
Name Withheld by Request 847 N.2-20417 
Name Withheld by Request 851 N.2-20419 
Name Withheld by Request 853 N.2-20420 
Name Withheld by Request 854 N.2-20420 
Name Withheld by Request 862 N.2-20424 
Name Withheld by Request 864 N.2-20425 
Name Withheld by Request 867 N.2-20427 
Name Withheld by Request 871 N.2-20429 
Name Withheld by Request 872 N.2-20430 
Name Withheld by Request 873 N.2-20430 
Name Withheld by Request 874 N.2-20431 
Name Withheld by Request 878 N.2-20434 
Name Withheld by Request 880 N.2-20435 
Name Withheld by Request 883 N.2-20436 
Name Withheld by Request 885 N.2-20438 
Name Withheld by Request 887 N.2-20439 
Name Withheld by Request 888 N.2-20439 
Name Withheld by Request 890 N.2-20440 
Name Withheld by Request 897 N.2-20445 
Name Withheld by Request 898 N.2-20446 
Name Withheld by Request 901 N.2-20448 
Name Withheld by Request 904 N.2-20450 
Name Withheld by Request 905 N.2-20450 
Name Withheld by Request 907 N.2-20451 
Name Withheld by Request 908 N.2-20452 
Name Withheld by Request 911 N.2-20453 
Name Withheld by Request 920 N.2-20457 
Name Withheld by Request 921 N.2-20457 
Name Withheld by Request 923 N.2-20458 
Name Withheld by Request 924 N.2-20459 
Name Withheld by Request 925 N.2-20459 
Name Withheld by Request 926 N.2-20460 
Name Withheld by Request 927 N.2-20460 
Name Withheld by Request 929 N.2-20461 
Name Withheld by Request 931 N.2-20462 
Name Withheld by Request 932 N.2-20463 
Name Withheld by Request 937 N.2-20467 
Name Withheld by Request 940 N.2-20469 
Name Withheld by Request 943 N.2-20472 
Name Withheld by Request 944 N.2-20472 
Name Withheld by Request 945 N.2-20473 
Name Withheld by Request 947 N.2-20474 
Name Withheld by Request 950 N.2-20475 
Name Withheld by Request 955 N.2-20479 
Name Withheld by Request 956 N.2-20480 
Name Withheld by Request 963 N.2-20485 
Name Withheld by Request 965 N.2-20487 
Name Withheld by Request 966 N.2-20487 
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Name Withheld by Request 968 N.2-20489 
Name Withheld by Request 969 N.2-20489 
Name Withheld by Request 970 N.2-20490 
Name Withheld by Request 971 N.2-20491 
Name Withheld by Request 975 N.2-20495 
Name Withheld by Request 977 N.2-20496 
Name Withheld by Request 978 N.2-20497 
Name Withheld by Request 981 N.2-20499 
Name Withheld by Request 982 N.2-20499 
Name Withheld by Request 985 N.2-20501 
Name Withheld by Request 987 N.2-20503 
Name Withheld by Request 988 N.2-20504 
Name Withheld by Request 994 N.2-20508 
Name Withheld by Request 996 N.2-20510 
Name Withheld by Request 998 N.2-20511 
Name Withheld by Request 1000 N.2-20513 
Name Withheld by Request 1011 N.2-20522 
Name Withheld by Request 1012 N.2-20523 
Name Withheld by Request 1017 N.2-20527 
Name Withheld by Request 1022 N.2-20530 
Name Withheld by Request 1023 N.2-20530 
Name Withheld by Request 1024 N.2-20531 
Name Withheld by Request 1025 N.2-20532 
Name Withheld by Request 1026 N.2-20533 
Name Withheld by Request 1028 N.2-20534 
Name Withheld by Request 1031 N.2-20536 
Name Withheld by Request 1035 N.2-20539 
Name Withheld by Request 1036 N.2-20539 
Name Withheld by Request 1039 N.2-20541 
Name Withheld by Request 1041 N.2-20542 
Name Withheld by Request 1042 N.2-20544 
Name Withheld by Request 1044 N.2-20545 
Name Withheld by Request 1045 N.2-20545 
Name Withheld by Request 1046 N.2-20546 
Name Withheld by Request 1047 N.2-20546 
Name Withheld by Request 1048 N.2-20547 
Name Withheld by Request 1050 N.2-20549 
Name Withheld by Request 1051 N.2-20550 
Name Withheld by Request 1052 N.2-20551 
Name Withheld by Request 1056 N.2-20553 
Name Withheld by Request 1057 N.2-20554 
Name Withheld by Request 1059 N.2-20557 
Name Withheld by Request 1061 N.2-20558 
Name Withheld by Request 1062 N.2-20559 
Name Withheld by Request 1066 N.2-20562 
Name Withheld by Request 1067 N.2-20563 
Name Withheld by Request 1071 N.2-20565 
Name Withheld by Request 1074 N.2-20568 
Name Withheld by Request 1075 N.2-20568 
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Name Withheld by Request 1076 N.2-20569 
Name Withheld by Request 1077 N.2-20570 
Name Withheld by Request 1078 N.2-20570 
Name Withheld by Request 1080 N.2-20571 
Name Withheld by Request 1083 N.2-20573 
Name Withheld by Request 1087 N.2-20575 
Name Withheld by Request 1090 N.2-20577 
Name Withheld by Request 1092 N.2-20578 
Name Withheld by Request 1093 N.2-20579 
Name Withheld by Request 1095 N.2-20580 
Name Withheld by Request 1096 N.2-20580 
Name Withheld by Request 1099 N.2-20582 
Name Withheld by Request 1100 N.2-20583 
Name Withheld by Request 1103 N.2-20586 
Name Withheld by Request 1104 N.2-20587 
Name Withheld by Request 1105 N.2-20588 
Name Withheld by Request 1108 N.2-20589 
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Name Withheld by Request N-00094 N.2-536 
Name Withheld by Request N-00099 N.2-546 
Name Withheld by Request N-00101 N.2-548 
Name Withheld by Request N-00102 N.2-549 
Name Withheld by Request N-00103 N.2-550 
Name Withheld by Request N-00105 N.2-552 
Name Withheld by Request N-00109 N.2-556 
Name Withheld by Request N-00112 N.2-559 
Name Withheld by Request N-00113 N.2-560 
Name Withheld by Request N-00114 N.2-561 
Name Withheld by Request N-00118 N.2-565 
Name Withheld by Request N-00119 N.2-566 
Name Withheld by Request N-00123 N.2-570 
Name Withheld by Request N-00124 N.2-571 
Name Withheld by Request N-00131 N.2-578 
Name Withheld by Request N-00134 N.2-582 
Name Withheld by Request N-00140 N.2-588 
Name Withheld by Request N-00145 N.2-593 
Name Withheld by Request N-00154 N.2-602 
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Name Withheld by Request N-00156 N.2-604 
Name Withheld by Request N-00158 N.2-606 
Name Withheld by Request N-00162 N.2-610 
Name Withheld by Request N-00179 N.2-627 
Name Withheld by Request N-00197 N.2-645 
Name Withheld by Request N-00201 N.2-649 
Name Withheld by Request N-00209 N.2-657 
Name Withheld by Request N-00212 N.2-660 
Name Withheld by Request N-00216 N.2-664 
Name Withheld by Request N-00227 N.2-675 
Name Withheld by Request N-00229 N.2-677 
Name Withheld by Request N-00230 N.2-678 
Name Withheld by Request N-00231 N.2-679 
Name Withheld by Request N-00232 N.2-680 
Name Withheld by Request N-00247 N.2-697 
Name Withheld by Request N-00248 N.2-698 
Name Withheld by Request N-00265 N.2-720 
Name Withheld by Request N-00266 N.2-721 
Name Withheld by Request N-00278 N.2-759 
Name Withheld by Request N-00279 N.2-760 
Name Withheld by Request N-00281 N.2-762 
Name Withheld by Request N-00282 N.2-763 
Name Withheld by Request N-00283 N.2-764 
Name Withheld by Request N-00287 N.2-768 
Name Withheld by Request N-00288 N.2-769 
Name Withheld by Request N-00291 N.2-772 
Name Withheld by Request N-00296 N.2-786 
Name Withheld by Request N-00297 N.2-787 
Name Withheld by Request N-00300 N.2-793 
Name Withheld by Request N-00316 N.2-831 
Name Withheld by Request N-00320 N.2-835 
Name Withheld by Request N-00376 N.2-891 
Name Withheld by Request N-00377 N.2-892 
Name Withheld by Request N-00394 N.2-909 
Name Withheld by Request N-00398 N.2-913 
Name Withheld by Request N-00401 N.2-916 
Name Withheld by Request N-00427 N.2-968 
Name Withheld by Request N-18651 N.2-19391 
Name Withheld by Request N-18665 N.2-19472 
Name Withheld by Request N-18675 N.2-19488 
Name Withheld by Request N-18677 N.2-19490 
Name Withheld by Request N-18683 N.2-19496 
Name Withheld by Request N-18684 N.2-19497 
Name Withheld by Request N-18701 N.2-19515 
Name Withheld by Request N-18702 N.2-19516 
Name Withheld by Request N-18703 N.2-19517 
Name Withheld by Request N-18704 N.2-19518 
Name Withheld by Request N-18706 N.2-19520 
Name Withheld by Request N-18707 N.2-19521 
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Name Withheld by Request N-18710 N.2-19524 
Name Withheld by Request N-18718 N.2-19556 
Name Withheld by Request N-18746 N.2-19703 
Name Withheld by Request N-18747 N.2-19704 
Name Withheld by Request N-18749 N.2-19706 
Name Withheld by Request N-18750 N.2-19707 
Name Withheld by Request N-18751 N.2-19708 
Name Withheld by Request N-18752 N.2-19709 
Name Withheld by Request N-18753 N.2-19710 
Name Withheld by Request N-18754 N.2-19711 
Name Withheld by Request N-18755 N.2-19712 
Name Withheld by Request N-18756 N.2-19713 
Name Withheld by Request N-18757 N.2-19714 
Name Withheld by Request N-18758 N.2-19715 
Name Withheld by Request N-18768 N.2-19725 
Name Withheld by Request N-18787 N.2-19745 
Name Withheld by Request N-18793 N.2-19753 
Name Withheld by Request N-18794 N.2-19754 
Name Withheld by Request N-18797 N.2-19757 
Name Withheld by Request N-18798 N.2-19758 
Name Withheld by Request N-18799 N.2-19759 
Name Withheld by Request N-18800 N.2-19760 
Name Withheld by Request N-18803 N.2-19763 
Name Withheld by Request N-18807 N.2-19767 
Name Withheld by Request N-18819 N.2-19779 
Name Withheld by Request N-18820 N.2-19780 
Name Withheld by Request N-18821 N.2-19781 
Name Withheld by Request N-18822 N.2-19782 
Name Withheld by Request N-18823 N.2-19783 
Name Withheld by Request N-18824 N.2-19784 
Name Withheld by Request N-18825 N.2-19785 
Name Withheld by Request N-18826 N.2-19786 
Name Withheld by Request N-18827 N.2-19787 
Name Withheld by Request N-18828 N.2-19788 
Name Withheld by Request N-18832 N.2-19792 
Name Withheld by Request N-18833 N.2-19793 
Name Withheld by Request N-18834 N.2-19794 
Name Withheld by Request N-18835 N.2-19795 
Name Withheld by Request N-18836 N.2-19796 
Name Withheld by Request N-18837 N.2-19797 
Name Withheld by Request N-18838 N.2-19798 
Name Withheld by Request N-18839 N.2-19799 
Name Withheld by Request N-18840 N.2-19800 
Name Withheld by Request N-18841 N.2-19801 
Name Withheld by Request N-18842 N.2-19802 
Name Withheld by Request N-18843 N.2-19803 
Name Withheld by Request N-18845 N.2-19805 
Name Withheld by Request N-18846 N.2-19806 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-001 N.2-40 
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Name Withheld by Request W-ON-004 N.2-43 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-007 N.2-46 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-010 N.2-50 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-013 N.2-53 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-015 N.2-55 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-017 N.2-57 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-020 N.2-60 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-022 N.2-62 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-032 N.2-72 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-033 N.2-73 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-035 N.2-75 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-040 N.2-80 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-041 N.2-81 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-049 N.2-89 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-051 N.2-91 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-055 N.2-95 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-059 N.2-99 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-062 N.2-102 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-069 N.2-110 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-071 N.2-112 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-072 N.2-113 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-073 N.2-114 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-074 N.2-115 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-090 N.2-131 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-093 N.2-134 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-094 N.2-135 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-095 N.2-136 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-103 N.2-144 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-104 N.2-145 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-105 N.2-146 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-108 N.2-149 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-111 N.2-152 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-113 N.2-154 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-116 N.2-157 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-124 N.2-165 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-126 N.2-167 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-128 N.2-169 
Name Withheld by Request W-ON-135 N.2-180 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-001 N.2-187 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-004 N.2-190 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-007 N.2-193 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-010 N.2-196 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-012 N.2-198 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-014 N.2-200 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-021 N.2-207 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-040 N.2-226 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-044 N.2-230 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-045 N.2-231 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-049 N.2-235 
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Name Withheld by Request W-VV-053 N.2-239 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-060 N.2-246 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-062 N.2-248 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-064 N.2-250 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-065 N.2-251 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-070 N.2-256 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-071 N.2-257 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-072 N.2-258 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-073 N.2-259 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-076 N.2-262 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-082 N.2-268 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-088 N.2-274 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-091 N.2-277 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-095 N.2-281 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-099 N.2-285 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-136 N.2-322 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-146 N.2-332 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-150 N.2-336 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-152 N.2-338 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-153 N.2-339 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-155 N.2-341 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-159 N.2-345 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-160 N.2-346 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-177 N.2-363 
Name Withheld by Request W-VV-183 N.2-373 
Naong Heather N-03427 N.2-3979 
Naong Heather N-03462 N.2-4014 
Naong Heather N-03515 N.2-4067 
Naong Heather N-03608 N.2-4160 
Naong Heather N-03818 N.2-4370 
Naong Heather N-03867 N.2-4419 
Naong Heather N-04002 N.2-4554 
Naong Heather N-04069 N.2-4621 
Naong Heather N-15861 N.2-16578 
Naong Heather N-15880 N.2-16597 
Naong Heather N-15903 N.2-16620 
Naong Heather N-15923 N.2-16640 
Naong Heather N-15940 N.2-16657 
Naong Heather N-15962 N.2-16679 
Naong Heather N-15980 N.2-16697 
Naong Heather N-16023 N.2-16740 
Naong Heather N-16049 N.2-16766 
Naong Heather N-16100 N.2-16817 
Naong Heather N-16134 N.2-16851 
Naong Heather N-16166 N.2-16883 
Naong Heather N-16205 N.2-16922 
Naong Heather N-16224 N.2-16941 
Naong Heather N-16296 N.2-17013 
Naong Heather N-16387 N.2-17104 
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Naong Heather N-16438 N.2-17155 
Naong Heather N-16471 N.2-17188 
Naong Heather N-16514 N.2-17231 
Nardi Mike N-18671 N.2-19484 
Nardi Tony 1617 N.2-20968 
Nardi Tony N-18654 N.2-19395 
Nardi Tony N-18655 N.2-19400 
Nardi Tony N-18656 N.2-19401 
Narz Dylan 1854 N.2-21176 
Nash Brian 903 N.2-20449 
National Chloride Company of America N-18773 N.2-19730 
Navar Samuel N-08387 N.2-9017 
Navarre Christopher N-09941 N.2-10581 
Navarre Christopher N-09977 N.2-10617 
Navarre Christopher N-10007 N.2-10647 
Navarre Christopher N-10041 N.2-10681 
Navarre Christopher N-10091 N.2-10731 
Navarre Christopher N-10150 N.2-10790 
Navarro Alec N-05131 N.2-5721 
Navoni II Nicholas N-11759 N.2-12427 
Nay Donn 308 N.2-20083 
Nay Donn 1561 N.2-20916 
Nay Donn 1674 N.2-21020 
Nay Donn 1677 N.2-21022 
Nay Donn 1708 N.2-21048 
Nay Donn 2124 N.2-21422 
Nay Donn 2125 N.2-21423 
Nay Donn 2126 N.2-21423 
Nay Donn N-18745 N.2-19701 
Nay Donn W-ON-037 N.2-77 
Naylor Tom N-00446 N.2-995 
Naylor Tom N-00483 N.2-1032 
Naylor Tom N-00525 N.2-1074 
Naylor Tom N-00535 N.2-1084 
Naylor Tom N-00586 N.2-1135 
Naylor Tom N-00677 N.2-1226 
Naylor Tom N-00724 N.2-1273 
Naylor Tom N-00768 N.2-1317 
Naylor Tom N-00824 N.2-1373 
Naylor Tom N-00871 N.2-1420 
Naylor Tom N-00974 N.2-1523 
Naylor Tom N-01022 N.2-1571 
Naylor Tom N-01102 N.2-1651 
Naylor Tom N-01153 N.2-1702 
Naylor Tom N-01204 N.2-1753 
Naylor Tom N-01267 N.2-1816 
Naylor Tom N-01304 N.2-1853 
Naylor Tom N-01365 N.2-1914 
Naylor Tom N-01366 N.2-1915 
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Naylor Tom N-01431 N.2-1980 
Naylor Tom N-01487 N.2-2036 
Naylor Tom N-01557 N.2-2106 
Naylor Tom N-01602 N.2-2151 
Naylor Tom N-01650 N.2-2199 
Naylor Tom N-01688 N.2-2237 
Naylor Tom N-01724 N.2-2273 
Naylor Tom N-01756 N.2-2305 
Naylor Tom N-01792 N.2-2341 
Naylor Tom N-01831 N.2-2380 
Naylor Tom N-05142 N.2-5732 
Naylor Tom N-05341 N.2-5938 
Naylor Tom N-05839 N.2-6441 
Naylor Tom N-09365 N.2-10005 
Naylor Tom N-13797 N.2-14506 
Neasham Eric N-10578 N.2-11235 
Nebrigich Andy N-06283 N.2-6888 
Nebrigich Andy N-09900 N.2-10540 
Neece Bo N-05494 N.2-6091 
Neece Bo N-10607 N.2-11265 
Neece Bo   N-13874 N.2-14583 
Negaard Jon 2147 N.2-21440 
Negahdauree Nima N-03083 N.2-3635 
Nehrbass David N-05739 N.2-6340 
Nehrbass David N-05962 N.2-6564 
Nehrbass David N-05993 N.2-6596 
Neill Anthony N-08885 N.2-9521 
Nelson Aaron N-05059 N.2-5646 
Nelson Aaron N-05995 N.2-6598 
Nelson Nicholas N-10866 N.2-11533 
Nelson Nicholas N-10887 N.2-11554 
Nelson Nicholas N-10915 N.2-11582 
Nelson Nicholas N-10954 N.2-11621 
Nelson Nicholas N-10977 N.2-11644 
Nelson Nicholas N-10992 N.2-11659 
Nelson Nicholas N-11015 N.2-11683 
Nelson Nicholas N-11038 N.2-11706 
Nelson Nicholas N-11061 N.2-11729 
Nelson Nicholas N-11092 N.2-11760 
Nelson Nicholas N-11108 N.2-11776 
Nelson Nicholas N-11129 N.2-11797 
Nelson Nicholas N-11152 N.2-11820 
Nelson Nicholas N-11174 N.2-11842 
Nelson Nicholas N-11195 N.2-11863 
Nelson Nicholas N-11231 N.2-11899 
Nelson Nicholas N-11287 N.2-11955 
Nelson Nicholas N-11292 N.2-11960 
Nelson Nicholas N-11323 N.2-11991 
Nelson Nicholas N-11344 N.2-12012 
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Nelson Nicholas N-11364 N.2-12032 
Nelson Nicholas N-11390 N.2-12058 
Nelson Nicholas N-11407 N.2-12075 
Nelson Nicholas N-11408 N.2-12076 
Nelson Nicholas N-11447 N.2-12115 
Nelson Nicholas N-11474 N.2-12142 
Nelson Nicholas N-13334 N.2-14043 
Nelson Nicholas N-13384 N.2-14093 
Nelson Nicholas N-13386 N.2-14095 
Nelson Nicholas N-13438 N.2-14147 
Nelson Nicholas N-13496 N.2-14205 
Nelson Nicholas N-13535 N.2-14244 
Nelson Nicholas N-13870 N.2-14579 
Nelson Nicholas N-13908 N.2-14617 
Nelson Nicholas N-13942 N.2-14651 
Nelson Nick N-17532 N.2-18257 
Nelson  Nicholas N-13849 N.2-14558 
Nemeth Rick 1788 N.2-21108 
Nemmer Thomas N-06289 N.2-6895 
Nemmer Thomas N-09847 N.2-10487 
Nemmer Thomas N-10095 N.2-10735 
Nemmer Thomas N-10142 N.2-10782 
Nemmer Thomas N-13317 N.2-14026 
Nemmer Thomas N-13611 N.2-14320 
Nesbitt Bryce 1693 N.2-21034 
Nescher Reed 1942 N.2-21259 
Ness Garrett 247 N.2-20045 
Nesterkine Serge N-01017 N.2-1566 
Netzer Neil 1505 N.2-20868 
Neubauer Steven N-18795 N.2-19755 
Nevins Justin N-11604 N.2-12272 
Nevins Justin N-11637 N.2-12305 
Nevins Justin N-11676 N.2-12344 
Nevins Justin N-11827 N.2-12495 
Nevins Justin N-11993 N.2-12661 
Nevins Justin N-12015 N.2-12683 
Newell Peter N-10010 N.2-10650 
Newell Peter N-10081 N.2-10721 
Newman Chip N-05282 N.2-5873 
Newman Chip N-05503 N.2-6100 
Newman Jared 958 N.2-20481 
Newman Stacy N-10428 N.2-11071 
Newman Stacy N-13224 N.2-13933 
Newman Stacy N-15193 N.2-15907 
Newman Stacy N-15302 N.2-16016 
Newman Stacy N-15346 N.2-16060 
Newman Stacy N-15368 N.2-16082 
Newman Stacy N-15391 N.2-16106 
Newman Stacy N-15444 N.2-16160 
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Newman Steve N-06816 N.2-7442 
Newman Steve N-07015 N.2-7645 
Newsome Will N-11079 N.2-11747 
Newsome Will N-11389 N.2-12057 
NIBLACK PHILLIP 1763 N.2-21086 
Nichols Keith N-06512 N.2-7130 
Nickel Billly N-01902 N.2-2451 
Nickel Billly N-01965 N.2-2516 
Nickel Billy N-02026 N.2-2577 
Nickel Billy N-02141 N.2-2692 
Nickel Billy N-02180 N.2-2731 
Nickel Billy N-02247 N.2-2798 
Nickel Billy N-02414 N.2-2965 
Nickel Billy N-02442 N.2-2993 
Nickel Billy N-02485 N.2-3036 
Nickel Billy N-03451 N.2-4003 
Nickel Billy N-03789 N.2-4341 
Nickel Billy N-03846 N.2-4398 
Nickel Billy N-03879 N.2-4431 
Nickel Billy N-03909 N.2-4461 
Nickel Billy N-04081 N.2-4633 
Nickel Billy N-04150 N.2-4704 
Nickel Billy N-04180 N.2-4739 
Nickel Billy N-05761 N.2-6362 
Nickel Billy N-06231 N.2-6835 
Nickel Billy N-06232 N.2-6836 
Nickel Billy N-06236 N.2-6840 
Nickel Billy N-06374 N.2-6981 
Nickel Billy N-06375 N.2-6982 
Nickel Billy N-06377 N.2-6984 
Nickel Billy N-06381 N.2-6988 
Nickel Billy N-06382 N.2-6989 
Nickel Billy N-06383 N.2-6990 
Nickel Billy N-06423 N.2-7033 
Nickel Billy N-06700 N.2-7326 
Nickel Billy N-06701 N.2-7327 
Nickel Billy N-06702 N.2-7328 
Nickel Billy N-06703 N.2-7329 
Nickel Billy N-06707 N.2-7333 
Nickel Billy N-13328 N.2-14037 
Nickel Billy N-13329 N.2-14038 
Nickel Billy N-13410 N.2-14119 
Nickel Billy N-13492 N.2-14201 
Nickel Billy N-13898 N.2-14607 
Nickel Billy N-16050 N.2-16767 
Nickel Billy N-16079 N.2-16796 
Nickel Billy N-16478 N.2-17195 
Nickel Billy N-18425 N.2-19159 
Nickel William N-15847 N.2-16564 
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Nickel William N-15885 N.2-16602 
Nickel William N-15912 N.2-16629 
Nickel William N-15925 N.2-16642 
Nickel William N-15949 N.2-16666 
Nickel William N-15967 N.2-16684 
Nickel William N-15990 N.2-16707 
Nickel William N-16003 N.2-16720 
Nickel William N-16039 N.2-16756 
Nickel William N-16059 N.2-16776 
Nickel William N-16083 N.2-16800 
Nickel William N-16106 N.2-16823 
Nickel William N-16153 N.2-16870 
Nickel William N-16173 N.2-16890 
Nickel William N-16174 N.2-16891 
Nickel William N-16209 N.2-16926 
Nickel William N-16240 N.2-16957 
Nickel William N-16267 N.2-16984 
Nickel William N-16284 N.2-17001 
Nickel William N-16309 N.2-17026 
Nickel William N-16342 N.2-17059 
Nickel William N-16371 N.2-17088 
Nickel William N-16400 N.2-17117 
Nickel William N-16424 N.2-17141 
Nickel William N-16442 N.2-17159 
Nickel William N-16494 N.2-17211 
Nickel William N-16496 N.2-17213 
Nickell Larry N-02011 N.2-2562 
Nickerson Jessica N-00856 N.2-1405 
Niebauer Thomas N-02776 N.2-3328 
Niebauer Thomas N-03067 N.2-3619 
Niebauer Thomas N-03382 N.2-3934 
Nielsen Bob 1691 N.2-21033 
Nieman Ted N-04928 N.2-5514 
Nieman Ted N-04985 N.2-5571 
Nieman Ted N-05189 N.2-5779 
Nieman Ted N-05409 N.2-6006 
Nieman Ted N-05516 N.2-6113 
Niles Bruce N-00298 N.2-788 
Nilsen Mike N-05949 N.2-6551 
Nisley Kelly N-09946 N.2-10586 
Nitschke Sandra N-00086 N.2-528 
Nitz Marc 1940 N.2-21257 
Nix Mike N-10586 N.2-11243 
Nix Mike N-10660 N.2-11321 
Nix  Mike N-13164 N.2-13870 
Nixon Liz N-03539 N.2-4091 
Nixon Liz N-03623 N.2-4175 
Nixon Luz N-03664 N.2-4216 
Nixon Luz N-03723 N.2-4275 
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Nixon Luz N-03967 N.2-4519 
Nixon Luz N-04032 N.2-4584 
Nixon Luz N-04104 N.2-4656 
Nixon Luz N-15876 N.2-16593 
Nixon Luz N-15943 N.2-16660 
Nixon Luz N-15957 N.2-16674 
Nixon Luz N-15984 N.2-16701 
Nixon Luz N-16013 N.2-16730 
Nixon Luz N-16040 N.2-16757 
Nixon Luz N-16063 N.2-16780 
Nixon Luz N-16103 N.2-16820 
Nixon Luz N-16124 N.2-16841 
Nixon Luz N-16155 N.2-16872 
Nixon Luz N-16188 N.2-16905 
Nixon Luz N-16219 N.2-16936 
Nixon Luz N-16249 N.2-16966 
Nixon Luz N-16273 N.2-16990 
Nixon Luz N-16288 N.2-17005 
Nixon Luz N-16311 N.2-17028 
Nixon Luz N-16346 N.2-17063 
Nixon Luz N-16379 N.2-17096 
Nixon Luz N-16407 N.2-17124 
Nixon Luz N-16455 N.2-17172 
Nixon Luz N-16504 N.2-17221 
Nixon Michael N-03420 N.2-3972 
Nixon Michael N-03455 N.2-4007 
Nixon Michael N-03457 N.2-4009 
Nixon Michael N-03514 N.2-4066 
Nixon Michael N-03542 N.2-4094 
Nixon Michael N-03586 N.2-4138 
Nixon Michael N-03607 N.2-4159 
Nixon Michael N-03640 N.2-4192 
Nixon Michael N-03655 N.2-4207 
Nixon Michael N-03678 N.2-4230 
Nixon Michael N-03711 N.2-4263 
Nixon Michael N-03754 N.2-4306 
Nixon Michael N-03769 N.2-4321 
Nixon Michael N-03813 N.2-4365 
Nixon Michael N-03823 N.2-4375 
Nixon Michael N-03861 N.2-4413 
Nixon Michael N-03885 N.2-4437 
Nixon Michael N-03955 N.2-4507 
Nixon Michael N-03993 N.2-4545 
Nixon Michael N-03996 N.2-4548 
Nixon Michael N-04065 N.2-4617 
Nixon Michael N-04086 N.2-4638 
Nixon Michael N-04109 N.2-4662 
Nixon Michael N-04112 N.2-4665 
Nixon Michael N-04151 N.2-4705 
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Nixon Michael N-06277 N.2-6882 
Nixon Michael N-06859 N.2-7485 
Nixon Michael N-06860 N.2-7486 
Nixon Michael N-06928 N.2-7554 
Nixon Michael N-07006 N.2-7636 
Nixon Michael N-07093 N.2-7723 
Nixon Michael N-07160 N.2-7790 
Nixon Michael N-07206 N.2-7836 
Nixon Michael N-07277 N.2-7907 
Nixon Michael N-07363 N.2-7993 
Nixon Michael N-07503 N.2-8133 
Nixon Michael N-08488 N.2-9124 
Nixon Michael N-08569 N.2-9205 
Nixon Michael N-08637 N.2-9273 
Nixon Michael N-08855 N.2-9491 
Nixon Michael N-09757 N.2-10397 
Nixon Michael N-09759 N.2-10399 
Nixon Michael N-09782 N.2-10422 
Nixon Michael N-09811 N.2-10451 
Nixon Michael N-09841 N.2-10481 
Nixon Michael N-09855 N.2-10495 
Nixon Michael N-09887 N.2-10527 
Nixon Michael N-09914 N.2-10554 
Nixon Michael N-09955 N.2-10595 
Nixon Michael N-09985 N.2-10625 
Nixon Michael N-09995 N.2-10635 
Nixon Michael N-10028 N.2-10668 
Nixon Michael N-10147 N.2-10787 
Nixon Michael N-10157 N.2-10797 
Nixon Michael N-10180 N.2-10820 
Nixon Michael N-10193 N.2-10833 
Nixon Michael N-10210 N.2-10850 
Nixon Michael N-10225 N.2-10865 
Nixon Michael N-10242 N.2-10882 
Nixon Michael N-10259 N.2-10899 
Nixon Michael N-10276 N.2-10916 
Nixon Michael N-10289 N.2-10929 
Nixon Michael N-10307 N.2-10947 
Nixon Michael N-10321 N.2-10961 
Nixon Michael N-15858 N.2-16575 
Nixon Michael N-15875 N.2-16592 
Nixon Michael N-15879 N.2-16596 
Nixon Michael N-15901 N.2-16618 
Nixon Michael N-15921 N.2-16638 
Nixon Michael N-15933 N.2-16650 
Nixon Michael N-15937 N.2-16654 
Nixon Michael N-15959 N.2-16676 
Nixon Michael N-15977 N.2-16694 
Nixon Michael N-15999 N.2-16716 
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Nixon Michael N-16017 N.2-16734 
Nixon Michael N-16018 N.2-16735 
Nixon Michael N-16048 N.2-16765 
Nixon Michael N-16071 N.2-16788 
Nixon Michael N-16097 N.2-16814 
Nixon Michael N-16099 N.2-16816 
Nixon Michael N-16131 N.2-16848 
Nixon Michael N-16162 N.2-16879 
Nixon Michael N-16165 N.2-16882 
Nixon Michael N-16199 N.2-16916 
Nixon Michael N-16201 N.2-16918 
Nixon Michael N-16226 N.2-16943 
Nixon Michael N-16231 N.2-16948 
Nixon Michael N-16294 N.2-17011 
Nixon Michael N-16298 N.2-17015 
Nixon Michael N-16360 N.2-17077 
Nixon Michael N-16363 N.2-17080 
Nixon Michael N-16385 N.2-17102 
Nixon Michael N-16414 N.2-17131 
Nixon Michael N-16434 N.2-17151 
Nixon Michael N-16467 N.2-17184 
Nixon Michael N-16469 N.2-17186 
Nixon Michael N-16484 N.2-17201 
Nixon Michael N-16493 N.2-17210 
Nixon Michael N-16512 N.2-17229 
Nixon Michael N-16517 N.2-17234 
Nixon Mike N-02052 N.2-2603 
Nixon Mike N-02154 N.2-2705 
Nixon Mike N-02200 N.2-2751 
Nixon Mike N-02262 N.2-2813 
Nixon Mike N-02350 N.2-2901 
Nixon Mike N-02604 N.2-3155 
Nixon Mike N-12333 N.2-13001 
Nixon Mike N-12358 N.2-13026 
Nixon Mike N-13022 N.2-13727 
Nixon Mike N-13070 N.2-13775 
Nixon Mike N-13112 N.2-13817 
No last name provided Connor W-ON-006 N.2-45 
No last name provided Hailey W-ON-076 N.2-117 
No Name N-00302 N.2-795 
No name included N-18848 N.2-19810 
No name submitted N-18716 N.2-19553 
Nolta Chris N-14456 N.2-15168 
Norby Matt 610 N.2-20269 
Norby Matt N-12169 N.2-12837 
Norby Matt N-12204 N.2-12872 
Norby Matt N-12339 N.2-13007 
Norby Matt N-12359 N.2-13027 
Norby Matt N-12462 N.2-13130 
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Norby Matt N-12879 N.2-13583 
Norby Matt N-12914 N.2-13618 
Norby Matt N-12930 N.2-13634 
Norby Matt N-12960 N.2-13665 
Norby Matt N-12965 N.2-13670 
Norby Matt N-12994 N.2-13699 
Norby Matt N-13118 N.2-13823 
Norby Matt  N-13088 N.2-13793 
Normandin Allan N-11315 N.2-11983 
Norwood Zach N-09953 N.2-10593 
Norwood Zack 805 N.2-20392 
Nowak Tim O-ON-029 N.2-412 
Nowak Tim O-ON-034 N.2-419 
Nowark Tiffany W-VV-156 N.2-342 
Nugent Phil N-00631 N.2-1180 
Nugent Phil N-01032 N.2-1581 
Nuss Richard 349 N.2-20110 
Nuss Richard 1648 N.2-20997 
Nuss Rick O-ON-014 N.2-396 
Nutter James N-00043 N.2-480 
Nywening Donald N-02913 N.2-3465 
Nywening Donald N-03176 N.2-3728 
Nywening Donald N-03332 N.2-3884 
Nywening Donald N-03350 N.2-3902 
Nywening Donald N-03415 N.2-3967 
Nywening Donald N-09980 N.2-10620 
Nywening Donald N-10060 N.2-10700 
Nywening Donald N-10168 N.2-10808 
Nywening Donald N-10312 N.2-10952 
Nywening Donald N-17303 N.2-18021 
Nywening Donald N-17340 N.2-18059 
Nywening Donald N-17375 N.2-18095 
Nywening Donald N-17724 N.2-18453 
O'Brien Geoffrey 485 N.2-20193 
Ochoa William N-17923 N.2-18654 
Ockert Todd 1199 N.2-20663 
OConnor Liam 1868 N.2-21192 
Oden Kirk 1330 N.2-20770 
Oden Kirk N-09363 N.2-10003 
O'Dor Brian 2110 N.2-21412 
O'Dor Shane 1806 N.2-21127 
Odum Jake 850 N.2-20418 
Oeller Jon N-00710 N.2-1259 
Oeller Jon N-00747 N.2-1296 
Oeller Jon N-00852 N.2-1401 
Oeller Jon N-00923 N.2-1472 
Oeller Jon N-01065 N.2-1614 
Oeller Jon N-01279 N.2-1828 
Oeller Jon N-01412 N.2-1961 
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Oeller Jon N-01537 N.2-2086 
Oeller Jon N-01639 N.2-2188 
Oeller Jon N-01698 N.2-2247 
Oeller Jon N-01728 N.2-2277 
Oeller Jon N-01973 N.2-2524 
Oeller Jon N-02029 N.2-2580 
Oeller Jon N-02182 N.2-2733 
Oeller Jon N-02183 N.2-2734 
Oeller Jon N-02378 N.2-2929 
Oeller Jon N-02621 N.2-3173 
Oeller Jon N-02711 N.2-3263 
Oeller Jon N-07607 N.2-8237 
Oeller Jon N-07667 N.2-8297 
Oeller Jon N-07912 N.2-8542 
Oeller Jon N-07941 N.2-8571 
Oeller Jon N-08027 N.2-8657 
Oeller Jon N-08240 N.2-8870 
Oeller Jon N-08283 N.2-8913 
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation 
Commission 

N-18855 N.2-19845 

Off-Road Business Association (ORBA) N-18736 N.2-19648 
Ofsthun Christopher N-02781 N.2-3333 
Ofsthun Christopher N-02928 N.2-3480 
Ogaz Peggy N-08320 N.2-8950 
Ogaz Peggy N-08370 N.2-9000 
Ogaz Peggy N-08602 N.2-9238 
Ogaz Peggy N-08742 N.2-9378 
Ogaz Peggy N-08826 N.2-9462 
Ogaz Peggy N-08953 N.2-9590 
Ogaz Peggy N-08982 N.2-9619 
Ogaz Peggy N-09036 N.2-9673 
Ogaz Peggy N-13241 N.2-13950 
Oggins Cy 2308 N.2-21631 
Ogle Dean  N-08735 N.2-9371 
Ogle Wesley N-08455 N.2-9091 
Ohland Doug 1707 N.2-21046 
Ohland Doug N-09926 N.2-10566 
Oinas Robert 1580 N.2-20934 
Okeefe Kevin 271 N.2-20059 
Okey James N-11908 N.2-12576 
Okey James N-12006 N.2-12674 
Okey James N-12099 N.2-12767 
Oliva Tim N-04216 N.2-4775 
Oliva Tim N-04241 N.2-4802 
Oliva Tim N-04286 N.2-4849 
Oliva Tim N-04305 N.2-4868 
Oliva Tim N-04385 N.2-4953 
Oliva Tim N-04427 N.2-4997 
Oliva Tim N-04456 N.2-5026 
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Oliva Tim N-04472 N.2-5042 
Oliva Tim N-04547 N.2-5120 
Oliva Tim N-04573 N.2-5147 
Oliva Tim N-04591 N.2-5166 
Oliva Tim N-04619 N.2-5195 
Oliva Tim N-04697 N.2-5275 
Oliva Tim N-06789 N.2-7415 
Oliva Tim N-06948 N.2-7575 
Oliva Tim N-07086 N.2-7716 
Oliva Tim N-07244 N.2-7874 
Oliva Tim N-07390 N.2-8020 
Oliva Tim N-10874 N.2-11541 
Oliva Tim N-10921 N.2-11588 
Oliva Tim N-10943 N.2-11610 
Oliva Tim N-11004 N.2-11672 
Oliva Tim N-11137 N.2-11805 
Oliva Tim N-11162 N.2-11830 
Oliva Tim N-11188 N.2-11856 
Oliva Tim N-11277 N.2-11945 
Oliva Tim N-11328 N.2-11996 
Oliva Tim N-11371 N.2-12039 
Oliva Tim N-11889 N.2-12557 
Oliva Tim N-11946 N.2-12614 
Oliva Tim N-11976 N.2-12644 
Oliva Tim N-12026 N.2-12694 
Oliva Tim N-15171 N.2-15885 
Oliva Tim N-15231 N.2-15945 
Oliva Tim N-15265 N.2-15979 
Oliva Tim N-15640 N.2-16356 
Oliva Tim N-15690 N.2-16406 
Oliva Tim N-15851 N.2-16568 
Oliva Tim N-15904 N.2-16621 
Oliva Tim N-15934 N.2-16651 
Oliva Tim N-15994 N.2-16711 
Oliva Tim N-16014 N.2-16731 
Oliva Tim N-16034 N.2-16751 
Oliva Tim N-16076 N.2-16793 
Oliva Tim N-16158 N.2-16875 
Oliva Tim N-16190 N.2-16907 
Oliva Tim N-16259 N.2-16976 
Oliva Tim N-16332 N.2-17049 
Oliva Tim N-16420 N.2-17137 
Oliva Tim N-16456 N.2-17173 
Oliva Tim N-17264 N.2-17982 
Oliva Tim N-17293 N.2-18011 
Oliva Tim N-17557 N.2-18282 
Oliva Tim N-17917 N.2-18648 
Oliva Timothy N-09093 N.2-9731 
Oliva Timothy N-13277 N.2-13986 
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Olivarez Daniel N-05876 N.2-6478 
Olivas Anna N-18809 N.2-19769 
Oliver Missy W-VV-171 N.2-357 
Oliverio Dillon N-00342 N.2-857 
Olivia Tim N-10454 N.2-11099 
Olivia Timothy N-08484 N.2-9120 
Olivia Timothy N-08563 N.2-9199 
Olivia Timothy N-08631 N.2-9267 
Olsen Donald N-12130 N.2-12798 
Olsen Eric 1646 N.2-20995 
Olsen Nicole O-ON-021 N.2-404 
Olshove Michael 1069 N.2-20563 
Olson Alan N-12112 N.2-12780 
Olson Alan N-12143 N.2-12811 
Olson Alan N-12181 N.2-12849 
Olson Alan N-12197 N.2-12865 
Olson Alan N-12226 N.2-12894 
Olson Alan N-12242 N.2-12910 
Olson Alan N-12257 N.2-12925 
Olson Alan N-12277 N.2-12945 
Olson Alan N-12295 N.2-12963 
Olson Alan N-12312 N.2-12980 
Olson Alan N-12330 N.2-12998 
Olson Alan N-12354 N.2-13022 
Olson Alan N-12393 N.2-13061 
Olson Alan N-12427 N.2-13095 
Olson Alan N-12448 N.2-13116 
Olson Alan N-12475 N.2-13143 
Olson Alan N-12849 N.2-13553 
Olson Alan N-12871 N.2-13575 
Olson Alan N-12889 N.2-13593 
Olson Alan N-12908 N.2-13612 
Olson Alan N-12926 N.2-13630 
Olson Alan N-12954 N.2-13658 
Olson Alan N-12977 N.2-13682 
Olson Alan N-13018 N.2-13723 
Olson Alan N-13063 N.2-13768 
Olson Alan N-13107 N.2-13812 
Olson Alan N-13136 N.2-13841 
Olson Ben N-07852 N.2-8482 
Olson Chris N-15770 N.2-16486 
Olson Eric 1666 N.2-21013 
Olson Eric 1912 N.2-21232 
Olson Geoff 939 N.2-20469 
Olson Holly N-12111 N.2-12779 
Olson Holly N-12141 N.2-12809 
Olson Holly N-12180 N.2-12848 
Olson Holly N-12196 N.2-12864 
Olson Holly N-12222 N.2-12890 
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Olson Holly N-12223 N.2-12891 
Olson Holly N-12255 N.2-12923 
Olson Holly N-12273 N.2-12941 
Olson Holly N-12293 N.2-12961 
Olson Holly N-12311 N.2-12979 
Olson Holly N-12331 N.2-12999 
Olson Holly N-12353 N.2-13021 
Olson Holly N-12392 N.2-13060 
Olson Holly N-12426 N.2-13094 
Olson Holly N-12447 N.2-13115 
Olson Holly N-12474 N.2-13142 
Olson Holly N-12850 N.2-13554 
Olson Holly N-12872 N.2-13576 
Olson Holly N-12887 N.2-13591 
Olson Holly N-12909 N.2-13613 
Olson Holly N-12924 N.2-13628 
Olson Holly N-12953 N.2-13657 
Olson Holly N-12976 N.2-13681 
Olson Holly N-13016 N.2-13721 
Olson Holly N-13062 N.2-13767 
Olson Holly N-13105 N.2-13810 
Olson Holly N-13133 N.2-13838 
Olson Holy N-12241 N.2-12909 
Olson Keith O-ON-015 N.2-397 
Olson Mariam 90 N.2-19945 
Olson Mariam 94 N.2-19947 
Olson Mariam 95 N.2-19948 
Olson Willis N-12936 N.2-13640 
Olson Willis N-12937 N.2-13641 
Olson Willis N-12991 N.2-13696 
O'meara Suzanne 338 N.2-20103 
O'Neill Rob 1845 N.2-21166 
Orabona Mike N-10017 N.2-10657 
Orcutt Ric N-07578 N.2-8208 
Orcutt Ric N-07739 N.2-8369 
Orcutt Ric N-07769 N.2-8399 
Orcutt Ric N-07796 N.2-8426 
Orcutt Ric N-07817 N.2-8447 
Orcutt Ric N-07834 N.2-8464 
Orcutt Ric N-07920 N.2-8550 
Orcutt Ric N-07945 N.2-8575 
Orcutt Ric N-07987 N.2-8617 
Orcutt Ric N-08094 N.2-8724 
Orcutt Ric N-08153 N.2-8783 
Orcutt Ric N-08247 N.2-8877 
Orcutt Ric N-08291 N.2-8921 
Orcutt Rich N-08037 N.2-8667 
Orendain Robert N-10679 N.2-11340 
Ormiston Todd 983 N.2-20500 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-327  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
O'Rourke Daniel N-16327 N.2-17044 
Orr Andrew N-12457 N.2-13125 
Orre Erik 2015 N.2-21325 
Orszagh Thomas 1106 N.2-20588 
Orszagh Thomas N-04511 N.2-5083 
Ortega Michael 1331 N.2-20771 
Ortega Yvonne N-00070 N.2-511 
Ortiz Octavio N-06511 N.2-7129 
Orton Eddie N-14697 N.2-15410 
Orton Eddie N-17212 N.2-17930 
Orton Eddie N-17624 N.2-18350 
Orton Eddie W-ON-112 N.2-153 
Orton Edward 766 N.2-20364 
Orton Edward W-ON-019 N.2-59 
Orton Edward W-VV-100 N.2-286 
Orxzagh Thomas N-13061 N.2-13766 
Osborn Clinton N-12933 N.2-13637 
Osborne Jason N-04250 N.2-4812 
Osborne Jason N-04371 N.2-4939 
Osborne Jason N-04448 N.2-5018 
Osborne Jason N-04466 N.2-5036 
Osborne Jason N-04564 N.2-5137 
Osborne Jason N-04612 N.2-5187 
Osborne Jason N-04728 N.2-5306 
Osborne Jason N-04799 N.2-5380 
Osborne Jason N-04824 N.2-5405 
Osborne Jason N-04869 N.2-5452 
Osburn Eric 122 N.2-19969 
Osburn Eric N-08724 N.2-9360 
Osburn Larry N-13778 N.2-14487 
Ospina David W-ON-048 N.2-88 
Ospina David W-ON-053 N.2-93 
Otis Patrick N-00765 N.2-1314 
Otis Patrick N-01482 N.2-2031 
Outlaw Nick N-08227 N.2-8857 
Overmey Kate N-13110 N.2-13815 
Overmeyer Kate N-05343 N.2-5940 
Overmeyer Kate N-05406 N.2-6003 
Overmeyer Kate N-12153 N.2-12821 
Overmeyer Kate N-12227 N.2-12895 
Overmeyer Kate N-12260 N.2-12928 
Overmeyer Kate N-12280 N.2-12948 
Overmeyer Kate N-12428 N.2-13096 
Overmeyer Kate N-12449 N.2-13117 
Overmeyer Kate N-13135 N.2-13840 
Overmeyer Kate N-15787 N.2-16503 
Overmeyer Mike N-14432 N.2-15144 
Owen Craig N-00044 N.2-481 
Owen Gavia N-00045 N.2-482 
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Owens Mike N-14072 N.2-14781 
Owens Mike N-14332 N.2-15044 
Owens Mike N-14362 N.2-15074 
Owens Mike N-14405 N.2-15117 
Owens Mike N-14479 N.2-15192 
Owens Mike N-14501 N.2-15214 
Owens Mike N-15767 N.2-16483 
Owens Travis 823 N.2-20402 
Ozzie  Martinez N-13680 N.2-14389 
Paananen Guy N-06333 N.2-6939 
Paananen Guy N-07771 N.2-8401 
Paananen Guy N-08226 N.2-8856 
Pace Harley 783 N.2-20375 
Pace Harley N-00009 N.2-446 
Packer Colin N-17413 N.2-18135 
Pad Kevin N-03894 N.2-4446 
Paddack Leah 1440 N.2-20831 
Padgett James 477 N.2-20188 
Padgett James N-00503 N.2-1052 
Padgett James N-00552 N.2-1101 
Padgett James N-00698 N.2-1247 
Padgett James N-00945 N.2-1494 
Padgett James N-01083 N.2-1632 
Padgett James N-01128 N.2-1677 
Padgett James N-01169 N.2-1718 
Padgett James N-01283 N.2-1832 
Padgett James N-01329 N.2-1878 
Padgett James N-01440 N.2-1989 
Padgett James N-02818 N.2-3370 
Padgett James N-02880 N.2-3432 
Padgett James N-02920 N.2-3472 
Padgett James N-03014 N.2-3566 
Padgett James N-03337 N.2-3889 
Padilla Edgar W-ON-014 N.2-54 
Padilla Kevin N-03430 N.2-3982 
Padilla Kevin N-03466 N.2-4018 
Padilla Kevin N-03522 N.2-4074 
Padilla Kevin N-03523 N.2-4075 
Padilla Kevin N-03562 N.2-4114 
Padilla Kevin N-03597 N.2-4149 
Padilla Kevin N-03611 N.2-4163 
Padilla Kevin N-03636 N.2-4188 
Padilla Kevin N-03659 N.2-4211 
Padilla Kevin N-03680 N.2-4232 
Padilla Kevin N-03695 N.2-4247 
Padilla Kevin N-03714 N.2-4266 
Padilla Kevin N-03753 N.2-4305 
Padilla Kevin N-03774 N.2-4326 
Padilla Kevin N-03799 N.2-4351 
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Padilla Kevin N-03826 N.2-4378 
Padilla Kevin N-03925 N.2-4477 
Padilla Kevin N-04011 N.2-4563 
Padilla Kevin N-04045 N.2-4597 
Padilla Kevin N-04072 N.2-4624 
Padilla Kevin N-04932 N.2-5518 
Padilla Kevin N-04946 N.2-5532 
Padilla Kevin N-04969 N.2-5555 
Padilla Kevin N-04988 N.2-5574 
Padilla Kevin N-05012 N.2-5598 
Padilla Kevin N-05030 N.2-5616 
Padilla Kevin N-05047 N.2-5633 
Padilla Kevin N-05062 N.2-5649 
Padilla Kevin N-05087 N.2-5675 
Padilla Kevin N-05101 N.2-5689 
Padilla Kevin N-05112 N.2-5702 
Padilla Kevin N-05128 N.2-5718 
Padilla Kevin N-05139 N.2-5729 
Padilla Kevin N-05185 N.2-5775 
Padilla Kevin N-05206 N.2-5796 
Padilla Kevin N-05207 N.2-5797 
Padilla Kevin N-05235 N.2-5826 
Padilla Kevin N-05269 N.2-5860 
Padilla Kevin N-05288 N.2-5879 
Padilla Kevin N-05303 N.2-5895 
Padilla Kevin N-05326 N.2-5923 
Padilla Kevin N-05352 N.2-5949 
Padilla Kevin N-05419 N.2-6016 
Padilla Kevin N-05476 N.2-6073 
Padilla Kevin N-05512 N.2-6109 
Padilla Kevin N-05660 N.2-6261 
Padilla Kevin N-05672 N.2-6273 
Padilla Kevin N-05694 N.2-6295 
Padilla Kevin N-05704 N.2-6305 
Padilla Kevin N-05717 N.2-6318 
Padilla Kevin N-05744 N.2-6345 
Padilla Kevin N-05760 N.2-6361 
Padilla Kevin N-05773 N.2-6375 
Padilla Kevin N-05797 N.2-6399 
Padilla Kevin N-05832 N.2-6434 
Padilla Kevin N-05849 N.2-6451 
Padilla Kevin N-05883 N.2-6485 
Padilla Kevin N-05913 N.2-6515 
Padilla Kevin N-05933 N.2-6535 
Padilla Kevin N-05955 N.2-6557 
Padilla Kevin N-05984 N.2-6587 
Padilla Kevin N-06011 N.2-6614 
Padilla Kevin N-06012 N.2-6615 
Padilla Kevin N-06036 N.2-6639 
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Padilla Kevin N-06050 N.2-6653 
Padilla Kevin N-06096 N.2-6699 
Padilla Kevin N-06151 N.2-6754 
Padilla Kevin N-06180 N.2-6783 
Padilla Kevin N-06466 N.2-7076 
Padilla Kevin N-10334 N.2-10974 
Padilla Kevin N-13426 N.2-14135 
Padilla Kevin N-13445 N.2-14154 
Padilla Kevin N-13482 N.2-14191 
Padilla Kevin N-13519 N.2-14228 
Padilla Kevin N-13613 N.2-14322 
Padilla Kevin N-13636 N.2-14345 
Padilla Kevin N-13692 N.2-14401 
Padilla Kevin N-13724 N.2-14433 
Padilla Kevin N-13741 N.2-14450 
Padilla Kevin N-13759 N.2-14468 
Padilla Kevin N-13882 N.2-14591 
Padilla Kevin N-13930 N.2-14639 
Padilla Kevin N-13946 N.2-14655 
Padilla Kevin N-16684 N.2-17401 
Padilla Kevin N-16685 N.2-17402 
Padilla Kevin N-16691 N.2-17408 
Padilla Kevin N-16710 N.2-17427 
Padilla Kevin N-16792 N.2-17509 
Padilla Kevin N-16793 N.2-17510 
Padilla Kevin N-16794 N.2-17511 
Padilla Kevin N-16797 N.2-17514 
Padilla Kevin N-16798 N.2-17515 
Padilla Kevin N-16800 N.2-17517 
Padilla Kevin N-16802 N.2-17519 
Padilla Kevin N-16803 N.2-17520 
Padilla Kevin N-16805 N.2-17522 
Padilla Kevin N-16806 N.2-17523 
Padilla Kevin N-16824 N.2-17541 
Padilla Kevin N-16842 N.2-17559 
Padilla Kevin N-16889 N.2-17606 
Padilla Kevin N-16917 N.2-17634 
Padilla Kevin N-16925 N.2-17642 
Padilla Kevin N-17003 N.2-17720 
Padilla Kevin N-17004 N.2-17721 
Padilla Kevin N-17005 N.2-17722 
Padilla Kevin N-17006 N.2-17723 
Padilla Kevin N-17038 N.2-17755 
Padilla Kevin N-17042 N.2-17759 
Padilla Kevin N-17062 N.2-17779 
Padilla Kevin N-17128 N.2-17845 
Padilla Kevin N-17682 N.2-18410 
Padilla Kevin N-17712 N.2-18440 
Page Andrew N-06276 N.2-6881 
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Page Art N-03395 N.2-3947 
Page Art  N-03021 N.2-3573 
Page Art  N-03078 N.2-3630 
Page Hank N-06296 N.2-6902 
Page Hank N-09831 N.2-10471 
Page Henry 414 N.2-20149 
Pahls Christian 626 N.2-20278 
Painter Kelly N-17296 N.2-18014 
Paisley Robert 1375 N.2-20796 
Palenske Grant 2082 N.2-21390 
Palin Cathy N-00013 N.2-451 
Palmer Brent W-ON-039 N.2-79 
Palous Casey N-16728 N.2-17445 
Palous Casey N-16974 N.2-17691 
Paolilla Edgar O-ON-028 N.2-411 
Paolini Anthony 1634 N.2-20983 
Pardi Scott N-12437 N.2-13105 
Pardini Tom N-03085 N.2-3637 
Parisi Angelo 899 N.2-20446 
Park Robert 438 N.2-20163 
Park Robert/Krusty N-06150 N.2-6753 
Parker Matthew N-00053 N.2-494 
Parker Scott 792 N.2-20382 
Parker Steve 372 N.2-20124 
Parker Steve 1533 N.2-20894 
Parks Brent 2257 N.2-21562 
Parks Daniel N-03434 N.2-3986 
Parks Daniel N-03472 N.2-4024 
Parks Daniel N-03503 N.2-4055 
Parks Daniel N-03565 N.2-4117 
Parks Daniel N-03600 N.2-4152 
Parks Daniel N-03779 N.2-4331 
Parks Daniel N-03841 N.2-4393 
Parks Daniel N-03853 N.2-4405 
Parks Daniel N-03872 N.2-4424 
Parks Daniel N-03896 N.2-4448 
Parks Daniel N-04014 N.2-4566 
Parks Daniel N-04074 N.2-4626 
Parks Matt  N-02347 N.2-2898 
Parks Peter N-00155 N.2-603 
Parrinello John 151 N.2-19985 
Parsons Chris N-01874 N.2-2423 
Parsons Chris N-01899 N.2-2448 
Parsons Chris N-01961 N.2-2512 
Parsons Chris N-02024 N.2-2575 
Parsons Chris N-02064 N.2-2615 
Parsons Chris N-02091 N.2-2642 
Parsons Chris N-02139 N.2-2690 
Parsons Chris N-02177 N.2-2728 
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Parsons Chris N-02222 N.2-2773 
Parsons Chris N-02244 N.2-2795 
Parsons Chris N-02281 N.2-2832 
Parsons Chris N-02301 N.2-2852 
Parsons Chris N-02329 N.2-2880 
Parsons Chris N-02374 N.2-2925 
Parsons Chris N-02399 N.2-2950 
Parsons Chris N-02407 N.2-2958 
Parsons Chris N-02445 N.2-2996 
Parsons Chris N-02475 N.2-3026 
Parsons Chris N-02525 N.2-3076 
Parsons Chris N-02544 N.2-3095 
Parsons Chris N-02570 N.2-3121 
Parsons Chris N-02594 N.2-3145 
Parsons Chris N-02626 N.2-3178 
Parsons Chris N-02649 N.2-3201 
Parsons Chris N-02672 N.2-3224 
Parsons Chris N-02693 N.2-3245 
Parsons Chris N-02715 N.2-3267 
Partnership for Johnson Valley N-18867 N.2-19913 
Partridge Brian N-00335 N.2-850 
Pasic Joe N-07849 N.2-8479 
Passmore Shawn N-13687 N.2-14396 
Passmore Shawn N-17219 N.2-17937 
Passmore Shawn N-17368 N.2-18087 
Passmore Shawn N-17513 N.2-18238 
Paten Norman N-05853 N.2-6455 
Patlina Rose Marie N-00046 N.2-483 
Patrick Brian N-00359 N.2-874 
Patrono Alex N-09358 N.2-9998 
Patrono Alex N-09411 N.2-10051 
Patt Ben N-18689 N.2-19502 
Patterson Garth 419 N.2-20152 
Patteson Jeff 206 N.2-20019 
Patton C. N-00093 N.2-535 
Patton John 1322 N.2-20763 
Patton Laura N-18690 N.2-19503 
Patzer Jon 248 N.2-20046 
Pauente Joshua N-15272 N.2-15986 
Pauler Julie N-08535 N.2-9171 
Paulet Arty N-08797 N.2-9433 
Paulet Arty N-08969 N.2-9606 
Paulet Julie N-08490 N.2-9126 
Paulet Julie N-08573 N.2-9209 
Paulet Keith N-09102 N.2-9740 
Paulet Keith N-09556 N.2-10196 
Paulet Kristen N-08857 N.2-9493 
Paulet Kristen N-08897 N.2-9534 
Paulet Kristen N-13283 N.2-13992 
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Paulsen Eric 2366 N.2-21756 
Pave Lars 1521 N.2-20884 
Pavesi Jim N-16698 N.2-17415 
Pavlakis Ryan N-05137 N.2-5727 
Pawlowski Robert N-11236 N.2-11904 
Payne Michael N-06519 N.2-7137 
Payne Randlett N-05872 N.2-6474 
Payne Randlett N-06427 N.2-7037 
Payne Randlett N-06428 N.2-7038 
Payne Randlett N-06446 N.2-7056 
Payne Randlett N-06448 N.2-7058 
Payne Randlett N-12832 N.2-13533 
Payne Raymond W-ON-050 N.2-90 
Pealstrom Eric 289 N.2-20070 
Pearl Nicholas N-04205 N.2-4764 
Pearl Nicholas N-04411 N.2-4980 
Pearl Nicholas N-04607 N.2-5182 
Pearl Nicholas N-04686 N.2-5263 
Pearl Nicholas N-04749 N.2-5328 
Pearson Jeff N-06848 N.2-7474 
Pearson Jeff N-07297 N.2-7927 
Pearson Megan N-16727 N.2-17444 
Pease K. N-00306 N.2-821 
Pease K. N-00307 N.2-822 
Pease K. N-00308 N.2-823 
Pease K. N-00310 N.2-825 
Pease K. N-00311 N.2-826 
Pease K. N-00312 N.2-827 
Pease K. N-00313 N.2-828 
Pease K. N-00314 N.2-829 
Pease K. N-00315 N.2-830 
Pease K. N-00317 N.2-832 
Pease K. N-00318 N.2-833 
Pease K. N-00323 N.2-838 
Pease Kevin N-00309 N.2-824 
Pease Kevin N-00319 N.2-834 
Pease Kevin N-00321 N.2-836 
Pease Kevin N-00322 N.2-837 
Pease Kevin W-VV-015 N.2-201 
Peat Justin N-09368 N.2-10008 
Peat Justin N-09554 N.2-10194 
Peatross Chris N-05161 N.2-5751 
Peck Daniel 999 N.2-20512 
Pedigo Charles N-01047 N.2-1596 
Peet Chris 583 N.2-20253 
Pekkala Ron 1102 N.2-20585 
Pellanda Cindy 2107 N.2-21409 
Pellanda Jason 2052 N.2-21363 
Pellanda Jason 2053 N.2-21364 
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Pellegrino Deborah 798 N.2-20386 
Pellegrino Tony W-ON-036 N.2-76 
Pelligrino Debbie W-VV-024 N.2-210 
Pelligrino Tony W-JT-032 N.2-32 
Pelphrey Cory 1411 N.2-20814 
Pelton Nic N-07999 N.2-8629 
Pelton Nick N-08054 N.2-8684 
Pemberton Wyatt N-08728 N.2-9364 
Pender Scott 1530 N.2-20892 
Penfield John N-07900 N.2-8530 
Penfield John N-08232 N.2-8862 
Penner Maranda N-07799 N.2-8429 
Penner Ryan N-07991 N.2-8621 
Penniman Brena N-05977 N.2-6579 
Penniman Brena N-06620 N.2-7240 
Penniman Brena N-06640 N.2-7261 
Penniman Brena N-12788 N.2-13484 
Penniman Brena N-12827 N.2-13528 
Penniman Brena N-15103 N.2-15817 
Penniman Brena N-15418 N.2-16133 
Penniman Brena N-15687 N.2-16403 
Penniman Erin N-16214 N.2-16931 
Penniman Lisa N-04142 N.2-4695 
Penniman Lisa N-06365 N.2-6972 
Penniman Orion N-03917 N.2-4469 
Penniman Orion N-12737 N.2-13414 
Penniman Richard N-03561 N.2-4113 
Penniman Star  N-13412 N.2-14121 
Penniman Starr N-04008 N.2-4560 
Penniman Starr N-04010 N.2-4562 
Penniman Starr N-04123 N.2-4679 
Penniman Starr N-04181 N.2-4740 
Penniman Starr N-04183 N.2-4742 
Penniman Starr N-05597 N.2-6196 
Penniman Starr N-05600 N.2-6199 
Penniman Starr N-06313 N.2-6919 
Penniman Starr N-06461 N.2-7071 
Penniman Starr N-06468 N.2-7078 
Penniman Starr N-06602 N.2-7222 
Penniman Starr N-06603 N.2-7223 
Penniman Starr N-06616 N.2-7236 
Penniman Starr N-06623 N.2-7243 
Penniman Starr N-06628 N.2-7249 
Penniman Starr N-06658 N.2-7281 
Penniman Starr N-06843 N.2-7469 
Penniman Starr N-07349 N.2-7979 
Penniman Starr N-09262 N.2-9902 
Penniman Starr N-09322 N.2-9962 
Penniman Starr N-09360 N.2-10000 
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Penniman Starr N-09396 N.2-10036 
Penniman Starr N-09517 N.2-10157 
Penniman Starr N-09547 N.2-10187 
Penniman Starr N-09620 N.2-10260 
Penniman Starr N-10453 N.2-11097 
Penniman Starr N-12770 N.2-13455 
Penniman Starr N-12777 N.2-13470 
Penniman Starr N-12780 N.2-13474 
Penniman Starr N-12789 N.2-13486 
Penniman Starr N-12836 N.2-13540 
Penniman Starr N-13309 N.2-14018 
Penniman Starr N-15121 N.2-15835 
Penniman Starr N-15125 N.2-15839 
Penniman Starr N-15310 N.2-16024 
Penniman Starr N-15491 N.2-16207 
Penniman Starr N-15573 N.2-16289 
Penniman Starr N-18481 N.2-19215 
Penniman Tracie N-04141 N.2-4694 
Penniman Tracie N-12742 N.2-13423 
Peppel Alan 1255 N.2-20711 
Peppel Alan 1938 N.2-21256 
Peracchio Lisa N-10047 N.2-10687 
Perchaluk Brett 409 N.2-20146 
Peretz Stephen N-00254 N.2-704 
Perez Andrew N-16319 N.2-17036 
Perez Gary 2380 N.2-21779 
Perez Paul N-02948 N.2-3500 
Perez Travis N-03102 N.2-3654 
Perez Travis N-03222 N.2-3774 
Perez Travis N-06484 N.2-7097 
Perez Travis N-06505 N.2-7121 
Perez Travis N-06506 N.2-7123 
Perez Travis N-06732 N.2-7358 
Perez Travis N-06764 N.2-7390 
Perez Travis N-06790 N.2-7416 
Perez Travis N-06808 N.2-7434 
Perez Travis N-06855 N.2-7481 
Perez Travis N-06885 N.2-7511 
Perez Travis N-06921 N.2-7547 
Perez Travis N-06922 N.2-7548 
Perez Travis N-06947 N.2-7574 
Perez Travis N-06981 N.2-7610 
Perez Travis N-07002 N.2-7632 
Perez Travis N-07050 N.2-7680 
Perez Travis N-07087 N.2-7717 
Perez Travis N-07113 N.2-7743 
Perez Travis N-07151 N.2-7781 
Perez Travis N-07190 N.2-7820 
Perez Travis N-07243 N.2-7873 
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Perez Travis N-07271 N.2-7901 
Perez Travis N-07303 N.2-7933 
Perez Travis N-07358 N.2-7988 
Perez Travis N-07391 N.2-8021 
Perez Travis N-07422 N.2-8052 
Perez Travis N-07444 N.2-8074 
Perez Travis N-07463 N.2-8093 
Perez Travis N-07480 N.2-8110 
Perez Travis N-07500 N.2-8130 
Perez Travis N-07522 N.2-8152 
Perez Travis N-07547 N.2-8177 
Perez Travis N-07584 N.2-8214 
Perez Travis N-07602 N.2-8232 
Perez Travis N-07617 N.2-8247 
Perez Travis N-07620 N.2-8250 
Perez Travis N-07640 N.2-8270 
Perez Travis N-07659 N.2-8289 
Perez Travis N-07678 N.2-8308 
Perez Travis N-07715 N.2-8345 
Perez Travis N-07749 N.2-8379 
Perez Travis N-07781 N.2-8411 
Perez Travis N-07826 N.2-8456 
Perez Travis N-07902 N.2-8532 
Perez Travis N-07907 N.2-8537 
Perez Travis N-07953 N.2-8583 
Perez Travis N-07959 N.2-8589 
Perez Travis N-08055 N.2-8685 
Perez Travis N-08060 N.2-8690 
Perez Travis N-08101 N.2-8731 
Perez Travis N-08107 N.2-8737 
Perez Travis N-08134 N.2-8764 
Perez Travis N-08164 N.2-8794 
Perez Travis N-08184 N.2-8814 
Perez Travis N-08188 N.2-8818 
Perez Travis N-08255 N.2-8885 
Perez Travis N-08272 N.2-8902 
Perez Travis N-08299 N.2-8929 
Perez Travis N-09151 N.2-9789 
Perez Travis N-09167 N.2-9807 
Perez Travis N-09191 N.2-9831 
Perez Travis N-09214 N.2-9854 
Perez Travis N-09247 N.2-9887 
Perez Travis N-09268 N.2-9908 
Perez Travis N-09284 N.2-9924 
Perez Travis N-09333 N.2-9973 
Perez Travis N-09376 N.2-10016 
Perez Travis N-09414 N.2-10054 
Perez Travis N-09434 N.2-10074 
Perez Travis N-09465 N.2-10105 
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Perez Travis N-09484 N.2-10124 
Perez Travis N-09486 N.2-10126 
Perez Travis N-09513 N.2-10153 
Perez Travis N-09563 N.2-10203 
Perez Travis N-09576 N.2-10216 
Perez Travis N-09588 N.2-10228 
Perez Travis N-09602 N.2-10242 
Perez Travis N-09628 N.2-10268 
Perez Travis N-09654 N.2-10294 
Perez Travis N-09672 N.2-10312 
Perez Travis N-09691 N.2-10331 
Perez Travis N-09715 N.2-10355 
Perez Travis N-09735 N.2-10375 
Perez Travis N-13976 N.2-14685 
Perez Travis N-13997 N.2-14706 
Perez Travis N-14018 N.2-14727 
Perez Travis N-14036 N.2-14745 
Perez Travis N-14065 N.2-14774 
Perez Travis N-14075 N.2-14784 
Perez Travis N-14102 N.2-14811 
Perez Travis N-14124 N.2-14834 
Perez Travis N-14144 N.2-14854 
Perez Travis N-14162 N.2-14872 
Perez Travis N-14189 N.2-14899 
Perez Travis N-14212 N.2-14922 
Perez Travis N-14252 N.2-14962 
Perez Travis N-14284 N.2-14995 
Perez Travis N-14317 N.2-15028 
Perez Travis N-14318 N.2-15029 
Perez Travis N-14346 N.2-15058 
Perez Travis N-14382 N.2-15094 
Perez Travis N-14430 N.2-15142 
Perez Travis N-14468 N.2-15181 
Perez Travis N-14489 N.2-15202 
Perez Travis N-14514 N.2-15227 
Perez Travis N-14532 N.2-15245 
Perez Travis N-15702 N.2-16418 
Perez Travis N-15731 N.2-16447 
Perez Travis N-15755 N.2-16471 
Perez Travis N-15783 N.2-16499 
Perez Travis N-15825 N.2-16541 
Perez Travis N-16541 N.2-17258 
Perez Travis N-16555 N.2-17272 
Perez Travis N-16562 N.2-17279 
Perez Travis N-16577 N.2-17294 
Perez Travis N-16595 N.2-17312 
Perez Travis N-16612 N.2-17329 
Perez Travis N-16624 N.2-17341 
Perez Travis N-16641 N.2-17358 
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Perez Travis N-16653 N.2-17370 
Perez Travis N-16677 N.2-17394 
Perez Travis N-16702 N.2-17419 
Perez Travis N-16733 N.2-17450 
Perez Travis N-16739 N.2-17456 
Perez Travis N-16782 N.2-17499 
Perez Travis N-16831 N.2-17548 
Perez Travis N-16832 N.2-17549 
Perez Travis N-16853 N.2-17570 
Perez Travis N-16874 N.2-17591 
Perez Travis N-16899 N.2-17616 
Perez Travis N-16938 N.2-17655 
Perez Travis N-17018 N.2-17735 
Perez Travis N-17025 N.2-17742 
Perez Travis N-17084 N.2-17801 
Perez Travis N-17116 N.2-17833 
Perez Travis N-17135 N.2-17852 
Perez Travis N-17151 N.2-17868 
Perkins Steve N-04514 N.2-5086 
Perkins Steve N-04515 N.2-5087 
Perkins Steve N-04624 N.2-5200 
Perkins Steve N-16760 N.2-17477 
Perkins Steve N-16864 N.2-17581 
Perkins Steve N-16955 N.2-17672 
Perkins Steve N-17103 N.2-17820 
Perle Andrew N-16993 N.2-17710 
Perrine Michael N-06416 N.2-7026 
Perrine Michael N-09341 N.2-9981 
Perrine Michael N-09443 N.2-10083 
Perrine Michael N-11593 N.2-12261 
Perrinie Eric N-00196 N.2-644 
Perry Paul N-00400 N.2-915 
Persinger Alex 1781 N.2-21103 
Pessa Ray 2282 N.2-21584 
Pessa Ray N-18724 N.2-19577 
Pessa Ray W-JT-009 N.2-9 
Peters Aaron N-00922 N.2-1471 
Peters Aaron N-01548 N.2-2097 
Peters Aaron N-06425 N.2-7035 
Peters Aaron N-06426 N.2-7036 
Peters Aaron N-06442 N.2-7052 
Peters Aaron N-06447 N.2-7057 
Peters Aaron N-12830 N.2-13531 
Peters Aaron N-17889 N.2-18619 
Peters Aaron N-17890 N.2-18620 
Peters Kevin 1402 N.2-20810 
Peters Kevin N-02012 N.2-2563 
Peters Kevin N-02211 N.2-2762 
Peters Kevin N-02272 N.2-2823 
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Peters Kevin N-02612 N.2-3164 
Peters Robert N-17480 N.2-18205 
Peters Robert N-17905 N.2-18636 
Peters Sandra N-08504 N.2-9140 
Peters Sandra N-08817 N.2-9453 
Peterson Aaron N-05874 N.2-6476 
Peterson Doug N-05795 N.2-6397 
Peterson Doug N-05887 N.2-6489 
Peterson Doug N-05981 N.2-6583 
Peterson Doug N-06034 N.2-6637 
Peterson Doug N-06108 N.2-6711 
Peterson Doug N-06142 N.2-6745 
Peterson Eddie N-00345 N.2-860 
Peterson Jay 1656 N.2-21005 
Peterson Mark N-16712 N.2-17429 
Peterson Mark N-16892 N.2-17609 
Peterson Roger O-VV-003 N.2-425 
Peterson Steven N-16928 N.2-17645 
Petrin Tyler N-13065 N.2-13770 
Petrovick Steven N-06337 N.2-6943 
Petrovick Steven N-06939 N.2-7565 
Petrovick Steven N-06971 N.2-7600 
Petrovick Steven N-06996 N.2-7626 
Petrovick Steven N-07413 N.2-8043 
Petrovick Steven N-07475 N.2-8105 
Petrovick Steven N-07924 N.2-8554 
Petrovick Steven N-08225 N.2-8855 
Petrovick Steven N-08246 N.2-8876 
Petry Steven N-07855 N.2-8485 
Petry Steven N-14665 N.2-15378 
Petry Steven N-14727 N.2-15440 
Petry Steven N-14801 N.2-15514 
Petry Steven N-14916 N.2-15630 
Petry Steven N-15040 N.2-15754 
Pettet Joshua N-03319 N.2-3871 
Pettigrew Joe W-JT-014 N.2-14 
Pettigrew Joe W-JT-031 N.2-31 
Pettitt Shelby N-08809 N.2-9445 
PFJV, CTUC, AMA District 37, CORVA, 
CAFWDC 

N-18767 N.2-19724 

Phairis James N-05372 N.2-5969 
Phairis James N-05471 N.2-6068 
Phelan Kelly N-11565 N.2-12233 
Phelan Kelly N-11933 N.2-12601 
Phelan Kelly N-12024 N.2-12692 
Phelan Kelly N-12086 N.2-12754 
Phelps Christopher N-09895 N.2-10535 
Phelps Christopher N-09918 N.2-10558 
Phelps Christopher N-10152 N.2-10792 
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Philblad David 801 N.2-20389 
Philips Ted N-18777 N.2-19734 
Phillabaum Taylor N-05881 N.2-6483 
Phillabaum Taylor N-05902 N.2-6504 
Phillabaum Taylor N-08432 N.2-9068 
Phillabaum Taylor N-08533 N.2-9169 
Phillabaum Taylor N-09344 N.2-9984 
Phillabaum Taylor N-09445 N.2-10085 
Phillabaum Taylor N-09531 N.2-10171 
Phillabaum Taylor N-09651 N.2-10291 
Phillabaum Taylor N-09668 N.2-10308 
Phillabaum Taylor N-09687 N.2-10327 
Phillabaum Taylor N-11086 N.2-11754 
Phillabaum Taylor N-11206 N.2-11874 
Phillabaum Taylor N-11454 N.2-12122 
Phillabaum Taylor N-13387 N.2-14096 
Phillabaum Taylor N-13631 N.2-14340 
Phillabaum Taylor N-13654 N.2-14363 
Phillabaum Taylor N-13679 N.2-14388 
Phillabaum Taylor N-13926 N.2-14635 
Phillip Hagerman N-02125 N.2-2676 
Phillips Conor N-10014 N.2-10654 
Phillips Kenneth 636 N.2-20283 
Phillips Ryan N-01078 N.2-1627 
Phillips Ryan N-01111 N.2-1660 
Phillips Ryan N-01164 N.2-1713 
Phillips Ryan N-01236 N.2-1785 
Phillips Ryan N-01503 N.2-2052 
Phillips Ryan N-12386 N.2-13054 
Pickens Dan N-14261 N.2-14972 
Pickens Josh 725 N.2-20339 
Picker Joe 2255 N.2-21562 
Piepenbring Ben N-01520 N.2-2069 
Piepenbring Ben N-07205 N.2-7835 
Piepenbring Ben N-07335 N.2-7965 
Piepenbring Ben N-07468 N.2-8098 
Piepenbring Ben N-10728 N.2-11394 
Piepenbring Ben N-10741 N.2-11407 
Piepenbring Ben N-10763 N.2-11429 
Piepenbring Ben N-10780 N.2-11446 
Piepenbring Ben N-10823 N.2-11490 
Piepenbring Ben N-10843 N.2-11510 
Piepenbring Ben N-12658 N.2-13333 
Piepenbring Ben N-14558 N.2-15271 
Piepenbring Ben N-14569 N.2-15282 
Piepenbring Ben N-14593 N.2-15306 
Piepenbring Ben N-14614 N.2-15327 
Piepenbring Ben N-14640 N.2-15353 
Piepenbring Ben N-14668 N.2-15381 
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Piepenbring Ben N-14686 N.2-15399 
Piepenbring Ben N-14733 N.2-15446 
Piepenbring Ben N-14752 N.2-15465 
Piepenbring Ben N-14760 N.2-15473 
Piepenbring Ben N-14797 N.2-15510 
Piepenbring Ben N-14826 N.2-15539 
Piepenbring Ben N-14843 N.2-15556 
Piepenbring Ben N-14884 N.2-15598 
Piepenbring Ben N-14888 N.2-15602 
Piepenbring Ben N-14918 N.2-15632 
Piepenbring Ben N-14938 N.2-15652 
Piepenbring Ben N-14969 N.2-15683 
Piepenbring Ben N-14997 N.2-15711 
Piepenbring Ben N-15020 N.2-15734 
Piepenbring Ben N-15051 N.2-15765 
Piepenbring Ben N-15084 N.2-15798 
Piepenbring Ben N-18340 N.2-19074 
Pieper Alex N-00610 N.2-1159 
Pieper Alex N-00612 N.2-1161 
Pieper Alex N-05661 N.2-6262 
Pieper Alex N-05673 N.2-6274 
Pieper Alex N-05683 N.2-6284 
Pieper Alex N-05695 N.2-6296 
Pieper Alex N-05716 N.2-6317 
Pieper Alex N-05730 N.2-6331 
Pieper Alex N-05751 N.2-6352 
Pieper Alex N-05776 N.2-6378 
Pieper Alex N-05796 N.2-6398 
Pieper Alex N-05817 N.2-6419 
Pieper Alex N-05831 N.2-6433 
Pieper Alex N-05856 N.2-6458 
Pieper Alex N-05912 N.2-6514 
Pieper Alex N-05983 N.2-6586 
Pieper Alex N-06010 N.2-6613 
Pieper Alex N-06035 N.2-6638 
Pieper Alex N-06093 N.2-6696 
Pieper Alex N-06139 N.2-6742 
Pieper Alex N-06168 N.2-6771 
Pieper Alex N-07661 N.2-8291 
Pieper Alex N-07846 N.2-8476 
Pieper Alex N-08016 N.2-8646 
Pieper Alex N-10335 N.2-10975 
Pieper Alex N-12662 N.2-13337 
Pieper Alex N-18558 N.2-19292 
Pieper Wade W-VV-148 N.2-334 
Pierce Martin N-02196 N.2-2747 
Pierce Martin N-02303 N.2-2854 
Pierce Martin N-02522 N.2-3073 
Pierce Martin N-02546 N.2-3097 
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Pierce Martin N-02651 N.2-3203 
Pierce Martin N-05910 N.2-6512 
Pierce Martin N-06171 N.2-6774 
Pierzina Patricia N-18792 N.2-19751 
Pierzona Kenneth M. N-18791 N.2-19750 
Piggott Ryan N-18300 N.2-19034 
Pike Ken 1983 N.2-21294 
Pilkington Darrin 199 N.2-20015 
pilkington sherrie 203 N.2-20018 
Pillow Jacent N-11537 N.2-12205 
Pillow Jacent N-11538 N.2-12206 
Pillow Jacent N-11556 N.2-12224 
Pillow Jacent N-11595 N.2-12263 
Pillow Jacent N-11616 N.2-12284 
Pillow Jacent N-11629 N.2-12297 
Pillow Jacent N-11650 N.2-12318 
Pillow Jacent N-11667 N.2-12335 
Pillow Jacent N-11701 N.2-12369 
Pillow Jacent N-11723 N.2-12391 
Pillow Jacent N-11739 N.2-12407 
Pillow Jacent N-11754 N.2-12422 
Pillow Jacent N-11769 N.2-12437 
Pillow Jacent N-11783 N.2-12451 
Pillow Jacent N-11804 N.2-12472 
Pillow Jacent N-11822 N.2-12490 
Pillow Jacent N-11838 N.2-12506 
Pillow Jacent N-11859 N.2-12527 
Pillow Jacent N-11881 N.2-12549 
Pillow Jacent N-11929 N.2-12597 
Pillow Jacent N-11984 N.2-12652 
Pillow Jacent N-12003 N.2-12671 
Pillow Jacent N-12045 N.2-12713 
Pillow Jacent N-12059 N.2-12727 
Pillow Jacent N-12081 N.2-12749 
Pillow Jacent N-12098 N.2-12766 
Pinho Alan 1974 N.2-21286 
Pinkham Jonathan N-10627 N.2-11285 
Piojda Joe N-00960 N.2-1509 
Piojda Joe N-01056 N.2-1605 
Piper Robert 1540 N.2-20899 
Piper Robert 1541 N.2-20900 
Pischke Rob 1423 N.2-20821 
Pischke Rob N-12148 N.2-12816 
Pischke Rob N-12315 N.2-12983 
Pischke Rob N-12408 N.2-13076 
Pissken Steve N-06998 N.2-7628 
Pitell Nicole N-17095 N.2-17812 
Pittman Jason N-16941 N.2-17658 
Pittman Jason N-17086 N.2-17803 
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Planck Clifford N-11580 N.2-12248 
Planck Clifford N-11652 N.2-12320 
Planck Clifford N-11682 N.2-12350 
Plavney Scott N-17583 N.2-18308 
Plenert Justin N-07697 N.2-8327 
Plenert Justin N-07744 N.2-8374 
Plenert Justin N-07770 N.2-8400 
Plenert Justin N-07989 N.2-8619 
Plenert Ustin N-08213 N.2-8843 
Plenert Ustin N-08302 N.2-8932 
Plissken Steve N-00476 N.2-1025 
Plissken Steve N-00519 N.2-1068 
Plissken Steve N-00575 N.2-1124 
Plissken Steve N-00666 N.2-1215 
Plissken Steve N-00757 N.2-1306 
Plissken Steve N-00813 N.2-1362 
Plissken Steve N-00976 N.2-1525 
Plissken Steve N-01009 N.2-1558 
Plissken Steve N-01094 N.2-1643 
Plissken Steve N-01296 N.2-1845 
Plissken Steve N-01427 N.2-1976 
Plissken Steve N-01467 N.2-2016 
Plissken Steve N-01591 N.2-2140 
Plissken Steve N-01645 N.2-2194 
Plissken Steve N-01684 N.2-2233 
Plissken Steve N-10750 N.2-11416 
Plissken Steve N-10771 N.2-11437 
Plissken Steve N-10788 N.2-11454 
Plissken Steve N-10796 N.2-11462 
Plissken Steve N-10825 N.2-11492 
Plissken Steve N-10826 N.2-11493 
Plissken Steve N-14567 N.2-15280 
Plissken Steve N-14601 N.2-15314 
Plissken Steve N-14762 N.2-15475 
Plissken Steve N-14763 N.2-15476 
Plissken Steve N-14834 N.2-15547 
Plissken Steve N-14885 N.2-15599 
Plissken Steve N-15061 N.2-15775 
Plowman Robert 244 N.2-20043 
PoAct David N-00242 N.2-692 
Podsiad Ryan 1537 N.2-20897 
Poe Mark O-ON-027 N.2-410 
Poillon Peter 1473 N.2-20851 
Poirier Anthony N-09949 N.2-10589 
Polanco Jessie N-00799 N.2-1348 
Polanco Jessie N-01136 N.2-1685 
Polanco Jessie N-01250 N.2-1799 
Polanco Jessie N-01632 N.2-2181 
Polanco Jessie N-03576 N.2-4128 
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Polanco Jessie N-03761 N.2-4313 
Polanco Jessie N-03946 N.2-4498 
Polanco Jessie N-04059 N.2-4611 
Polanco Jessie N-04102 N.2-4654 
Polanco Jessie N-09797 N.2-10437 
Polanco Jessie N-09921 N.2-10561 
Polanco Jessie N-10172 N.2-10812 
Polanco Jessie N-10235 N.2-10875 
Polanco Jessie N-10298 N.2-10938 
Polanco Lisette N-03449 N.2-4001 
Polanco Lisette N-03484 N.2-4036 
Polanco Lisette N-03485 N.2-4037 
Polanco Lisette N-04030 N.2-4582 
Polanco Lisette N-04120 N.2-4673 
Polanco Lisette N-04139 N.2-4692 
Pollack Amy N-06422 N.2-7032 
Pollack Amy N-09803 N.2-10443 
Pollack Kent N-09802 N.2-10442 
Pollack Kent N-09963 N.2-10603 
Pollock Brandon N-18553 N.2-19287 
Pollock Robert N-16125 N.2-16842 
Polomski Rod N-03935 N.2-4487 
Polomski Rod N-04019 N.2-4571 
Polomski Rod N-18541 N.2-19275 
Pond Matthew N-00645 N.2-1194 
Ponds Jim W-VV-026 N.2-212 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-008 N.2-194 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-009 N.2-195 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-011 N.2-197 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-022 N.2-208 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-023 N.2-209 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-027 N.2-213 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-028 N.2-214 
Ponds Jimmy W-VV-029 N.2-215 
Pook Nic 478 N.2-20188 
Pook Nic N-02254 N.2-2805 
Pook Nic N-02340 N.2-2891 
Pook Nic N-17100 N.2-17817 
Pook Nic  N-02191 N.2-2742 
Pope Jason 2050 N.2-21361 
Pope Norm 1675 N.2-21020 
Pope Norm 1678 N.2-21022 
Porter Branton N-17318 N.2-18036 
Porter Branton N-17471 N.2-18196 
Porter Branton N-17565 N.2-18290 
Porter Joshua N-17177 N.2-17894 
Porter Tim N-10871 N.2-11538 
Porter Tim N-10895 N.2-11562 
Porter Tim N-10929 N.2-11596 
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Porter Tim N-10966 N.2-11633 
Porter Tim N-11000 N.2-11668 
Porter Tim N-11020 N.2-11688 
Porter Tim N-11047 N.2-11715 
Porter Tim N-11075 N.2-11743 
Porter Tim N-11085 N.2-11753 
Porter Tim N-11113 N.2-11781 
Porter Tim N-11134 N.2-11802 
Porter Tim N-11157 N.2-11825 
Porter Tim N-11185 N.2-11853 
Porter Tim N-11212 N.2-11880 
Porter Tim N-11239 N.2-11907 
Porter Tim N-11273 N.2-11941 
Porter Tim N-11301 N.2-11969 
Porter Tim N-11331 N.2-11999 
Porter Tim N-11347 N.2-12015 
Porter Tim N-11377 N.2-12045 
Porter Tim N-11421 N.2-12089 
Porter Tim N-11422 N.2-12090 
Porter Tim N-11462 N.2-12130 
Porter Tim N-11487 N.2-12155 
Portis Linda W-VV-086 N.2-272 
Post Jamie 1244 N.2-20702 
Post Jamie 1245 N.2-20703 
Post Mark 2101 N.2-21403 
Postel Kel 1349 N.2-20782 
Powalie Andrew N-02809 N.2-3361 
Powell Dennis N-02811 N.2-3363 
Powell Dennis N-03172 N.2-3724 
Powell Dennis N-03209 N.2-3761 
Powell Dennis N-14022 N.2-14731 
Powell Dennis N-14085 N.2-14794 
Powell Dennis N-14107 N.2-14816 
Powell Dennis N-14220 N.2-14930 
Powell Dennis N-14274 N.2-14985 
Powell Dennis N-14450 N.2-15162 
Powell Dennis N-14539 N.2-15252 
Powell Dennis N-15840 N.2-16557 
Powell James N-00443 N.2-992 
Powell James N-00582 N.2-1131 
Powell James N-00673 N.2-1222 
Powell James N-00722 N.2-1271 
Powell James N-00763 N.2-1312 
Powell James N-00819 N.2-1368 
Powell James N-01108 N.2-1657 
Powell James N-01301 N.2-1850 
Powell James N-01429 N.2-1978 
Powell James N-01478 N.2-2027 
Powell James N-01599 N.2-2148 
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Powell James N-01654 N.2-2203 
Powell James N-01691 N.2-2240 
Powell James N-09174 N.2-9814 
Powell James N-09197 N.2-9837 
Powell James N-09343 N.2-9983 
Powell James N-09383 N.2-10023 
Powell James N-09444 N.2-10084 
Powell James N-09530 N.2-10170 
Powell James N-09709 N.2-10349 
Powell James N-09728 N.2-10368 
Powell James N-17464 N.2-18188 
Powell James N-17940 N.2-18671 
Powell James N-18634 N.2-19369 
Powell Janene N-10477 N.2-11123 
Powell Nicholas N-10634 N.2-11293 
Powell Paul N-00146 N.2-594 
Powell Scott O-ON-018 N.2-400 
Powers Gene 720 N.2-20336 
Powers Robert N-07886 N.2-8516 
Powers Robert N-08038 N.2-8668 
Powers Robert N-08273 N.2-8903 
Powers Robert N-17232 N.2-17950 
Powers Robert N-17426 N.2-18148 
Powers Robert N-17840 N.2-18569 
Preson William 2076 N.2-21385 
Preson William 2077 N.2-21386 
Preston Colette 2197 N.2-21498 
Preuitt Don 2028 N.2-21342 
Prewitt George T 272 N.2-20060 
Price Brian N-14249 N.2-14959 
Price Dylan 390 N.2-20135 
Price Dylan N-06665 N.2-7288 
Price Dylan N-06669 N.2-7292 
Price Dylan N-06681 N.2-7304 
Price Dylan N-06682 N.2-7305 
Price Dylan N-15864 N.2-16581 
Price Dylan N-15890 N.2-16607 
Price Dylan N-15915 N.2-16632 
Price Dylan N-15926 N.2-16643 
Price Dylan N-15950 N.2-16667 
Price Dylan N-15968 N.2-16685 
Price Dylan N-16005 N.2-16722 
Price Dylan N-16051 N.2-16768 
Price Dylan N-16077 N.2-16794 
Price Dylan N-16089 N.2-16806 
Price Dylan N-16112 N.2-16829 
Price Dylan N-16181 N.2-16898 
Price Dylan N-16182 N.2-16899 
Price Dylan N-16212 N.2-16929 
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Price Dylan N-16241 N.2-16958 
Price Dylan N-16258 N.2-16975 
Price Dylan N-16282 N.2-16999 
Price Dylan N-16333 N.2-17050 
Price Dylan N-16366 N.2-17083 
Price Dylan N-16376 N.2-17093 
Price Dylan N-16419 N.2-17136 
Price Dylan N-16450 N.2-17167 
Price Dylan N-16498 N.2-17215 
Prince Dart N-05066 N.2-5653 
Prince Dart N-05448 N.2-6045 
Prince Dart N-05509 N.2-6106 
Prince Dart N-07028 N.2-7658 
Prince Dart N-07339 N.2-7969 
Pritchard Larry 1843 N.2-21164 
Pritchard Larry 1844 N.2-21165 
Probert Aaron N-08345 N.2-8975 
Probst Wade 527 N.2-20219 
Probst Wade N-00472 N.2-1021 
Probst Wade N-00515 N.2-1064 
Probst Wade N-00537 N.2-1086 
Probst Wade N-00659 N.2-1208 
Probst Wade N-00714 N.2-1263 
Probst Wade N-00743 N.2-1292 
Probst Wade N-00802 N.2-1351 
Probst Wade N-00861 N.2-1410 
Probst Wade N-00915 N.2-1464 
Probst Wade N-00920 N.2-1469 
Probst Wade N-01070 N.2-1619 
Probst Wade N-01143 N.2-1692 
Probst Wade N-01193 N.2-1742 
Probst Wade N-01233 N.2-1782 
Probst Wade N-01253 N.2-1802 
Probst Wade N-01345 N.2-1894 
Probst Wade N-01411 N.2-1960 
Probst Wade N-01416 N.2-1965 
Probst Wade N-01460 N.2-2009 
Probst Wade N-01540 N.2-2089 
Probst Wade N-01588 N.2-2137 
Probst Wade N-01631 N.2-2180 
Probst Wade N-01677 N.2-2226 
Probst Wade N-01715 N.2-2264 
Probst Wade N-01747 N.2-2296 
Probst Wade N-01784 N.2-2333 
Probst Wade N-01822 N.2-2371 
Probst Wade N-01861 N.2-2410 
Prock Lewis 389 N.2-20135 
Prock Lewis N-14265 N.2-14976 
Proctor Chad N-06566 N.2-7185 
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Proctor Chad N-06567 N.2-7186 
Proctor Chad N-06568 N.2-7187 
Proctor Chad N-06569 N.2-7188 
Proctor Chad N-06570 N.2-7189 
Proctor Chad N-16009 N.2-16726 
Proctor Chad N-16058 N.2-16775 
Proctor Chad N-16305 N.2-17022 
Proctor Chad N-16341 N.2-17058 
Proctor Chad N-16397 N.2-17114 
Proctor Chad N-18005 N.2-18739 
Proctor Chad N-18018 N.2-18752 
Proctor Chad N-18036 N.2-18770 
Proctor Chad N-18047 N.2-18781 
Proctor Chad N-18066 N.2-18800 
Proctor Chad N-18117 N.2-18851 
Proctor Chad N-18125 N.2-18859 
Proctor Chad N-18171 N.2-18905 
Proctor Chad N-18193 N.2-18927 
Proctor Chad N-18194 N.2-18928 
Proctor Chad N-18229 N.2-18963 
Proctor Chad N-18251 N.2-18985 
Proctor Chad N-18412 N.2-19146 
Proctor Chad N-18433 N.2-19167 
Proctor Chad N-18459 N.2-19193 
Proctor Chad N-18460 N.2-19194 
Proctor Chad N-18498 N.2-19232 
Proctor Chad N-18552 N.2-19286 
Proctor Chad N-18588 N.2-19322 
Protis Jake N-16032 N.2-16749 
Protis Jake N-16055 N.2-16772 
Protis Jake N-16146 N.2-16863 
Protis Jake N-16237 N.2-16954 
Protis Jake N-16266 N.2-16983 
Protis Jake N-16307 N.2-17024 
Protis Jake N-16339 N.2-17056 
Protis Jake N-16398 N.2-17115 
Protis Jake N-18001 N.2-18735 
Protis Jake N-18480 N.2-19214 
Protis Jake N-18562 N.2-19296 
Prouting Lincoln N-07850 N.2-8480 
Prouting Lincoln N-08193 N.2-8823 
Provience Crystal N-00935 N.2-1484 
Provience Crystal N-11498 N.2-12166 
Provience Crystal N-11510 N.2-12178 
Provience Crystal N-11511 N.2-12179 
Provience Crystal N-11541 N.2-12209 
Provience Crystal N-11563 N.2-12231 
Provience Crystal N-11598 N.2-12266 
Provience Crystal N-11620 N.2-12288 
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Provience Crystal N-11634 N.2-12302 
Provience Crystal N-11656 N.2-12324 
Provience Crystal N-11673 N.2-12341 
Provience Crystal N-11713 N.2-12381 
Provience Crystal N-11727 N.2-12395 
Provience Crystal N-11744 N.2-12412 
Provience Crystal N-11758 N.2-12426 
Provience Crystal N-11777 N.2-12445 
Provience Crystal N-11788 N.2-12456 
Provience Crystal N-11810 N.2-12478 
Provience Crystal N-11826 N.2-12494 
Provience Crystal N-11843 N.2-12511 
Provience Crystal N-11869 N.2-12537 
Provience Crystal N-11913 N.2-12581 
Provience Crystal N-11936 N.2-12604 
Provience Crystal N-11960 N.2-12628 
Provience Crystal N-11991 N.2-12659 
Provience Crystal N-12050 N.2-12718 
Provience Crystal N-12064 N.2-12732 
Provience Crystal N-12084 N.2-12752 
Provience John N-15220 N.2-15934 
Provience John N-15221 N.2-15935 
Provience John N-15253 N.2-15967 
Provience Katie N-15096 N.2-15810 
Provience Katie N-15114 N.2-15828 
Provience Katie N-15132 N.2-15846 
Provience Katie N-15139 N.2-15853 
Provience Katie N-15159 N.2-15873 
Provience Katie N-15160 N.2-15874 
Provience Katie N-15199 N.2-15913 
Provience Katie N-15228 N.2-15942 
Provience Katie N-15251 N.2-15965 
Provience Katie N-15288 N.2-16002 
Provience Katie N-15327 N.2-16041 
Provience Katie N-15342 N.2-16056 
Provience Katie N-15371 N.2-16086 
Provience Katie N-15396 N.2-16111 
Provience Katie N-15423 N.2-16139 
Provience Katie N-15448 N.2-16164 
Provience Katie N-15464 N.2-16180 
Provience Katie N-15494 N.2-16210 
Provience Katie N-15513 N.2-16229 
Provience Katie N-15532 N.2-16248 
Provience Katie N-15550 N.2-16266 
Provience Katie N-15578 N.2-16294 
Provience Katie N-15604 N.2-16320 
Provience Katie N-15637 N.2-16353 
Provience Katie N-15664 N.2-16380 
Provience Katie N-15692 N.2-16408 
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Provience Philip N-00456 N.2-1005 
Provience Philip N-00493 N.2-1042 
Provience Philip N-00545 N.2-1094 
Provience Philip N-00634 N.2-1183 
Provience Philip N-00695 N.2-1244 
Provience Philip N-00737 N.2-1286 
Provience Philip N-00784 N.2-1333 
Provience Philip N-00842 N.2-1391 
Provience Philip N-00898 N.2-1447 
Provience Philip N-00929 N.2-1478 
Provience Philip N-01044 N.2-1593 
Provience Philip N-01121 N.2-1670 
Provience Philip N-01179 N.2-1728 
Provience Philip N-01232 N.2-1781 
Provience Philip N-01243 N.2-1792 
Provience Philip N-01325 N.2-1874 
Provience Philip N-01385 N.2-1934 
Provience Philip N-01386 N.2-1935 
Provience Philip N-01449 N.2-1998 
Provience Philip N-01505 N.2-2054 
Provience Philip N-01582 N.2-2131 
Provience Philip N-01623 N.2-2172 
Provience Philip N-01664 N.2-2213 
Provience Philip N-01712 N.2-2261 
Provience Philip N-01742 N.2-2291 
Provience Philip N-01781 N.2-2330 
Provience Philip N-01818 N.2-2367 
Provience Philip N-01866 N.2-2415 
Provience Philip N-05631 N.2-6232 
Prutch Nick 1415 N.2-20816 
Pucci Chris N-11737 N.2-12405 
Pucci Chris N-11899 N.2-12567 
Pucci Chris N-12037 N.2-12705 
Pucci Chris N-12077 N.2-12745 
Puder Chris 967 N.2-20488 
Puder Chris N-17080 N.2-17797 
Puente Joshua N-15090 N.2-15804 
Puente Joshua N-15118 N.2-15832 
Puente Joshua N-15134 N.2-15848 
Puente Joshua N-15152 N.2-15866 
Puente Joshua N-15179 N.2-15893 
Puente Joshua N-15186 N.2-15900 
Puente Joshua N-15210 N.2-15924 
Puente Joshua N-15243 N.2-15957 
Puente Joshua N-15291 N.2-16005 
Puente Joshua N-15317 N.2-16031 
Puente Joshua N-15337 N.2-16051 
Puente Joshua N-15358 N.2-16072 
Puente Joshua N-15381 N.2-16096 
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Puente Joshua N-15412 N.2-16127 
Puente Joshua N-15436 N.2-16152 
Puente Joshua N-15458 N.2-16174 
Puente Joshua N-15478 N.2-16194 
Puente Joshua N-15496 N.2-16212 
Puente Joshua N-15518 N.2-16234 
Puente Joshua N-15534 N.2-16250 
Puente Joshua N-15556 N.2-16272 
Puente Joshua N-15582 N.2-16298 
Puente Joshua N-15612 N.2-16328 
Puente Joshua N-15629 N.2-16345 
Puente Joshua N-15644 N.2-16360 
Puente Joshua N-15676 N.2-16392 
Puente Joshua N-15698 N.2-16414 
Pulse Charles N-09172 N.2-9812 
Pulse Charles N-09195 N.2-9835 
Pulse Charles N-09338 N.2-9978 
Pulse Charles N-09381 N.2-10021 
Pulse Charles N-09418 N.2-10058 
Pulse Charles N-09441 N.2-10081 
Pulse Charles N-09609 N.2-10249 
Pulse Charles N-09730 N.2-10370 
Pulse Charles N-09738 N.2-10378 
Pulsford Dan 714 N.2-20333 
Pulsford Dan N-06571 N.2-7190 
Pulsford Dan  N-08583 N.2-9219 
Purdum Greg 1572 N.2-20928 
Purdy John N-00613 N.2-1162 
Purick Jeremy N-00250 N.2-700 
Purnel Karren N-00834 N.2-1383 
Purnel Karren N-00997 N.2-1546 
Purnel Karren N-01036 N.2-1585 
Purnel Karren N-01176 N.2-1725 
Purnel Karren N-01499 N.2-2048 
Purnel Larry N-00623 N.2-1172 
Purnel Larry N-00833 N.2-1382 
Purnel Larry N-00996 N.2-1545 
Putman Bryan N-00589 N.2-1138 
Putman Bryan N-00726 N.2-1275 
Putman Bryan N-00971 N.2-1520 
Putman Bryan N-01025 N.2-1574 
Putman Bryan N-01489 N.2-2038 
Putman Matt 265 N.2-20057 
Queen Dehnert 2369 N.2-21759 
Queen Dehnert N-18864 N.2-19888 
Queener Damron N-01521 N.2-2070 
Queener Damron N-18437 N.2-19171 
Quigley Justin N-02490 N.2-3041 
Quihuis Fabricio 1944 N.2-21260 
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Quinabo Keha N-05025 N.2-5611 
Quinabo Keha N-05042 N.2-5628 
Quinabo Keha N-05084 N.2-5672 
Quinabo Keha N-16239 N.2-16956 
Quinabo Keha N-16343 N.2-17060 
Quinabo Keha N-16372 N.2-17089 
Quinabo Keha N-16401 N.2-17118 
Quinabo Keha N-16497 N.2-17214 
Quinabo Keha N-16655 N.2-17372 
Quinlan Richard N-12357 N.2-13025 
Quinn Jeff N-00357 N.2-872 
Quinn Kyle N-00356 N.2-871 
Quinn Robert N-08461 N.2-9097 
Quinn Robert N-08661 N.2-9297 
Quinn Robert N-08764 N.2-9400 
Quinones Frank, Gregory Sr. N-18781 N.2-19738 
Quintiliani Frank N-16285 N.2-17002 
Quirk Patrick 649 N.2-20290 
Quirt Patrick N-11596 N.2-12264 
R Jordan N-10884 N.2-11551 
R Jordan N-10886 N.2-11553 
R Jordan N-10934 N.2-11601 
R Jordan N-10955 N.2-11622 
R Jordan N-10976 N.2-11643 
R Jordan N-10993 N.2-11660 
R Jordan N-11014 N.2-11682 
R Jordan N-11056 N.2-11724 
R Jordan N-11076 N.2-11744 
R Jordan N-11078 N.2-11746 
R Jordan N-11126 N.2-11794 
R Jordan N-11147 N.2-11815 
R Jordan N-11150 N.2-11818 
R Jordan N-11192 N.2-11860 
R Jordan N-11193 N.2-11861 
R Jordan N-11228 N.2-11896 
R Jordan N-11290 N.2-11958 
R Jordan N-11312 N.2-11980 
R Jordan N-11339 N.2-12007 
R Jordan N-11360 N.2-12028 
R Jordan N-11387 N.2-12055 
R Jordan N-11388 N.2-12056 
R Jordan N-11405 N.2-12073 
R Jordan N-11406 N.2-12074 
R Jordan N-11496 N.2-12164 
Raber Dustin 895 N.2-20444 
Radbourne Chris 1261 N.2-20720 
Radel Kenneth 1907 N.2-21226 
Rader Charlies N-00095 N.2-537 
Rader David N-00137 N.2-585 
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Rader David N-00237 N.2-686 
Rader Millie N-00136 N.2-584 
Raducha Justin N-01069 N.2-1618 
Rainey Barbara N-13316 N.2-14025 
Raispis Edward N-12444 N.2-13112 
Raker Ryan 140 N.2-19980 
Raley Tim N-12604 N.2-13276 
Raley Tim N-12753 N.2-13436 
Raley Tim N-16443 N.2-17160 
Ramage Christina 150 N.2-19984 
Ramey Michael N-14672 N.2-15385 
Ramirez Joseph N-18801 N.2-19761 
Randall Steve N-02170 N.2-2721 
Randall Steve N-02319 N.2-2870 
Ransom Michael 2187 N.2-21475 
Rants Kevin 1027 N.2-20533 
Rash Cody N-16607 N.2-17324 
Rash Cody N-16670 N.2-17387 
Rash Cody N-16697 N.2-17414 
Rash Cody N-16738 N.2-17455 
Rash Cody N-16834 N.2-17551 
Rash Cody N-16878 N.2-17595 
Rash Cody N-16937 N.2-17654 
Rash Cody N-16981 N.2-17698 
Rash Cody N-17083 N.2-17800 
Rash Cody N-17156 N.2-17873 
Ratliff Wiliam N-01601 N.2-2150 
Ratliff William N-00445 N.2-994 
Ratliff William N-00482 N.2-1031 
Ratliff William N-00524 N.2-1073 
Ratliff William N-00584 N.2-1133 
Ratliff William N-00676 N.2-1225 
Ratliff William N-00766 N.2-1315 
Ratliff William N-00822 N.2-1371 
Ratliff William N-00875 N.2-1424 
Ratliff William N-00977 N.2-1526 
Ratliff William N-01020 N.2-1569 
Ratliff William N-01104 N.2-1653 
Ratliff William N-01155 N.2-1704 
Ratliff William N-01206 N.2-1755 
Ratliff William N-01265 N.2-1814 
Ratliff William N-01303 N.2-1852 
Ratliff William N-01361 N.2-1910 
Ratliff William N-01362 N.2-1911 
Ratliff William N-01430 N.2-1979 
Ratliff William N-01483 N.2-2032 
Ratliff William N-01559 N.2-2108 
Ratliff William N-01652 N.2-2201 
Ratliff William N-01690 N.2-2239 
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Ratliff William N-01758 N.2-2307 
Ratliff William N-01794 N.2-2343 
Ratliff William N-01833 N.2-2382 
Ratner Seth N-06521 N.2-7139 
Ratzburg Keith N-06356 N.2-6962 
Ratzburg Keith N-14858 N.2-15571 
Rauen Steve 293 N.2-20073 
Ray Ryan N-05940 N.2-6542 
Ray Ryan N-06061 N.2-6664 
Ray Ryan N-06207 N.2-6810 
Ray Ryan N-06572 N.2-7191 
Ray Ryan N-16536 N.2-17253 
Ray Ryan N-16550 N.2-17267 
Ray Ryan N-16560 N.2-17277 
Ray Ryan N-16591 N.2-17308 
Ray Ryan N-16609 N.2-17326 
Ray Ryan N-16638 N.2-17355 
Ray Ryan N-16674 N.2-17391 
Ray Ryan N-16752 N.2-17469 
Ray Ryan N-16780 N.2-17497 
Ray Ryan N-16835 N.2-17552 
Ray Ryan N-16857 N.2-17574 
Ray Ryan N-16885 N.2-17602 
Ray Ryan N-16905 N.2-17622 
Ray Ryan N-16989 N.2-17706 
Ray Ryan N-17022 N.2-17739 
Ray Ryan N-17051 N.2-17768 
Ray Ryan N-17087 N.2-17804 
Ray Ryan N-17138 N.2-17855 
Ray Ryan N-17160 N.2-17877 
Ray Tim 938 N.2-20468 
Raymond Dennis N-14989 N.2-15703 
Rea Christopher 82 N.2-19938 
Rea Christopher N-02886 N.2-3438 
Rea Christopher N-03362 N.2-3914 
Rea Christopher N-05622 N.2-6222 
Rea Christopher N-05623 N.2-6223 
Rea Christopher N-06215 N.2-6819 
Rea Christopher N-06353 N.2-6959 
Rea Christopher N-06354 N.2-6960 
Rea Christopher N-07420 N.2-8050 
Rea Christopher N-07545 N.2-8175 
Rea Ralph N-05860 N.2-6462 
Reaume Mike 1835 N.2-21157 
Reaves Jordan N-10936 N.2-11603 
Reaves Jordan N-11226 N.2-11894 
Reaves Jordan N-11255 N.2-11923 
Reaves Jordan N-11472 N.2-12140 
Rector Steve 594 N.2-20259 
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Rector Steve 596 N.2-20260 
Rector Steven N-01870 N.2-2419 
Rector Steven N-01895 N.2-2444 
Rector Steven N-01958 N.2-2509 
Rector Steven N-02019 N.2-2570 
Rector Steven N-02061 N.2-2612 
Rector Steven N-02089 N.2-2640 
Rector Steven N-02106 N.2-2657 
Rector Steven N-02135 N.2-2686 
Rector Steven N-02171 N.2-2722 
Rector Steven N-02219 N.2-2770 
Rector Steven N-02240 N.2-2791 
Rector Steven N-02284 N.2-2835 
Rector Steven N-02323 N.2-2874 
Rector Steven N-02370 N.2-2921 
Rector Steven N-02400 N.2-2951 
Rector Steven N-02402 N.2-2953 
Rector Steven N-02453 N.2-3004 
Rector Steven N-02480 N.2-3031 
Rector Steven N-02523 N.2-3074 
Rector Steven N-02548 N.2-3099 
Rector Steven N-02553 N.2-3104 
Rector Steven N-02573 N.2-3124 
Rector Steven N-02599 N.2-3150 
Rector Steven N-02629 N.2-3181 
Rector Steven N-02653 N.2-3205 
Rector Steven N-02674 N.2-3226 
Rector Steven N-02697 N.2-3249 
Rector Steven N-02717 N.2-3269 
Rector Steven N-06360 N.2-6966 
Rector Steven N-06361 N.2-6967 
Rector Steven N-06363 N.2-6969 
Rector Steven N-08452 N.2-9088 
Rector Steven N-10417 N.2-11060 
Rector Steven N-10449 N.2-11093 
Rector Steven N-10503 N.2-11157 
Rector Steven N-10539 N.2-11194 
Rector Steven N-10559 N.2-11215 
Rector Steven N-10635 N.2-11294 
Rector Steven N-10700 N.2-11362 
Rector Steven N-12524 N.2-13193 
Rector Steven N-12526 N.2-13195 
Rector Steven N-12575 N.2-13246 
Rector Steven N-12591 N.2-13263 
Rector Steven N-12613 N.2-13286 
Rector Steven N-12629 N.2-13303 
Rector Steven N-12634 N.2-13308 
Rector Steven N-12685 N.2-13361 
Rector Steven N-12704 N.2-13381 
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Rector Steven N-12706 N.2-13383 
Rector Steven N-12754 N.2-13437 
Rector Steven N-12801 N.2-13501 
Rector Steven N-12802 N.2-13502 
Rector Steven N-12807 N.2-13507 
Rector Steven N-12817 N.2-13518 
Rector Steven N-12818 N.2-13519 
Rector Steven N-12820 N.2-13521 
Rector Steven N-13207 N.2-13915 
Redcher Dan 1834 N.2-21156 
Redding Richard N-00244 N.2-694 
Reddy Sean N-02778 N.2-3330 
Rederick Brent N-12133 N.2-12801 
Rederick Brent N-12347 N.2-13015 
Rederick Brent N-12379 N.2-13047 
Rederick Brent N-12442 N.2-13110 
Rederick Brent N-12466 N.2-13134 
Rederick Brent N-12866 N.2-13570 
Rederick Brent N-12945 N.2-13649 
Rederick Brent N-12969 N.2-13674 
Rederick Brent N-13004 N.2-13709 
Rederick Brent N-13054 N.2-13759 
Rederick Brent N-13101 N.2-13806 
Reece Justin N-14699 N.2-15412 
Reed Dayna N-09817 N.2-10457 
Reed Mike N-07647 N.2-8277 
Reed Mike N-07692 N.2-8322 
Reed Mike N-07876 N.2-8506 
Reed Mike N-08069 N.2-8699 
Reed Mike N-08122 N.2-8752 
Reed Mike N-08264 N.2-8894 
Reed Rob 221 N.2-20027 
Reed Robert N-02727 N.2-3279 
Reed Robert N-07885 N.2-8515 
Reed Robert N-07919 N.2-8549 
Reed Robert N-07988 N.2-8618 
Reed Robert N-08039 N.2-8669 
Reed Robert N-08219 N.2-8849 
Rees David 866 N.2-20427 
Reeves Ronald 2042 N.2-21354 
Rego Adam N-07214 N.2-7844 
Rehagen Nick N-12964 N.2-13669 
Reichenbach Beth N-00934 N.2-1483 
Reichenbach Richard N-00794 N.2-1343 
Reid Bryon N-07895 N.2-8525 
Reid Cody W-VV-128 N.2-314 
Reid Kevin W-VV-124 N.2-310 
Reid Shelby W-VV-123 N.2-309 
Reilley Dennis N-17162 N.2-17879 
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Reisel Todd N-12151 N.2-12819 
Reish Zac N-10423 N.2-11066 
Reish Zac  N-13226 N.2-13935 
Renfrow Ben 1820 N.2-21141 
Renstrom John N-05921 N.2-6523 
Renstrom John N-06111 N.2-6714 
Retherford Bradon N-07896 N.2-8526 
Rethoret Rick 517 N.2-20213 
Reyes Effrain N-12144 N.2-12812 
Reyes Efrain N-12314 N.2-12982 
Reyes Efrain N-12454 N.2-13122 
Reynolds Brian N-10933 N.2-11600 
Reynolds Brian N-11182 N.2-11850 
Reynolds Brian N-11340 N.2-12008 
Reynolds Brian N-11381 N.2-12049 
Reynolds Brian N-11468 N.2-12136 
Reynolds Brian N-11491 N.2-12159 
Reynolds Drew N-10447 N.2-11091 
Reynolds Drew N-18290 N.2-19024 
Reynolds Jimmie N-00363 N.2-878 
Reynolds John 701 N.2-20323 
Reynolds John N-16640 N.2-17357 
Reynolds Josh 835 N.2-20411 
Reynolds Robert N-18216 N.2-18950 
Rhoades Steve N-01881 N.2-2430 
Rhoades Steve N-01909 N.2-2458 
Rhoades Steve N-01985 N.2-2536 
Rhoades Steve N-02038 N.2-2589 
Rhoades Steve N-02071 N.2-2622 
Rhoades Steve N-02097 N.2-2648 
Rhoades Steve N-02118 N.2-2669 
Rhoades Steve N-02148 N.2-2699 
Rhoades Steve N-02194 N.2-2745 
Rhoades Steve N-02228 N.2-2779 
Rhoades Steve N-02258 N.2-2809 
Rhoades Steve N-02274 N.2-2825 
Rhoades Steve N-02295 N.2-2846 
Rhoades Steve N-02344 N.2-2895 
Rhoades Steve N-02384 N.2-2935 
Rhoades Steve N-02420 N.2-2971 
Rhoades Steve N-02421 N.2-2972 
Rhoades Steve N-02436 N.2-2987 
Rhoades Steve N-02466 N.2-3017 
Rhoades Steve N-02512 N.2-3063 
Rhoades Steve N-02534 N.2-3085 
Rhoades Steve N-02564 N.2-3115 
Rhoades Steve N-02585 N.2-3136 
Rhoades Steve N-02615 N.2-3167 
Rhoades Steve N-02640 N.2-3192 
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Rhoades Steve N-02664 N.2-3216 
Rhoades Steve N-02684 N.2-3236 
Rhoades Steve N-02706 N.2-3258 
Rhoades Steve N-06322 N.2-6928 
Rhoades Steve N-06403 N.2-7011 
Rhoades Steve N-06404 N.2-7012 
Rhoades Steve N-06405 N.2-7013 
Rhoades Steve N-06406 N.2-7014 
Rhoades Steve N-06407 N.2-7015 
Rhoades Steve N-06413 N.2-7022 
Rhoades Steve N-06601 N.2-7221 
Rhoades Steve N-08383 N.2-9013 
Rhoades Steve N-08553 N.2-9189 
Rhoades Steve N-08608 N.2-9244 
Rhoades Steve N-08986 N.2-9623 
Rhoades Steve N-09042 N.2-9679 
Rhoades Steve N-09043 N.2-9680 
Rhoades Steve N-09133 N.2-9771 
Rhoades Steve N-10591 N.2-11248 
Rhoades Steve N-10879 N.2-11546 
Rhoades Steve N-11097 N.2-11765 
Rhoades Steve N-12784 N.2-13478 
Rhoades Steve N-12785 N.2-13480 
Rice Ken N-08838 N.2-9474 
Rice Ken N-10537 N.2-11192 
Rice Ken N-12701 N.2-13378 
Rice Ken N-16065 N.2-16782 
Rice Ken N-16123 N.2-16840 
Rice Steve N-12401 N.2-13069 
Rice Tim 1138 N.2-20611 
Richard Johnathon 935 N.2-20465 
Richardi Matthew 1097 N.2-20581 
Richards Roy 2033 N.2-21347 
Richards Roy 2034 N.2-21348 
Richards Tim N-02868 N.2-3420 
Richards Tim N-03224 N.2-3776 
Richards Tim N-05679 N.2-6280 
Richards Tim N-05689 N.2-6290 
Richards Tim N-05701 N.2-6302 
Richards Tim N-05725 N.2-6326 
Richards Tim N-05738 N.2-6339 
Richards Tim N-05753 N.2-6354 
Richards Tim N-05769 N.2-6371 
Richards Tim N-05780 N.2-6382 
Richards Tim N-05807 N.2-6409 
Richards Tim N-05836 N.2-6438 
Richards Tim N-05892 N.2-6494 
Richards Tim N-05963 N.2-6565 
Richards Tim N-05994 N.2-6597 
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Richards Tim N-06021 N.2-6624 
Richards Tim N-06119 N.2-6722 
Richards Tim N-06134 N.2-6737 
Richards Tim N-06143 N.2-6746 
Richards Tim N-06162 N.2-6765 
Richards Tim N-07613 N.2-8243 
Richards Tim N-07872 N.2-8502 
Richards Tim N-07944 N.2-8574 
Richards Tim N-08092 N.2-8722 
Richards Tim N-08125 N.2-8755 
Richards Tim N-08177 N.2-8807 
Richards Tim N-08267 N.2-8897 
Richards Tim N-08287 N.2-8917 
Richards Timothy 657 N.2-20296 
Richardson Brad N-00543 N.2-1092 
Richardson Cary 194 N.2-20013 
Richardson Joseph N-13902 N.2-14611 
Richardson Judy 1687 N.2-21030 
Richardson Judy N-00222 N.2-670 
Richardson Robert 1614 N.2-20964 
Richardson William R. N-18852 N.2-19837 
Richason William N-07937 N.2-8567 
Richason William N-08051 N.2-8681 
Richmond Ray N-06284 N.2-6889 
Riddle Brian N-00172 N.2-620 
Riddle Brian N-12650 N.2-13325 
Riddoch Ray 1478 N.2-20854 
Riddoch Tammy 1477 N.2-20853 
Rider Daniel N-00518 N.2-1067 
Rider Daniel N-00577 N.2-1126 
Rider Daniel N-01011 N.2-1560 
Rider Daniel N-06747 N.2-7373 
Rider Daniel N-07162 N.2-7792 
Rider Daniel N-09800 N.2-10440 
Rider Daniel N-13027 N.2-13732 
Rider Daniel N-14595 N.2-15308 
Rider Daniel N-14618 N.2-15331 
Rider Daniel N-14645 N.2-15358 
Rider Daniel N-14657 N.2-15370 
Rider Daniel N-14693 N.2-15406 
Rider Daniel N-14804 N.2-15517 
Rider Daniel N-14825 N.2-15538 
Rider Daniel N-14867 N.2-15580 
Rider Daniel N-14931 N.2-15645 
Rider Daniel N-14999 N.2-15713 
Ridges Chris N-06523 N.2-7141 
Riebe Brian N-13718 N.2-14427 
Riedo Alex N-00963 N.2-1512 
Riedo Alex N-01538 N.2-2087 
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Riedo Alex N-09074 N.2-9712 
Riedo Alex N-13286 N.2-13995 
Riehl Nick N-04950 N.2-5536 
Riehl Nick N-05527 N.2-6124 
Riehl Nick N-05624 N.2-6224 
Riehl Nick N-05625 N.2-6225 
Riehl Nick N-05643 N.2-6244 
Riehl Nick N-05688 N.2-6289 
Riehl Nick N-05710 N.2-6311 
Riehl Nick N-05787 N.2-6389 
Riehl Nick N-05806 N.2-6408 
Riehl Nick N-05820 N.2-6422 
Riehl Nick N-05893 N.2-6495 
Riehl Nick N-05894 N.2-6496 
Riehl Nick N-06023 N.2-6626 
Riehl Nick N-06024 N.2-6627 
Riehl Nick N-06116 N.2-6719 
Riehl Nick N-06120 N.2-6723 
Riehl Nick N-06173 N.2-6776 
Rien Robert 1265 N.2-20723 
Riggs Dameon N-17306 N.2-18024 
Riker Mark N-05251 N.2-5842 
Riker Mark N-05529 N.2-6126 
Riley George N-00277 N.2-758 
Riley Patricia 365 N.2-20120 
Rimer Douglas 2303 N.2-21620 
Ripaldi Carl 2018 N.2-21328 
Ripaldi Carl N-00426 N.2-964 
Ripaldi Carl O-ON-004 N.2-384 
Ripaldi Carl W-ON-083 N.2-124 
Ripaldi Carl W-ON-088 N.2-129 
Ripaldi Carl W-ON-089 N.2-130 
Ripaldi Carl W-ON-129 N.2-170 
Risaliti Geoff N-14256 N.2-14966 
Ritchey Brian N-09225 N.2-9865 
Ritchey Brian N-09258 N.2-9898 
Ritchey Brian N-09315 N.2-9955 
Ritchey Brian N-09472 N.2-10112 
Ritchey Brian N-09743 N.2-10383 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-05692 N.2-6293 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-05851 N.2-6453 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-05930 N.2-6532 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-06126 N.2-6729 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-16704 N.2-17421 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-16759 N.2-17476 
Rivenbark Kenneth N-17101 N.2-17818 
Rivera Martha N-05970 N.2-6572 
Rivers Jesse 552 N.2-20233 
Rivers Jesse N-06590 N.2-7210 
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Rivers Jesse N-08399 N.2-9029 
Rivers Jesse N-12661 N.2-13336 
Rivers Jessee N-18308 N.2-19042 
Rizzo Paul N-18260 N.2-18994 
Rizzo Paul N-18396 N.2-19130 
Rizzo Paul N-18504 N.2-19238 
Roach Alan 1767 N.2-21090 
Roach Alan 2111 N.2-21413 
Roach Alan N-09280 N.2-9920 
Roach Alan W-ON-052 N.2-92 
Roark Anne N-00391 N.2-906 
Roark Haskle N-00393 N.2-908 
Robbins Chris N-16904 N.2-17621 
Roberdeau Annika N-05466 N.2-6063 
Roberdeau Riley N-00632 N.2-1181 
Roberdeau Riley N-04917 N.2-5503 
Roberdeau Riley N-04957 N.2-5543 
Roberdeau Riley N-04958 N.2-5544 
Roberdeau Riley N-05000 N.2-5586 
Roberdeau Riley N-05051 N.2-5637 
Roberdeau Riley N-05075 N.2-5663 
Roberdeau Riley N-05091 N.2-5679 
Roberdeau Riley N-05115 N.2-5705 
Roberdeau Riley N-05176 N.2-5766 
Roberdeau Riley N-05177 N.2-5767 
Roberdeau Riley N-05200 N.2-5790 
Roberdeau Riley N-05225 N.2-5815 
Roberdeau Riley N-05226 N.2-5816 
Roberdeau Riley N-05319 N.2-5916 
Roberdeau Riley N-05369 N.2-5966 
Roberdeau Riley N-05411 N.2-6008 
Roberdeau Riley N-05443 N.2-6040 
Roberdeau Riley N-05470 N.2-6067 
Roberdeau Riley N-05485 N.2-6082 
Roberdeau Riley N-05502 N.2-6099 
Roberdeau Riley N-05537 N.2-6134 
Roberdeau Riley N-05655 N.2-6256 
Roberdeau Riley N-10916 N.2-11583 
Roberdeau Riley N-11177 N.2-11845 
Roberdeau Riley N-11450 N.2-12118 
Roberdeau Riley N-11477 N.2-12145 
Robert Matzell 210 N.2-20022 
Roberts Jake N-07124 N.2-7754 
Roberts Jake N-07202 N.2-7832 
Roberts Jake N-07324 N.2-7954 
Roberts Jake N-07405 N.2-8035 
Roberts Jake N-08310 N.2-8940 
Roberts Jake N-08575 N.2-9211 
Roberts Jake N-12073 N.2-12741 
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Roberts Richard N-06786 N.2-7412 
Roberts Richard N-06850 N.2-7476 
Roberts Richard N-06944 N.2-7570 
Roberts Richard N-06977 N.2-7606 
Roberts Richard N-07000 N.2-7630 
Roberts Richard N-07043 N.2-7673 
Roberts Richard N-07185 N.2-7815 
Roberts Richard N-07265 N.2-7895 
Roberts Richard N-07299 N.2-7929 
Roberts Richard N-07345 N.2-7975 
Roberts Richard N-07441 N.2-8071 
Robertson Daniel N-08599 N.2-9235 
Robertson Daniel N-08828 N.2-9464 
Robertson Jonathan N-12163 N.2-12831 
Robertson Jonathan N-16976 N.2-17693 
Robertson Jonathan N-17020 N.2-17737 
Robertson Kathryn 1279 N.2-20734 
Robins Phillip N-00240 N.2-690 
Robinson Brad N-13546 N.2-14255 
Robinson Brandi N-00067 N.2-508 
Robinson Elizabeth N-00275 N.2-756 
Robinson Eric N-00068 N.2-509 
Robison Emily N-18814 N.2-19774 
Rock Phil N-02829 N.2-3381 
Rock Phil N-02857 N.2-3409 
Rock Phil N-03000 N.2-3552 
Rock Phil N-03401 N.2-3953 
Rock Phil N-09773 N.2-10413 
Rock Phil N-09833 N.2-10473 
Rock Phil N-09874 N.2-10514 
Rock Phil N-09948 N.2-10588 
Rock Phil N-10006 N.2-10646 
Rock Phil N-10023 N.2-10663 
Rock Phil N-10066 N.2-10706 
Rock Phil N-10074 N.2-10714 
Rock Phil N-10103 N.2-10743 
Rock Phil N-10169 N.2-10809 
Rock Phil N-10200 N.2-10840 
Rock Phil N-10310 N.2-10950 
Rock Phil  N-03200 N.2-3752 
Rockwood Alan 1040 N.2-20542 
Roden David N-13342 N.2-14051 
Roden David N-13359 N.2-14068 
Roden David N-13394 N.2-14103 
Roden David N-13408 N.2-14117 
Roden David N-13431 N.2-14140 
Roden David N-13452 N.2-14161 
Roden David N-13467 N.2-14176 
Roden David N-13528 N.2-14237 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-363  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Roden David N-13584 N.2-14293 
Roden David N-13621 N.2-14330 
Roden David N-13645 N.2-14354 
Roden David N-13666 N.2-14375 
Roden David N-13667 N.2-14376 
Roden David N-13704 N.2-14413 
Roden David N-13737 N.2-14446 
Roden David N-13753 N.2-14462 
Roden David N-13771 N.2-14480 
Roden David N-13787 N.2-14496 
Roden David N-13811 N.2-14520 
Roden David N-13844 N.2-14553 
Roden David N-13858 N.2-14567 
Roden David N-13904 N.2-14613 
Roden David N-13917 N.2-14626 
Rodgers Brian N-13684 N.2-14393 
Rodgers Sean N-03077 N.2-3629 
Rodriguez Alexander 1366 N.2-20791 
Rodriguez Frank N-07731 N.2-8361 
Rodriguez Frank, Jr. N-18711 N.2-19525 
Rodriquez Jose W-VV-092 N.2-278 
Roes Christopher N-04130 N.2-4683 
Rogers Branson N-18686 N.2-19499 
Rogers Camille N-18685 N.2-19498 
Rogers Chris 313 N.2-20087 
Rogers Chris N-14259 N.2-14970 
Rogers Chris N-15794 N.2-16510 
Rogers Greg N-18778 N.2-19735 
Rogers Jeremiah N-18696 N.2-19509 
Rogers Sean N-15256 N.2-15970 
Rogers Sean N-15657 N.2-16373 
Rogers Sean N-15684 N.2-16400 
Rogovin Keith N-13713 N.2-14422 
Rohman James W-VV-094 N.2-280 
Roik Craig N-15409 N.2-16124 
Roller Boue W-ON-026 N.2-66 
Roman-Mesa Patricia N-00238 N.2-687 
Romero Paul Daniel 410 N.2-20147 
Romwell Shawn 1604 N.2-20955 
Roncallo Billy W-JT-033 N.2-33 
Roney Charles N-00304 N.2-804 
Roney Charles O-JT-001 N.2-379 
Ronska Alan O-ON-017 N.2-399 
Root Brian N-01939 N.2-2488 
Root Brian N-05621 N.2-6221 
Root Brian N-06317 N.2-6923 
Root Brian N-06318 N.2-6924 
Root Brian N-08380 N.2-9010 
Rorris Mary Ann N-00235 N.2-684 
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Rose Dave N-05875 N.2-6477 
Rose Dave N-06424 N.2-7034 
Rose Dave N-06441 N.2-7051 
Rose Dave N-06449 N.2-7059 
Rose Dave N-06458 N.2-7068 
Rose Dave N-12828 N.2-13529 
Rose Matthew N-14488 N.2-15201 
Rose Steve W-ON-109 N.2-150 
Rose Tim W-ON-106 N.2-147 
Rosen George N-04930 N.2-5516 
Rosen George N-04949 N.2-5535 
Rosen George N-04968 N.2-5554 
Rosen George N-04994 N.2-5580 
Rosen George N-05011 N.2-5597 
Rosen George N-05028 N.2-5614 
Rosen George N-05045 N.2-5631 
Rosen George N-05061 N.2-5648 
Rosen George N-05086 N.2-5674 
Rosen George N-05100 N.2-5688 
Rosen George N-05111 N.2-5701 
Rosen George N-05143 N.2-5733 
Rosen George N-05187 N.2-5777 
Rosen George N-05208 N.2-5798 
Rosen George N-05209 N.2-5799 
Rosen George N-05237 N.2-5828 
Rosen George N-05271 N.2-5862 
Rosen George N-05290 N.2-5881 
Rosen George N-05305 N.2-5897 
Rosen George N-05328 N.2-5925 
Rosen George N-05353 N.2-5950 
Rosen George N-05382 N.2-5979 
Rosen George N-05421 N.2-6018 
Rosen George N-05451 N.2-6048 
Rosen George N-05477 N.2-6074 
Rosen George N-05493 N.2-6090 
Rosen George N-05514 N.2-6111 
Rosen George N-05614 N.2-6214 
Rosenbaum George N-05255 N.2-5846 
Rosenbaum George N-05398 N.2-5995 
Rosenbaum Jeff N-16751 N.2-17468 
Rosenbaum Karen N-05254 N.2-5845 
Rosenbaum Karen N-05436 N.2-6033 
Rosenbaum Madison N-05433 N.2-6030 
Rosenstein Peter N-11571 N.2-12239 
Rosenthal Aaron N-13906 N.2-14615 
Rosewitz Robert N-10117 N.2-10757 
Rosewitz Robert N-10186 N.2-10826 
Rosewitz Robert N-10304 N.2-10944 
Rosewitz Robert N-14225 N.2-14935 
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Rosfufar Mark N-00387 N.2-902 
Ross David N-08460 N.2-9096 
Ross Earle N-15773 N.2-16489 
Ross Jason N-17428 N.2-18151 
Ross John N-16922 N.2-17639 
Ross John N-17065 N.2-17782 
Ross Lenny N-07738 N.2-8368 
Ross Lenny N-07833 N.2-8463 
Ross Lenny N-08215 N.2-8845 
Ross Louise N-00395 N.2-910 
Ross Michael N-10140 N.2-10780 
Rossmiller Kelby N-08537 N.2-9173 
Rouchleau Steve N-00064 N.2-505 
Rouchleau Steve N-00256 N.2-706 
Rourke Clifford N-17621 N.2-18347 
Row Jon 2078 N.2-21386 
Rowell Jeremy 468 N.2-20181 
Rowland Barbara 2115 N.2-21415 
Rowland Barbara N-02355 N.2-2906 
Rowley Greg N-14630 N.2-15343 
Rowley Greg N-14850 N.2-15563 
Roy Jason N-00205 N.2-653 
Royal Tim N-07037 N.2-7667 
Royce Cody N-07889 N.2-8519 
Royer Kevin N-03794 N.2-4346 
Royer Kevin N-03905 N.2-4457 
Royer Kevin N-07007 N.2-7637 
Rozenstuaton Michael N-00048 N.2-489 
Rozier Patrick 1893 N.2-21214 
Rubenstien Carson N-04201 N.2-4760 
Rubenstien Carson N-04221 N.2-4781 
Rubenstien Carson N-04249 N.2-4811 
Rubenstien Carson N-04268 N.2-4831 
Rubenstien Carson N-04288 N.2-4851 
Rubenstien Carson N-04309 N.2-4873 
Rubenstien Carson N-04328 N.2-4893 
Rubenstien Carson N-04350 N.2-4917 
Rubenstien Carson N-04367 N.2-4935 
Rubenstien Carson N-04420 N.2-4989 
Rubenstien Carson N-04451 N.2-5021 
Rubenstien Carson N-04469 N.2-5039 
Rubenstien Carson N-04503 N.2-5073 
Rubenstien Carson N-04504 N.2-5074 
Rubenstien Carson N-04542 N.2-5114 
Rubenstien Carson N-04569 N.2-5142 
Rubenstien Carson N-04587 N.2-5161 
Rubenstien Carson N-04615 N.2-5190 
Rubenstien Carson N-04651 N.2-5227 
Rubenstien Carson N-04669 N.2-5245 
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Rubenstien Carson N-04690 N.2-5267 
Rubenstien Carson N-04733 N.2-5311 
Rubenstien Carson N-04754 N.2-5333 
Rubenstien Carson N-04775 N.2-5355 
Rubenstien Carson N-04805 N.2-5386 
Rubenstien Carson N-04828 N.2-5409 
Rubenstien Carson N-04845 N.2-5427 
Rubenstien Carson N-04871 N.2-5454 
Ruggiero Robert 401 N.2-20141 
Ruiz John N-17420 N.2-18142 
Runyan Ryan N-00183 N.2-631 
Rupenthal Ian N-02733 N.2-3285 
Russell Aaron N-16108 N.2-16825 
Russell Andrea N-13345 N.2-14054 
Russell Andrea N-13366 N.2-14075 
Russell Andrea N-13411 N.2-14120 
Russell Andrea N-13436 N.2-14145 
Russell Andrea N-13457 N.2-14166 
Russell Andrea N-13472 N.2-14181 
Russell Andrea N-13494 N.2-14203 
Russell Andrea N-13507 N.2-14216 
Russell Andrea N-13532 N.2-14241 
Russell Andrea N-13603 N.2-14312 
Russell Andrea N-13625 N.2-14334 
Russell Andrea N-13650 N.2-14359 
Russell Andrea N-13674 N.2-14383 
Russell Andrea N-13675 N.2-14384 
Russell Andrea N-13716 N.2-14425 
Russell Andrea N-13730 N.2-14439 
Russell Andrea N-13748 N.2-14457 
Russell Andrea N-13765 N.2-14474 
Russell Andrea N-13792 N.2-14501 
Russell Andrea N-13817 N.2-14526 
Russell Andrea N-13839 N.2-14548 
Russell Andrea N-13893 N.2-14602 
Russell Andrea N-13937 N.2-14646 
Russell Andrea N-13963 N.2-14672 
Russell Frank N-13335 N.2-14044 
Russell Frank N-13352 N.2-14061 
Russell Frank N-13371 N.2-14080 
Russell Frank N-13400 N.2-14109 
Russell Frank N-13419 N.2-14128 
Russell Frank N-13440 N.2-14149 
Russell Frank N-13460 N.2-14169 
Russell Frank N-13478 N.2-14187 
Russell Frank N-13513 N.2-14222 
Russell Frank N-13551 N.2-14260 
Russell Frank N-13608 N.2-14317 
Russell Frank N-13632 N.2-14341 
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Russell Frank N-13655 N.2-14364 
Russell Frank N-13657 N.2-14366 
Russell Frank N-13683 N.2-14392 
Russell Frank N-13732 N.2-14441 
Russell Frank N-13740 N.2-14449 
Russell Frank N-13763 N.2-14472 
Russell Frank N-13774 N.2-14483 
Russell Frank N-13800 N.2-14509 
Russell Frank N-13823 N.2-14532 
Russell Frank N-13850 N.2-14559 
Russell Frank N-13868 N.2-14577 
Russell Frank N-13927 N.2-14636 
Russell Frank N-13962 N.2-14671 
Russell Michael 1072 N.2-20566 
Russell Richard 2291 N.2-21607 
Ruth John 1145 N.2-20617 
Ruth John 1816 N.2-21137 
Rutherford Chad N-07394 N.2-8024 
Rutherford Reid N-10609 N.2-11267 
Rutherford Troy N-00167 N.2-615 
Rutledge Brandon N-03443 N.2-3995 
Rutledge Judy N-00104 N.2-551 
Ruzicka Darren W-JT-013 N.2-13 
Ruzicka Mike N-05866 N.2-6468 
Ruzicka Mike N-09535 N.2-10175 
Ryan Chris N-05777 N.2-6379 
Ryan Chris N-05799 N.2-6401 
Ryan Chris N-05816 N.2-6418 
Ryan Chris N-05888 N.2-6490 
Ryan Chris N-05914 N.2-6516 
Ryan Chris N-05942 N.2-6544 
Ryan Chris N-05985 N.2-6588 
Ryan Chris N-06037 N.2-6640 
Ryan Chris N-06058 N.2-6661 
Ryan Chris N-06109 N.2-6712 
Ryan Chris N-17077 N.2-17794 
Ryan Chris N-17078 N.2-17795 
Ryan Christina 1157 N.2-20626 
Ryan Jim N-00200 N.2-648 
Ryan  Brown N-13321 N.2-14030 
Rybak Jack N-09828 N.2-10468 
Rynolds Josh  N-08416 N.2-9052 
Sa Hugo N-14369 N.2-15081 
Sadedra Art W-VV-067 N.2-253 
Sager Bob N-00204 N.2-652 
Sahar Alon 1004 N.2-20517 
Sahar Alon 1006 N.2-20519 
Saines Simon N-00653 N.2-1202 
Saines Simon N-14135 N.2-14845 
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Saines Simon N-14153 N.2-14863 
Saines Simon N-14232 N.2-14942 
Saines Simon N-14233 N.2-14943 
Saines Simon N-14300 N.2-15011 
Saines Simon N-14408 N.2-15120 
Saines Simon N-15743 N.2-16459 
Saiyed Carl N-10415 N.2-11058 
Saiyed Jessica N-10418 N.2-11061 
Salazar Andrew N-17999 N.2-18733 
Salazar Andrew N-18099 N.2-18833 
Salazar Andrew N-18166 N.2-18900 
Salazar Andrew N-18247 N.2-18981 
Salazar Andrew N-18298 N.2-19032 
Salazar Andrew N-18328 N.2-19062 
Salazar Andrew N-18377 N.2-19111 
Salazar Andrew N-18422 N.2-19156 
Salazar Andrew N-18458 N.2-19192 
Salazar Andrew N-18473 N.2-19207 
Salazar Andrew N-18497 N.2-19231 
Salazar Andrew N-18550 N.2-19284 
Salazar Andrew N-18576 N.2-19310 
Salazar Edward N-06329 N.2-6935 
Salazar Harlee N-10451 N.2-11095 
Salazar Jennifer N-10452 N.2-11096 
Salazar Vic N-12683 N.2-13359 
Salbaum Michael N-05617 N.2-6217 
Salbaum Michael N-06366 N.2-6973 
Saldana Chris 1624 N.2-20974 
Saldana Chris 1669 N.2-21016 
Sall April 2324 N.2-21688 
Sallenbach Jared N-05746 N.2-6347 
Sallenbach Jared N-05850 N.2-6452 
Sallenbach Jared N-05980 N.2-6582 
Sallenbach Jared N-06056 N.2-6659 
Salvador Joe 706 N.2-20327 
Salvador Joe 2267 N.2-21569 
Salvatore Marc N-17097 N.2-17814 
Salyer Barry N-10154 N.2-10794 
Sambilay Jr N-07875 N.2-8505 
Sambilay Jr N-08121 N.2-8751 
Samford Greg N-14360 N.2-15072 
Sammons Nancy 1979 N.2-21290 
Sammons Nancy 1980 N.2-21291 
Samson Trey N-07633 N.2-8263 
Samson Trey N-07707 N.2-8337 
Samson Trey N-08057 N.2-8687 
Samson Trey N-08077 N.2-8707 
Samson Trey N-08100 N.2-8730 
Samson Trey N-08160 N.2-8790 
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Samson Trey N-09997 N.2-10637 
Samson Trey N-10287 N.2-10927 
Samson Trey N-13980 N.2-14689 
Samson Trey N-14002 N.2-14711 
Samson Trey N-14040 N.2-14749 
Samson Trey N-14063 N.2-14772 
Samson Trey N-14106 N.2-14815 
Samson Trey N-14123 N.2-14833 
Samson Trey N-14148 N.2-14858 
Samson Trey N-14163 N.2-14873 
Samson Trey N-14190 N.2-14900 
Samson Trey N-14215 N.2-14925 
Samson Trey N-14253 N.2-14963 
Samson Trey N-14289 N.2-15000 
Samson Trey N-14319 N.2-15030 
Samson Trey N-14320 N.2-15031 
Samson Trey N-14469 N.2-15182 
Samson Trey N-14487 N.2-15200 
Samson Trey N-14515 N.2-15228 
Samson Trey N-15704 N.2-16420 
Samson Trey N-15730 N.2-16446 
Samson Trey N-15757 N.2-16473 
Samson Trey N-15785 N.2-16501 
Samson Trey N-15826 N.2-16542 
Samuel Chris N-08194 N.2-8824 
Samuel Kevin N-10384 N.2-11026 
Samuel Kevin N-10470 N.2-11115 
Samuel Kevin N-10493 N.2-11141 
Samuel Kevin N-10567 N.2-11223 
Samuel Kevin N-10622 N.2-11280 
Samuel Kevin N-10691 N.2-11352 
Samuel Kevin N-12515 N.2-13183 
Samuel Kevin N-12553 N.2-13223 
Samuel Kevin N-12558 N.2-13228 
Samuel Kevin N-12584 N.2-13255 
Samuel Kevin N-12602 N.2-13274 
Samuel Kevin N-12681 N.2-13357 
Samuel Kevin N-12698 N.2-13374 
Samuel Kevin N-13181 N.2-13888 
Samuel Kevin N-15843 N.2-16560 
Samuel Kevin N-15863 N.2-16580 
Samuel Kevin N-15884 N.2-16601 
Samuel Kevin N-15986 N.2-16703 
Samuel Kevin N-16170 N.2-16887 
Samuel Kevin N-16234 N.2-16951 
Samuel Kevin N-16262 N.2-16979 
Samuel Kevin N-16422 N.2-17139 
Samuel Kevin N-18256 N.2-18990 
Samuel Kevin N-18356 N.2-19090 
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Samuelson Cameron W-VV-039 N.2-225 
Samuelson Steve W-VV-038 N.2-224 
SanAngelo Darren 1480 N.2-20854 
Sanchez Miguel N-09256 N.2-9896 
Sanchez Miquel N-09348 N.2-9988 
Sanders Mitch N-01077 N.2-1626 
Sanderson Bob N-18214 N.2-18948 
Sanderson Derek 245 N.2-20044 
Sandlin Gary 1094 N.2-20579 
Sandoval Dominic N-11568 N.2-12236 
Sandoval Dominic N-11860 N.2-12528 
Sandoval Dominic N-11964 N.2-12632 
Sandoval Dominic N-12018 N.2-12686 
Sandoval Dominic N-12068 N.2-12736 
Santa Margarita Water District N-18854 N.2-19842 
Sasser Craig Ellis 504 N.2-20206 
Saugstad Greg 1495 N.2-20863 
Savinski Cody 787 N.2-20379 
Savinski Cody N-06261 N.2-6866 
Sawyer Brian 79 N.2-19936 
Sawyer David 1341 N.2-20777 
Sayavongsa Tony N-08386 N.2-9016 
Sberal Matthew N-16766 N.2-17483 
Scafrick Eric N-06378 N.2-6985 
Scanlon Josua N-17486 N.2-18211 
Scerbinski Jared N-05971 N.2-6573 
Scerbinski Jared N-13536 N.2-14245 
Scerbinski Jared N-13819 N.2-14528 
Scerbinski Jared N-13859 N.2-14568 
Schaefer Darren N-17389 N.2-18111 
Schaefer Darren N-17450 N.2-18174 
Schaefer Darren N-17533 N.2-18258 
Schaefer Darren N-17608 N.2-18334 
Schaefer Darren N-17888 N.2-18618 
Schaefer Eric N-00892 N.2-1441 
Schaefer Eric N-01034 N.2-1583 
Schaefer Eric N-01118 N.2-1667 
Schaefer Eric N-01175 N.2-1724 
Schaefer Eric N-01239 N.2-1788 
Schaefer Eric N-01321 N.2-1870 
Schaefer Eric N-01496 N.2-2045 
Schaefer Eric N-01856 N.2-2405 
Schaefer Eric N-13974 N.2-14683 
Schaefer Eric N-13991 N.2-14700 
Schaefer Eric N-14026 N.2-14735 
Schaefer Eric N-14087 N.2-14796 
Schaefer Eric N-14118 N.2-14828 
Schaefer Eric N-14142 N.2-14852 
Schaefer Eric N-14180 N.2-14890 
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Schaefer Eric N-14338 N.2-15050 
Schaefer Eric N-14374 N.2-15086 
Schaefer Eric N-14415 N.2-15127 
Schaefer Eric N-14462 N.2-15175 
Schaefer Eric N-14536 N.2-15249 
Schaefer Eric N-15724 N.2-16440 
Schaefer Eric N-15778 N.2-16494 
Schaefer Eric N-15818 N.2-16534 
Schaefer Thor N-12105 N.2-12773 
Schaefer Thor N-12126 N.2-12794 
Schaefer Thor N-12171 N.2-12839 
Schaefer Thor N-12190 N.2-12858 
Schaefer Thor N-12211 N.2-12879 
Schaefer Thor N-12215 N.2-12883 
Schaefer Thor N-12238 N.2-12906 
Schaefer Thor N-12249 N.2-12917 
Schaefer Thor N-12265 N.2-12933 
Schaefer Thor N-12286 N.2-12954 
Schaefer Thor N-12302 N.2-12970 
Schaefer Thor N-12303 N.2-12971 
Schaefer Thor N-12324 N.2-12992 
Schaefer Thor N-12350 N.2-13018 
Schaefer Thor N-12383 N.2-13051 
Schaefer Thor N-12418 N.2-13086 
Schaefer Thor N-12445 N.2-13113 
Schaefer Thor N-12470 N.2-13138 
Schaefer Thor N-12845 N.2-13549 
Schaefer Thor N-12861 N.2-13565 
Schaefer Thor N-12884 N.2-13588 
Schaefer Thor N-12900 N.2-13604 
Schaefer Thor N-12921 N.2-13625 
Schaefer Thor N-12949 N.2-13653 
Schaefer Thor N-12973 N.2-13678 
Schaefer Thor N-13002 N.2-13707 
Schaefer Thor N-13050 N.2-13755 
Schaefer Thor N-13100 N.2-13805 
Schaefer Thor N-13126 N.2-13831 
Scharnweber Johnny 711 N.2-20331 
Schechter Rhyland N-12660 N.2-13335 
Schechter Rhyland N-17986 N.2-18720 
Schechter Rhyland N-18075 N.2-18809 
Schechter Rhyland N-18236 N.2-18970 
Schechter Rhyland N-18265 N.2-18999 
Schechter Rhyland N-18307 N.2-19041 
Schechter Rhyland N-18344 N.2-19078 
Schechter Rhyland N-18415 N.2-19149 
Schechter Rhyland N-18468 N.2-19202 
Schechter Rhyland N-18487 N.2-19221 
Schechter Rhyland N-18569 N.2-19303 
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Schechter Ryland N-18151 N.2-18885 
Schechter Ryland N-18440 N.2-19174 
Schechter Scott N-00750 N.2-1299 
Schechter Scott N-00882 N.2-1431 
Schechter Scott N-01410 N.2-1959 
Schechter Scott N-01534 N.2-2083 
Schechter Scott N-01799 N.2-2348 
Schechter Scott N-10828 N.2-11495 
Schechter Scott N-14560 N.2-15273 
Schellpeper Travis 685 N.2-20313 
Schellpeper Travis N-07859 N.2-8489 
Scherer Jason 111 N.2-19958 
Schermann Brian 1060 N.2-20557 
Schiffern John 59 N.2-19932 
Schiffler Sam N-00547 N.2-1096 
Schiffler Sam N-01005 N.2-1554 
Schilling Marco 330 N.2-20099 
Schlange Chaz N-02049 N.2-2600 
Schlange Chaz N-08930 N.2-9567 
Schlange Chaz N-08977 N.2-9614 
Schlange Chaz N-11704 N.2-12372 
Schlange Chaz N-11951 N.2-12619 
Schlange Chaz N-13298 N.2-14007 
Schlange  Chaz N-08406 N.2-9036 
Schlange  Chaz N-08467 N.2-9103 
Schmidt Daniel N-05548 N.2-6146 
Schmidt Daniel N-05549 N.2-6147 
Schmidt Daniel N-05550 N.2-6148 
Schmidt Daniel N-05551 N.2-6149 
Schmidt Daniel N-05552 N.2-6150 
Schmidt Daniel N-05553 N.2-6151 
Schmidt Daniel N-12826 N.2-13527 
Schmidt Dustin N-16578 N.2-17295 
Schmidt Dustin N-16646 N.2-17363 
Schmidt Dustin N-16945 N.2-17662 
Schmidt Jason N-04943 N.2-5529 
Schmidt Jason N-05767 N.2-6369 
Schmidt Jason N-06059 N.2-6662 
Schmidt Jason N-16610 N.2-17327 
Schmidt Jason N-16784 N.2-17501 
Schmidt Jason N-16837 N.2-17554 
Schmidt Jason N-16862 N.2-17579 
Schmidt Jason N-16876 N.2-17593 
Schmidt Jason N-16943 N.2-17660 
Schmidt Jason N-16992 N.2-17709 
Schmidt Jason N-17052 N.2-17769 
Schmidt Jason N-17150 N.2-17867 
Schmidt Jason N-18132 N.2-18866 
Schmidt Jason N-18312 N.2-19046 
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Schmidt Jason N-18354 N.2-19088 
Schmidt Jason N-18510 N.2-19244 
Schmidt Ray N-05544 N.2-6142 
Schmidt Ray N-05545 N.2-6143 
Schmidt Ray N-05546 N.2-6144 
Schmidt Ray N-05547 N.2-6145 
Schmidt Ray N-06445 N.2-7055 
Schmidt Ray N-12824 N.2-13525 
Schmidt Rodger N-05554 N.2-6152 
Schmidt Rodger N-05556 N.2-6154 
Schmidt Rodger N-05557 N.2-6155 
Schmidt Rodger N-05559 N.2-6157 
Schmidt Rodger N-12835 N.2-13538 
Schmidt Sam N-13046 N.2-13751 
Schmidt Sam N-13619 N.2-14328 
Schmidt Sam N-13788 N.2-14497 
Schmidt Sam N-13864 N.2-14573 
Schmit Dennis N-04935 N.2-5521 
Schmit Dennis N-04948 N.2-5534 
Schmit Dennis N-04961 N.2-5547 
Schmit Dennis N-04992 N.2-5578 
Schmit Dennis N-05006 N.2-5592 
Schmit Dennis N-05033 N.2-5619 
Schmit Dennis N-05050 N.2-5636 
Schmit Dennis N-05120 N.2-5710 
Schmit Dennis N-05164 N.2-5754 
Schmit Dennis N-05180 N.2-5770 
Schmit Dennis N-05220 N.2-5810 
Schmit Dennis N-05221 N.2-5811 
Schmit Dennis N-05286 N.2-5877 
Schmit Dennis N-05298 N.2-5889 
Schmit Dennis N-05322 N.2-5919 
Schmit Dennis N-05349 N.2-5946 
Schmit Dennis N-05374 N.2-5971 
Schmit Dennis N-05447 N.2-6044 
Schmit Dennis N-05507 N.2-6104 
Schmit Dennis N-08561 N.2-9197 
Schmit Dennis N-08694 N.2-9330 
Schmit Dennis N-08695 N.2-9331 
Schmit Dennis N-09050 N.2-9688 
Schmit Dennis N-09094 N.2-9732 
Schmit Dennis N-12107 N.2-12775 
Schmit Dennis N-12124 N.2-12792 
Schmit Dennis N-12176 N.2-12844 
Schmit Dennis N-12192 N.2-12860 
Schmit Dennis N-12237 N.2-12905 
Schmit Dennis N-12290 N.2-12958 
Schmit Dennis N-12322 N.2-12990 
Schmit Dennis N-12387 N.2-13055 
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Schmit Dennis N-12422 N.2-13090 
Schmit Dennis N-12472 N.2-13140 
Schmit Dennis N-12863 N.2-13567 
Schmit Dennis N-12899 N.2-13603 
Schmit Dennis N-12923 N.2-13627 
Schmit Dennis N-12952 N.2-13656 
Schmit Dennis N-12975 N.2-13680 
Schmit Dennis N-13011 N.2-13716 
Schmit Dennis N-13059 N.2-13764 
Schmit Dennis N-13104 N.2-13809 
Schmit Dennis N-13128 N.2-13833 
Schmit Dennis N-13129 N.2-13834 
Schmit Dennis N-13251 N.2-13960 
Schmit Dennis N-13427 N.2-14136 
Schmit Dennis N-13697 N.2-14406 
Schmit Dennis N-13807 N.2-14516 
Schmit Dennis N-13830 N.2-14539 
Schmit Mike N-16729 N.2-17446 
Schmit Mike N-17075 N.2-17792 
Schmitt Carl 2292 N.2-21608 
Schnabel Deanna N-00049 N.2-490 
Schneider Amanda 2311 N.2-21638 
Schneider Kurt 1498 N.2-20865 
Schneider Kurt 1728 N.2-21064 
Schneider Kurt 1730 N.2-21066 
Schneider Kurt 1794 N.2-21113 
Schneider Kurt 1795 N.2-21115 
Schneider Kurt 1798 N.2-21118 
Schneider Kurt 1801 N.2-21122 
Schneider Kurt 1802 N.2-21123 
Schneider Kurt 1869 N.2-21193 
Schneider Kurt 1875 N.2-21198 
Schneider Kurt 1877 N.2-21200 
Schneider Kurt N-01054 N.2-1603 
Schneider Kurt N-01184 N.2-1733 
Schneider Kurt N-01249 N.2-1798 
Schneider Kurt N-01717 N.2-2266 
Schneider Kurt N-04136 N.2-4689 
Schneider Kurt N-06471 N.2-7081 
Schneider Kurt N-06600 N.2-7220 
Schneider Kurt N-06695 N.2-7320 
Schneider Kurt N-06708 N.2-7334 
Schneider Kurt N-10716 N.2-11382 
Schneider Kurt N-10717 N.2-11383 
Schneider Mark 266 N.2-20057 
Schneider Steve N-15296 N.2-16010 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02101 N.2-2652 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02209 N.2-2760 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02315 N.2-2866 
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Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02390 N.2-2941 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02504 N.2-3055 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02562 N.2-3113 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02682 N.2-3234 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02872 N.2-3424 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-02917 N.2-3469 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-03152 N.2-3704 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-03174 N.2-3726 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-03228 N.2-3780 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-03244 N.2-3796 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-03334 N.2-3886 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-03373 N.2-3925 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-05348 N.2-5945 
Schoolcraft Chelsie N-14525 N.2-15238 
Schoolcraft Chris N-05015 N.2-5601 
Schoolcraft Chris N-05130 N.2-5720 
Schoolcraft Chris N-05474 N.2-6071 
Schoolcraft Chris N-06211 N.2-6815 
Schoolcraft Chris N-06504 N.2-7120 
Schoolcraft Chris N-07865 N.2-8495 
Schoolcraft Chris N-07933 N.2-8563 
Schoolcraft Chris N-08025 N.2-8655 
Schoolcraft Chris N-08260 N.2-8890 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13310 N.2-14019 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13311 N.2-14020 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13312 N.2-14021 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13393 N.2-14102 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13429 N.2-14138 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13486 N.2-14195 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13487 N.2-14196 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13523 N.2-14232 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13617 N.2-14326 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13618 N.2-14327 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13641 N.2-14350 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13643 N.2-14352 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13703 N.2-14412 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13738 N.2-14447 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13762 N.2-14471 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13809 N.2-14518 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13832 N.2-14541 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13884 N.2-14593 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13935 N.2-14644 
Schoolcraft Chris N-13952 N.2-14661 
Schoolcraft Chris N-16747 N.2-17464 
Schoolcraft Chris N-16909 N.2-17626 
Schoolcraft Chris N-17031 N.2-17748 
Schott John N-06254 N.2-6859 
Schott John N-06256 N.2-6861 
Schott John N-12175 N.2-12843 
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Schott John N-12348 N.2-13016 
Schott John N-12380 N.2-13048 
Schott John N-12425 N.2-13093 
Schrader Leon 2090 N.2-21395 
Schram P. T. 745 N.2-20351 
Schramm Art N-14712 N.2-15425 
Schramm Art N-14956 N.2-15670 
Schramm Art N-15049 N.2-15763 
Schrecengost Anthony 1178 N.2-20644 
Schrecengost Anthony N-18676 N.2-19489 
Schubert Kyle N-10093 N.2-10733 
Schubert Kyle N-12398 N.2-13066 
Schubert Kyle N-12959 N.2-13663 
Schubert Kyle N-13077 N.2-13782 
Schubert Kyle N-15715 N.2-16431 
Schubring Matthew 936 N.2-20466 
Schuit Nathan N-00754 N.2-1303 
Schuit Nathan N-06717 N.2-7343 
Schuit Nathan N-06756 N.2-7382 
Schuit Nathan N-06774 N.2-7400 
Schuit Nathan N-06797 N.2-7423 
Schuit Nathan N-06837 N.2-7463 
Schuit Nathan N-06876 N.2-7502 
Schuit Nathan N-06899 N.2-7525 
Schuit Nathan N-06900 N.2-7526 
Schuit Nathan N-06935 N.2-7561 
Schuit Nathan N-06973 N.2-7602 
Schuit Nathan N-07019 N.2-7649 
Schuit Nathan N-07076 N.2-7706 
Schuit Nathan N-07097 N.2-7727 
Schuit Nathan N-07129 N.2-7759 
Schuit Nathan N-07175 N.2-7805 
Schuit Nathan N-07216 N.2-7846 
Schuit Nathan N-07254 N.2-7884 
Schuit Nathan N-07322 N.2-7952 
Schuit Nathan N-07404 N.2-8034 
Schuit Nathan N-07437 N.2-8067 
Schuit Nathan N-07453 N.2-8083 
Schuit Nathan N-07486 N.2-8116 
Schuit Nathan N-07509 N.2-8139 
Schuit Nathan N-07532 N.2-8162 
Schuit Nathan N-10806 N.2-11472 
Schuit Nathan N-14866 N.2-15579 
Schuit Nathn N-07285 N.2-7915 
Schultz Glenn N-08587 N.2-9223 
Schultz Jasonn 1086 N.2-20575 
Schultz Rich 1809 N.2-21130 
Schulz Les 1747 N.2-21077 
Schulze Brett 1946 N.2-21262 
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Schusteer Joe 1598 N.2-20950 
Schuster Joe 1848 N.2-21170 
Schutt Chris 1301 N.2-20751 
Schutt Chris N-04257 N.2-4819 
Schutt Chris N-04321 N.2-4885 
Schutt Chris N-04341 N.2-4907 
Schutt Chris N-04357 N.2-4924 
Schutt Chris N-04380 N.2-4948 
Schutt Chris N-04405 N.2-4974 
Schutt Chris N-04440 N.2-5010 
Schutt Chris N-04464 N.2-5034 
Schutt Chris N-04481 N.2-5051 
Schutt Chris N-04522 N.2-5094 
Schutt Chris N-04558 N.2-5131 
Schutt Chris N-04602 N.2-5177 
Schutt Chris N-04637 N.2-5213 
Schutt Chris N-04662 N.2-5238 
Schutt Chris N-04680 N.2-5257 
Schutt Chris N-04711 N.2-5289 
Schutt Chris N-04765 N.2-5345 
Schutt Chris N-04766 N.2-5346 
Schutt Chris N-04787 N.2-5368 
Schutt Chris N-04837 N.2-5419 
Schutt Chris N-04860 N.2-5443 
Schutt Chris N-04880 N.2-5465 
Schutt Chris N-04900 N.2-5486 
Schutt Chris N-04914 N.2-5500 
Schutt Chris N-06316 N.2-6922 
Schutt Chris N-06411 N.2-7019 
Schutt Chris N-10708 N.2-11370 
Schutt Chris N-10709 N.2-11371 
Schutt Chris N-10710 N.2-11372 
Schutt Chris N-10829 N.2-11496 
Schutt Chris N-10853 N.2-11520 
Schutt Chris N-14564 N.2-15277 
Schutt Chris N-14583 N.2-15296 
Schutt Chris N-14623 N.2-15336 
Schutt Chris N-14625 N.2-15338 
Schutt Chris N-14647 N.2-15360 
Schutt Chris N-14673 N.2-15386 
Schutt Chris N-14675 N.2-15388 
Schutt Chris N-14701 N.2-15414 
Schutt Chris N-14777 N.2-15490 
Schutt Chris N-14778 N.2-15491 
Schutt Chris N-14813 N.2-15526 
Schutt Chris N-14836 N.2-15549 
Schutt Chris N-14872 N.2-15585 
Schutt Chris N-14873 N.2-15586 
Schutt Chris N-14894 N.2-15608 
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Schutt Chris N-14896 N.2-15610 
Schutt Chris N-14946 N.2-15660 
Schutt Chris N-14980 N.2-15694 
Schutt Chris N-15003 N.2-15717 
Schutt Chris N-15065 N.2-15779 
Schutt Chris  N-04209 N.2-4768 
Schutt Edwin N-04630 N.2-5206 
Schutt Edwin N-06672 N.2-7295 
Schutt Edwin N-06673 N.2-7296 
Schutt Edwin N-06674 N.2-7297 
Schutt Edwin N-06675 N.2-7298 
Schutt Edwin N-15866 N.2-16583 
Schutt Edwin N-15887 N.2-16604 
Schutt Edwin N-15911 N.2-16628 
Schutt Edwin N-15928 N.2-16645 
Schutt Edwin N-15952 N.2-16669 
Schutt Edwin N-15970 N.2-16687 
Schutt Edwin N-16008 N.2-16725 
Schutt Edwin N-16035 N.2-16752 
Schutt Edwin N-16060 N.2-16777 
Schutt Edwin N-16086 N.2-16803 
Schutt Edwin N-16110 N.2-16827 
Schutt Edwin N-16149 N.2-16866 
Schutt Edwin N-16177 N.2-16894 
Schutt Edwin N-16178 N.2-16895 
Schutt Edwin N-16215 N.2-16932 
Schutt Edwin N-16242 N.2-16959 
Schutt Edwin N-16243 N.2-16960 
Schutt Edwin N-16269 N.2-16986 
Schutt Edwin N-16314 N.2-17031 
Schutt Edwin N-16348 N.2-17065 
Schutt Edwin N-16374 N.2-17091 
Schutt Edwin N-16403 N.2-17120 
Schutt Edwin N-16448 N.2-17165 
Schutt Edwin N-16500 N.2-17217 
Schutt Zach N-09155 N.2-9793 
Schutt Zach N-09175 N.2-9815 
Schutt Zach N-09222 N.2-9862 
Schutt Zach N-09253 N.2-9893 
Schutt Zach N-09272 N.2-9912 
Schutt Zach N-09288 N.2-9928 
Schutt Zach N-09310 N.2-9950 
Schutt Zach N-09385 N.2-10025 
Schutt Zach N-09419 N.2-10059 
Schutt Zach N-09470 N.2-10110 
Schutt Zach N-09490 N.2-10130 
Schutt Zach N-09491 N.2-10131 
Schutt Zach N-09524 N.2-10164 
Schutt Zach N-09532 N.2-10172 
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Schutt Zach N-09571 N.2-10211 
Schutt Zach N-09597 N.2-10237 
Schutt Zach N-09610 N.2-10250 
Schutt Zach N-09650 N.2-10290 
Schutt Zach N-09667 N.2-10307 
Schutt Zach N-09708 N.2-10348 
Schutt Zach N-09727 N.2-10367 
Schutt Zach N-09741 N.2-10381 
Schutz Kevin N-18687 N.2-19500 
Schwarcz Chris N-00126 N.2-573 
Schwarz Kurt 2108 N.2-21409 
Schwasinger Dustin 569 N.2-20243 
Schwasinger Dustin N-05953 N.2-6555 
Scott Chris 545 N.2-20228 
Scott Johnston N-02124 N.2-2675 
Scott Lance N-04398 N.2-4967 
Scott Michael 2286 N.2-21596 
Scott Tyler N-09761 N.2-10401 
Scott Tyler N-09762 N.2-10402 
Scott Tyler N-09787 N.2-10427 
Scott Tyler N-09814 N.2-10454 
Scott Tyler N-09845 N.2-10485 
Scott Tyler N-09859 N.2-10499 
Scott Tyler N-09879 N.2-10519 
Scott Tyler N-09902 N.2-10542 
Scott Tyler N-09935 N.2-10575 
Scott Tyler N-09972 N.2-10612 
Scott Tyler N-10001 N.2-10641 
Scott Tyler N-10018 N.2-10658 
Scott Tyler N-10054 N.2-10694 
Scott Tyler N-10089 N.2-10729 
Scott Tyler N-10119 N.2-10759 
Scott Tyler N-10134 N.2-10774 
Scott Tyler N-10163 N.2-10803 
Scott Tyler N-10182 N.2-10822 
Scott Tyler N-10195 N.2-10835 
Scott Tyler N-10198 N.2-10838 
Scott Tyler N-10213 N.2-10853 
Scott Tyler N-10239 N.2-10879 
Scott Tyler N-10263 N.2-10903 
Scott Tyler N-10272 N.2-10912 
Scott Tyler N-10294 N.2-10934 
Scott Tyler N-10297 N.2-10937 
Scott Tyler N-10326 N.2-10966 
Scott Tyler N-10345 N.2-10985 
Scott, Sr. George N-00421 N.2-953 
Scotts Denny N-05711 N.2-6312 
Scotts Denny N-05926 N.2-6528 
Scotts Denny N-06161 N.2-6764 
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Scutellaro Rich N-17023 N.2-17740 
Scutellaro Richard 431 N.2-20159 
Scutellaro Richard N-07010 N.2-7640 
Seagondollar Daniel 1125 N.2-20601 
Seaman Jason N-16127 N.2-16844 
Sean Deguara N-13374 N.2-14083 
Seaney Pete N-11906 N.2-12574 
Searah Raymond 1456 N.2-20841 
Searah Raymond 1457 N.2-20841 
Searah Raymond 1458 N.2-20842 
Seda Greg 242 N.2-20041 
Sedillo Rury N-00143 N.2-591 
Seger Pam N-00188 N.2-636 
Seggebruch Daniel N-01610 N.2-2159 
Segrove Dan N-13833 N.2-14542 
Segrove Doug N-13340 N.2-14049 
Segrove Doug N-13357 N.2-14066 
Segrove Doug N-13358 N.2-14067 
Segrove Doug N-13375 N.2-14084 
Segrove Doug N-13407 N.2-14116 
Segrove Doug N-13428 N.2-14137 
Segrove Doug N-13448 N.2-14157 
Segrove Doug N-13466 N.2-14175 
Segrove Doug N-13485 N.2-14194 
Segrove Doug N-13503 N.2-14212 
Segrove Doug N-13522 N.2-14231 
Segrove Doug N-13564 N.2-14273 
Segrove Doug N-13615 N.2-14324 
Segrove Doug N-13640 N.2-14349 
Segrove Doug N-13663 N.2-14372 
Segrove Doug N-13664 N.2-14373 
Segrove Doug N-13698 N.2-14407 
Segrove Doug N-13727 N.2-14436 
Segrove Doug N-13746 N.2-14455 
Segrove Doug N-13760 N.2-14469 
Segrove Doug N-13784 N.2-14493 
Segrove Doug N-13808 N.2-14517 
Segrove Doug N-13857 N.2-14566 
Segrove Doug N-13887 N.2-14596 
Segrove Doug N-13933 N.2-14642 
Segrove Doug N-13953 N.2-14662 
Seibel Justin N-16939 N.2-17656 
Seibel Justin N-16983 N.2-17700 
Seifert Eric N-07691 N.2-8321 
Seifert Eric N-07729 N.2-8359 
Seifert Eric N-07760 N.2-8390 
Seifert Eric N-07788 N.2-8418 
Seifert Eric N-07874 N.2-8504 
Seifert Eric N-08066 N.2-8696 
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Seifert Eric N-08117 N.2-8747 
Seifert Eric N-08119 N.2-8749 
Seiferth Mark N-08450 N.2-9086 
Seiferth Mark N-08837 N.2-9473 
Sellick Tommy 946 N.2-20473 
Sembach Ralph 906 N.2-20451 
Semjonovs Nik N-04801 N.2-5382 
Semjonovs Nik N-07395 N.2-8025 
Semjonovs Nik N-18524 N.2-19258 
Semple Robert 1764 N.2-21088 
Serafin Richard N-00938 N.2-1487 
Serafin Richard N-01049 N.2-1598 
Severen Garrett N-18765 N.2-19722 
Seybeis Donovan N-14399 N.2-15111 
Seyler Steve N-07327 N.2-7957 
Sgroi John N-07036 N.2-7666 
Shade Betsy N-18660 N.2-19408 
Shade Donald 2186 N.2-21474 
Shadell Arthur N-02936 N.2-3488 
Shadell Arthur N-10120 N.2-10760 
Shaffer Jeff 2283 N.2-21585 
Shannon Brian N-08278 N.2-8908 
Share Thad N-00190 N.2-638 
Sharp Ernest N-11507 N.2-12175 
Sharp Ernest N-11530 N.2-12198 
Sharp Ernest N-11555 N.2-12223 
Sharp Ernest N-11615 N.2-12283 
Sharp Ernest N-11628 N.2-12296 
Sharp Ernest N-11648 N.2-12316 
Sharp Ernest N-11666 N.2-12334 
Sharp Ernest N-11722 N.2-12390 
Sharp Ernest N-11738 N.2-12406 
Sharp Ernest N-11753 N.2-12421 
Sharp Ernest N-11768 N.2-12436 
Sharp Ernest N-11782 N.2-12450 
Sharp Ernest N-11802 N.2-12470 
Sharp Ernest N-11819 N.2-12487 
Sharp Ernest N-11834 N.2-12502 
Sharp Ernest N-11898 N.2-12566 
Sharp Ernest N-11926 N.2-12594 
Sharp Ernest N-11987 N.2-12655 
Sharp Ernest N-11999 N.2-12667 
Sharp Ernest N-12057 N.2-12725 
Sharp Ernest N-12076 N.2-12744 
Sharp Ernest N-12094 N.2-12762 
Sharp Glenn 2009 N.2-21319 
Shatwell Jason 1632 N.2-20982 
Shed Dan N-13483 N.2-14192 
Shedd Dan N-04923 N.2-5509 
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Shedd Dan N-04941 N.2-5527 
Shedd Dan N-04963 N.2-5549 
Shedd Dan N-04964 N.2-5550 
Shedd Dan N-04995 N.2-5581 
Shedd Dan N-05010 N.2-5596 
Shedd Dan N-05024 N.2-5610 
Shedd Dan N-05041 N.2-5627 
Shedd Dan N-05056 N.2-5642 
Shedd Dan N-05083 N.2-5671 
Shedd Dan N-05099 N.2-5687 
Shedd Dan N-05109 N.2-5698 
Shedd Dan N-05127 N.2-5717 
Shedd Dan N-05152 N.2-5742 
Shedd Dan N-05159 N.2-5749 
Shedd Dan N-05193 N.2-5783 
Shedd Dan N-05210 N.2-5800 
Shedd Dan N-05213 N.2-5803 
Shedd Dan N-05292 N.2-5883 
Shedd Dan N-05308 N.2-5901 
Shedd Dan N-05333 N.2-5930 
Shedd Dan N-05358 N.2-5955 
Shedd Dan N-05392 N.2-5989 
Shedd Dan N-05437 N.2-6034 
Shedd Dan N-05457 N.2-6054 
Shedd Dan N-05479 N.2-6076 
Shedd Dan N-05495 N.2-6092 
Shedd Dan N-05523 N.2-6120 
Shedd Dan N-05574 N.2-6173 
Sheehan William N-12132 N.2-12800 
Sheets Eric N-15089 N.2-15803 
Sheets Eric N-15100 N.2-15814 
Sheets Eric N-15116 N.2-15830 
Sheets Eric N-15153 N.2-15867 
Sheets Eric N-15180 N.2-15894 
Sheets Eric N-15181 N.2-15895 
Sheets Eric N-15188 N.2-15902 
Sheets Eric N-15190 N.2-15904 
Sheets Eric N-15239 N.2-15953 
Sheets Eric N-15271 N.2-15985 
Sheets Eric N-15287 N.2-16001 
Sheets Eric N-15316 N.2-16030 
Sheets Eric N-15335 N.2-16049 
Sheets Eric N-15356 N.2-16070 
Sheets Eric N-15379 N.2-16094 
Sheets Eric N-15411 N.2-16126 
Sheets Eric N-15438 N.2-16154 
Sheets Eric N-15475 N.2-16191 
Sheets Eric N-15493 N.2-16209 
Sheets Eric N-15515 N.2-16231 
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Sheets Eric N-15560 N.2-16276 
Sheets Eric N-15587 N.2-16303 
Sheets Eric N-15614 N.2-16330 
Sheets Eric N-15630 N.2-16346 
Sheets Eric N-15654 N.2-16370 
Sheets Eric N-15660 N.2-16376 
Sheets Eric N-15694 N.2-16410 
Shelstad Curt N-03719 N.2-4271 
Shelstad Curt N-03743 N.2-4295 
Shelstad Curt N-03943 N.2-4495 
Shelton John N-16325 N.2-17042 
Shepherd Brandon N-02813 N.2-3365 
Shepherd Brandon N-03371 N.2-3923 
Sherburne Barbara N-03932 N.2-4484 
Sherrill Kenny N-09990 N.2-10630 
Sherrill Kenny N-10046 N.2-10686 
Sherrill Kenny N-10069 N.2-10709 
Sherwood William 698 N.2-20322 
Shewey Jerry 529 N.2-20220 
Shields Tyler N-11956 N.2-12624 
Shields Tyler N-12044 N.2-12712 
Shook Wendy N-01090 N.2-1639 
Shteir Seth 2171 N.2-21463 
Shubin Peter N-16714 N.2-17431 
Shubin Susie N-17166 N.2-17883 
Shuler Earl 295 N.2-20074 
Shutt Chris N-04435 N.2-5005 
Shuttlewarth Dale O-ON-005 N.2-386 
Shuttleworth Dale N-18673 N.2-19486 
Sian Jonathan N-10410 N.2-11053 
Sian Jonathan N-10445 N.2-11089 
Sian Jonathan N-10530 N.2-11185 
Sian Jonathan N-10555 N.2-11211 
Sian Jonathan N-10558 N.2-11214 
Sian Jonathan N-10579 N.2-11236 
Sian Jonathan N-10601 N.2-11259 
Sian Jonathan N-10631 N.2-11290 
Sian Jonathan N-10671 N.2-11332 
Sian Jonathan N-10695 N.2-11357 
Sian Jonathon N-05569 N.2-6168 
Sian Jonathon N-05570 N.2-6169 
Sian Jonathon N-05571 N.2-6170 
Sian Jonathon N-05572 N.2-6171 
Sian Jonathon N-06683 N.2-7306 
Sian Jonathon N-06684 N.2-7307 
Sian Jonathon N-12493 N.2-13161 
Sian Jonathon N-12500 N.2-13168 
Sian Jonathon N-12522 N.2-13191 
Sian Jonathon N-12552 N.2-13222 
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Sian Jonathon N-12572 N.2-13243 
Sian Jonathon N-12611 N.2-13284 
Sian Jonathon N-12628 N.2-13302 
Sian Jonathon N-12646 N.2-13321 
Sian Jonathon N-12702 N.2-13379 
Sian Jonathon N-12736 N.2-13413 
Sian Jonathon N-12746 N.2-13427 
Sian Jonathon N-12765 N.2-13450 
Sian Jonathon N-12799 N.2-13498 
Sian Jonathon N-12816 N.2-13517 
Sian Jonathon N-12819 N.2-13520 
Sian Jonathon N-12822 N.2-13523 
Sian Jonathon N-16064 N.2-16781 
Sian Jonathon N-16206 N.2-16923 
Sian Jonathon N-16260 N.2-16977 
Sian Jonathon N-16519 N.2-17236 
Sian Patrick N-05385 N.2-5982 
Sian Patrick N-05568 N.2-6167 
Sian Patrick N-05573 N.2-6172 
Sian Patrick N-05619 N.2-6219 
Sian Patrick N-12767 N.2-13452 
Siddert Ronald N-18734 N.2-19634 
Siddert Ronald N-18857 N.2-19853 
Siens Daniel N-08556 N.2-9192 
Siens Daniel N-08655 N.2-9291 
Siens Daniel N-08753 N.2-9389 
Siens Daniel N-08961 N.2-9598 
Siens Daniel N-08990 N.2-9627 
Siens Daniel N-09066 N.2-9704 
Sievers Graig N-18790 N.2-19749 
Sievert Samuel 656 N.2-20295 
Sievert Samuel N-03134 N.2-3686 
Sievert Samuel N-03154 N.2-3706 
Sievert Samuel N-03292 N.2-3844 
Sievert Samuel N-03384 N.2-3936 
Sievert Samuel N-10409 N.2-11052 
Sievert Samuel N-10443 N.2-11086 
Sievert Samuel N-10528 N.2-11183 
Sievert Samuel N-10575 N.2-11232 
Sievert Samuel N-10604 N.2-11262 
Sievert Samuel N-10668 N.2-11329 
Sievert Samuel N-12513 N.2-13181 
Sievert Samuel N-12569 N.2-13240 
Sievert Samuel N-13382 N.2-14091 
Sievert Samuel N-13434 N.2-14143 
Sievert Samuel N-13770 N.2-14479 
Sievert Samuel N-15870 N.2-16587 
Sievert Samuel N-15930 N.2-16647 
Sievert Samuel N-15954 N.2-16671 
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Sievert Samuel N-15972 N.2-16689 
Sievert Samuel N-16010 N.2-16727 
Sievert Samuel N-16038 N.2-16755 
Sievert Samuel N-16088 N.2-16805 
Sievert Samuel N-16116 N.2-16833 
Sievert Samuel N-16151 N.2-16868 
Sievert Samuel N-16183 N.2-16900 
Sievert Samuel N-16213 N.2-16930 
Sievert Samuel N-16287 N.2-17004 
Sievert Samuel N-16377 N.2-17094 
Sievert Samuel N-16451 N.2-17168 
Sievert Samuel N-16499 N.2-17216 
Sievert Samuel N-18124 N.2-18858 
Sievert Samuel N-18192 N.2-18926 
Siewert Bryan 2095 N.2-21399 
Sigwing Greg 312 N.2-20086 
Silcock Douglas 581 N.2-20252 
Silcock Michele 1277 N.2-20733 
Sillings Arlene 1429 N.2-20825 
Silva Joe  N-02213 N.2-2764 
Silveira Phillip 1862 N.2-21185 
Silverberg Kane 2026 N.2-21340 
Silvers Justin N-03065 N.2-3617 
Simmers Jeff N-00936 N.2-1485 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00465 N.2-1014 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00510 N.2-1059 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00534 N.2-1083 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00648 N.2-1197 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00704 N.2-1253 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00800 N.2-1349 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00857 N.2-1406 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00908 N.2-1457 
Simmers Jefffrey N-00959 N.2-1508 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01057 N.2-1606 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01135 N.2-1684 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01186 N.2-1735 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01211 N.2-1760 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01277 N.2-1826 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01336 N.2-1885 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01407 N.2-1956 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01408 N.2-1957 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01453 N.2-2002 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01533 N.2-2082 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01567 N.2-2116 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01634 N.2-2183 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01674 N.2-2223 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01697 N.2-2246 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01768 N.2-2317 
Simmers Jefffrey N-01800 N.2-2349 
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Simmers Jefffrey N-01843 N.2-2392 
Simmers Jeffrey N-07977 N.2-8607 
Simmons Daniel N-12974 N.2-13679 
Simmons Daniel N-13005 N.2-13710 
Simmons David 2245 N.2-21553 
Simmons Dustin W-VV-093 N.2-279 
Simmons Steven N-06257 N.2-6862 
Simmons Steven N-12137 N.2-12805 
Simmons Susan 1993 N.2-21306 
Simons David N-03635 N.2-4187 
Simons David N-03674 N.2-4226 
Simons David N-03780 N.2-4332 
Simons David N-04047 N.2-4599 
Simons David N-04094 N.2-4646 
Simons David N-04921 N.2-5507 
Simons David N-05067 N.2-5654 
Simons David N-05279 N.2-5870 
Simons David N-05513 N.2-6110 
Simons David N-05541 N.2-6139 
Simons David N-05611 N.2-6211 
Simons David N-06213 N.2-6817 
Simons David N-06258 N.2-6863 
Simons David N-09428 N.2-10068 
Simons David N-11089 N.2-11757 
Simons David N-11179 N.2-11847 
Simons David N-11258 N.2-11926 
Simons David N-11298 N.2-11966 
Simons David N-11415 N.2-12083 
Simons David N-12250 N.2-12918 
Simons David N-12750 N.2-13432 
Simons David N-13055 N.2-13760 
Simons David N-13447 N.2-14156 
Simons David N-13561 N.2-14270 
Simons David N-13639 N.2-14348 
Simons Verne N-03353 N.2-3905 
Simpfenderfer Carson N-09219 N.2-9859 
Simpkiss Victor N-00786 N.2-1335 
Simpkiss Victor N-01045 N.2-1594 
Simpson Cole N-12752 N.2-13434 
Simpson Jeff N-18678 N.2-19491 
Simpson Jon N-02945 N.2-3497 
Simpson Jon N-03096 N.2-3648 
Simpson Jon N-03413 N.2-3965 
Simpson Paul N-09807 N.2-10447 
Simpson Sam N-16470 N.2-17187 
Simpson Sam N-16491 N.2-17208 
Sims George 876 N.2-20432 
Sims James 302 N.2-20079 
Singleton Josh N-15565 N.2-16281 
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Singleton Kelly N-08736 N.2-9372 
Singleton Kyle N-06626 N.2-7247 
Singleton Kyle N-16135 N.2-16852 
Singleton Natalie N-13593 N.2-14302 
Sinkey Darren N-04888 N.2-5473 
Sinkey Darren N-04889 N.2-5474 
Sinkey Darren N-09173 N.2-9813 
Sinkey Darren N-09196 N.2-9836 
Sinkey Darren N-09340 N.2-9980 
Sinkey Darren N-09382 N.2-10022 
Sinkey Darren N-09442 N.2-10082 
Sinkey Darren N-09729 N.2-10369 
Sinkey Darren N-11502 N.2-12170 
Sinkey Darren N-11522 N.2-12190 
Sinkey Darren N-11524 N.2-12192 
Sinkey Darren N-11545 N.2-12213 
Sinkey Darren N-11607 N.2-12275 
Sinkey Darren N-11625 N.2-12293 
Sinkey Darren N-11639 N.2-12307 
Sinkey Darren N-11659 N.2-12327 
Sinkey Darren N-11680 N.2-12348 
Sinkey Darren N-11717 N.2-12385 
Sinkey Darren N-11730 N.2-12398 
Sinkey Darren N-11747 N.2-12415 
Sinkey Darren N-11763 N.2-12431 
Sinkey Darren N-11780 N.2-12448 
Sinkey Darren N-11811 N.2-12479 
Sinkey Darren N-11831 N.2-12499 
Sinkey Darren N-11883 N.2-12551 
Sinkey Darren N-11920 N.2-12588 
Sinkey Darren N-11947 N.2-12615 
Sinkey Darren N-12030 N.2-12698 
Sinkey Darren N-12049 N.2-12717 
Sinkey Darren N-12075 N.2-12743 
Sinkey Darren N-12090 N.2-12758 
Sinkey Darren N-16773 N.2-17490 
Sinkey Darren N-16930 N.2-17647 
Sinkey Darren N-16972 N.2-17689 
Sinkey Darren N-17046 N.2-17763 
Sira Jesse 1592 N.2-20945 
Sirkin Zach N-02807 N.2-3359 
Sirkin Zach N-03095 N.2-3647 
Sirkin Zach N-03294 N.2-3846 
Sirkin Zach N-03412 N.2-3964 
Sisk Brandon N-15216 N.2-15930 
Sisk Brandon N-15463 N.2-16179 
Sisk Brandon N-15607 N.2-16323 
Sisk Brandon N-16114 N.2-16831 
Sisk Brandon N-16308 N.2-17025 
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Sisk Brandon N-16344 N.2-17061 
Sizelove Jeff and Karin 2143 N.2-21436 
Sizelove Mr. & Mrs. Jeff & Karin 2233 N.2-21540 
Skelton Darryl N-05068 N.2-5655 
Skelton Darryl N-05133 N.2-5723 
Skelton Darryl N-07034 N.2-7664 
Skelton Teri 1488 N.2-20859 
Skipworth Linda 1304 N.2-20753 
Skomf J. N-00169 N.2-617 
Slack Aaron N-00616 N.2-1165 
Slade Timothy N-13314 N.2-14023 
Slavik Paul 2289 N.2-21606 
Slay Clifton 259 N.2-20053 
Sleik Brad N-17575 N.2-18300 
Slessor Ryan N-08493 N.2-9129 
Sloan James W-ON-060 N.2-100 
Sloan Sue W-ON-081 N.2-122 
Small Ben N-17315 N.2-18033 
Small Ben N-17474 N.2-18199 
Small Ben N-17566 N.2-18291 
Smart Linda 1195 N.2-20660 
Smejkal Dan 1734 N.2-21069 
Smelser Jason N-13785 N.2-14494 
Smelser Jason N-13951 N.2-14660 
Smetona Jim N-03094 N.2-3646 
Smiley David N-12166 N.2-12834 
Smith Amanda N-03536 N.2-4088 
Smith Amanda N-03579 N.2-4131 
Smith Amanda N-03625 N.2-4177 
Smith Amanda N-03643 N.2-4195 
Smith Amanda N-03665 N.2-4217 
Smith Amanda N-03687 N.2-4239 
Smith Amanda N-03702 N.2-4254 
Smith Amanda N-03721 N.2-4273 
Smith Amanda N-03790 N.2-4342 
Smith Amanda N-03966 N.2-4518 
Smith Amanda N-03989 N.2-4541 
Smith Amanda N-04103 N.2-4655 
Smith Amanda N-04116 N.2-4669 
Smith Amanda N-04906 N.2-5492 
Smith Amanda N-06367 N.2-6974 
Smith Amanda N-06371 N.2-6978 
Smith Amanda N-16027 N.2-16744 
Smith Amanda N-16070 N.2-16787 
Smith Amanda N-16167 N.2-16884 
Smith Amanda N-16221 N.2-16938 
Smith Amanda N-16250 N.2-16967 
Smith Amanda N-16301 N.2-17018 
Smith Amanda N-16317 N.2-17034 
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Smith Amanda N-16474 N.2-17191 
Smith Amanda N-16505 N.2-17222 
Smith Brandon N-06583 N.2-7203 
Smith Brian 669 N.2-20304 
Smith Brian 1534 N.2-20895 
Smith Brian N-06667 N.2-7290 
Smith Brian N-06671 N.2-7294 
Smith Brian N-10363 N.2-11003 
Smith Brian N-10380 N.2-11022 
Smith Brian N-10434 N.2-11077 
Smith Brian N-10491 N.2-11138 
Smith Brian N-10519 N.2-11173 
Smith Brian N-10526 N.2-11180 
Smith Brian N-10545 N.2-11200 
Smith Brian N-10595 N.2-11252 
Smith Brian N-10613 N.2-11271 
Smith Brian N-12497 N.2-13165 
Smith Brian N-12507 N.2-13175 
Smith Brian N-12540 N.2-13209 
Smith Brian N-12596 N.2-13268 
Smith Brian N-12616 N.2-13289 
Smith Brian N-12671 N.2-13346 
Smith Brian N-12692 N.2-13368 
Smith Brian N-12745 N.2-13426 
Smith Brian N-12808 N.2-13508 
Smith Brian N-13171 N.2-13877 
Smith Brian N-13211 N.2-13919 
Smith Brian N-15907 N.2-16624 
Smith Brian N-15948 N.2-16665 
Smith Brian N-16367 N.2-17084 
Smith Brian N-18072 N.2-18806 
Smith Brian N-18259 N.2-18993 
Smith Brian N-18305 N.2-19039 
Smith Bryn 1116 N.2-20595 
Smith Craig N-13325 N.2-14034 
Smith Douglas 1064 N.2-20560 
Smith Evelyn N-03505 N.2-4057 
Smith Evelyn N-03530 N.2-4082 
Smith Evelyn N-03568 N.2-4120 
Smith Evelyn N-03570 N.2-4122 
Smith Evelyn N-03617 N.2-4169 
Smith Evelyn N-03648 N.2-4200 
Smith Evelyn N-03670 N.2-4222 
Smith Evelyn N-03690 N.2-4242 
Smith Evelyn N-03708 N.2-4260 
Smith Evelyn N-03785 N.2-4337 
Smith Evelyn N-03900 N.2-4452 
Smith Evelyn N-03933 N.2-4485 
Smith Evelyn N-03962 N.2-4514 
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Smith Evelyn N-04021 N.2-4573 
Smith Evelyn N-04052 N.2-4604 
Smith Evelyn N-04098 N.2-4650 
Smith Evelyn N-04129 N.2-4682 
Smith Gary N-17105 N.2-17822 
Smith Harley 1962 N.2-21275 
Smith Jeff N-06858 N.2-7484 
Smith Jeffrey N-07897 N.2-8527 
Smith John N-06806 N.2-7432 
Smith John N-06882 N.2-7508 
Smith John N-06918 N.2-7544 
Smith John N-06979 N.2-7608 
Smith John N-07083 N.2-7713 
Smith John N-07147 N.2-7777 
Smith John N-07186 N.2-7816 
Smith John N-07234 N.2-7864 
Smith John N-07235 N.2-7865 
Smith John N-07236 N.2-7866 
Smith John N-07237 N.2-7867 
Smith John N-07267 N.2-7897 
Smith John N-07269 N.2-7899 
Smith John N-07388 N.2-8018 
Smith John N-07417 N.2-8047 
Smith John N-07461 N.2-8091 
Smith John N-07520 N.2-8150 
Smith John N-07542 N.2-8172 
Smith John N-08312 N.2-8942 
Smith John N-08355 N.2-8985 
Smith John N-08436 N.2-9072 
Smith John N-08483 N.2-9119 
Smith John N-08526 N.2-9162 
Smith John N-08541 N.2-9177 
Smith John N-08628 N.2-9264 
Smith John N-08704 N.2-9340 
Smith John N-08772 N.2-9408 
Smith John N-08848 N.2-9484 
Smith John N-08890 N.2-9527 
Smith John N-08898 N.2-9535 
Smith John N-08920 N.2-9557 
Smith John N-08940 N.2-9577 
Smith John N-09026 N.2-9663 
Smith John N-09053 N.2-9691 
Smith John N-11564 N.2-12232 
Smith John N-11605 N.2-12273 
Smith John N-11791 N.2-12459 
Smith John N-11844 N.2-12512 
Smith John N-11961 N.2-12629 
Smith John N-11992 N.2-12660 
Smith John N-12013 N.2-12681 
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Smith John N-13307 N.2-14016 
Smith John N-16302 N.2-17019 
Smith John N-17257 N.2-17975 
Smith John N-17459 N.2-18183 
Smith John N-17593 N.2-18319 
Smith John N-17627 N.2-18353 
Smith John N-17661 N.2-18389 
Smith John N-17734 N.2-18463 
Smith John N-17795 N.2-18524 
Smith John N-17870 N.2-18599 
Smith John N-17935 N.2-18666 
Smith John N-17960 N.2-18693 
Smith John N-18632 N.2-19367 
Smith Jon N-05243 N.2-5834 
Smith Jon N-05387 N.2-5984 
Smith Jon N-14785 N.2-15498 
Smith Jon N-14958 N.2-15672 
Smith Ken N-02804 N.2-3356 
Smith Ken N-02834 N.2-3386 
Smith Ken N-02862 N.2-3414 
Smith Ken N-02904 N.2-3456 
Smith Ken N-02944 N.2-3496 
Smith Ken N-02979 N.2-3531 
Smith Ken N-03006 N.2-3558 
Smith Ken N-03028 N.2-3580 
Smith Ken N-03052 N.2-3604 
Smith Ken N-03090 N.2-3642 
Smith Ken N-03146 N.2-3698 
Smith Ken N-03170 N.2-3722 
Smith Ken N-03175 N.2-3727 
Smith Ken N-03205 N.2-3757 
Smith Ken N-03245 N.2-3797 
Smith Ken N-03262 N.2-3814 
Smith Ken N-03284 N.2-3836 
Smith Ken N-03295 N.2-3847 
Smith Ken N-03347 N.2-3899 
Smith Ken  N-02759 N.2-3311 
Smith Ken  N-02760 N.2-3312 
Smith Ken  N-03306 N.2-3858 
Smith Kristin N-00406 N.2-921 
Smith Lesley N-03438 N.2-3990 
Smith Lesley N-03478 N.2-4030 
Smith Lesley N-03500 N.2-4052 
Smith Lesley N-03560 N.2-4112 
Smith Lesley N-03566 N.2-4118 
Smith Lesley N-03599 N.2-4151 
Smith Lesley N-03652 N.2-4204 
Smith Lesley N-03776 N.2-4328 
Smith Lesley N-03836 N.2-4388 
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Smith Lesley N-03871 N.2-4423 
Smith Lesley N-03895 N.2-4447 
Smith Lesley N-03920 N.2-4472 
Smith Lesley N-03924 N.2-4476 
Smith Lesley N-03927 N.2-4479 
Smith Lesley N-03958 N.2-4510 
Smith Lesley N-04017 N.2-4569 
Smith Lesley N-04046 N.2-4598 
Smith Liam N-03431 N.2-3983 
Smith Liam N-03465 N.2-4017 
Smith Liam N-03733 N.2-4285 
Smith Liam N-04007 N.2-4559 
Smith Marc D. N-18697 N.2-19510 
Smith Matthew 75 N.2-19934 
Smith Matthew N-00966 N.2-1515 
Smith Matthew N-01256 N.2-1805 
Smith Matthew N-01469 N.2-2018 
Smith Matthew N-06782 N.2-7408 
Smith Matthew N-06915 N.2-7541 
Smith Matthew N-07384 N.2-8014 
Smith Matthew N-07415 N.2-8045 
Smith Matthew N-07459 N.2-8089 
Smith Matthew N-10751 N.2-11417 
Smith Matthew N-10790 N.2-11456 
Smith Matthew N-10803 N.2-11469 
Smith Matthew N-10821 N.2-11488 
Smith Matthew N-10845 N.2-11512 
Smith Matthew N-14599 N.2-15312 
Smith Matthew N-14619 N.2-15332 
Smith Matthew N-14646 N.2-15359 
Smith Matthew N-14691 N.2-15404 
Smith Matthew N-14766 N.2-15479 
Smith Matthew N-14807 N.2-15520 
Smith Matthew N-14886 N.2-15600 
Smith Matthew N-14911 N.2-15625 
Smith Matthew N-14935 N.2-15649 
Smith Matthew N-14967 N.2-15681 
Smith Matthew N-14994 N.2-15708 
Smith Matthew N-15008 N.2-15722 
Smith Matthew N-15059 N.2-15773 
Smith Matthew N-15067 N.2-15781 
Smith Nick N-09297 N.2-9937 
Smith Renee L. N-18700 N.2-19514 
Smith Ron N-18805 N.2-19765 
Smith Sean N-05823 N.2-6425 
Smith Sean N-05922 N.2-6524 
Smith Sean W-ON-087 N.2-128 
Smith Taylor W-VV-090 N.2-276 
Smith Zac N-00622 N.2-1171 
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Smith Zachary N-12104 N.2-12772 
Smith Zachary N-12210 N.2-12878 
Smith Zachary N-12268 N.2-12936 
Smith Zachary N-12342 N.2-13010 
Smith Zachary N-12464 N.2-13132 
Smith Zachary N-12859 N.2-13563 
Smith Zachary N-12898 N.2-13602 
Smith Zachary N-12966 N.2-13671 
Smith Zachary N-12992 N.2-13697 
Smith Zachary N-13041 N.2-13746 
Smith Zachary N-13042 N.2-13747 
Smith Zachary N-13093 N.2-13798 
Smith Zachary N-13123 N.2-13828 
Smthhart Jeff N-09283 N.2-9923 
Snare Aaron N-09231 N.2-9871 
Snare Aaron N-09476 N.2-10116 
Snider Micheal N-03355 N.2-3907 
Snyder Wayne 1620 N.2-20971 
Snyder Wayne 1621 N.2-2096172 
Snyder Wayne W-ON-085 N.2-126 
Sobchik Ronald 1589 N.2-20941 
Sobrero Craig 749 N.2-20354 
Soims Mark N-01241 N.2-1790 
Solms Carl 1191 N.2-20655 
Solms Marjorie 1192 N.2-20656 
Solms Mark 1193 N.2-20657 
Solms Mark N-00630 N.2-1179 
Solms Mark N-00732 N.2-1281 
Solms Mark N-00780 N.2-1329 
Solms Mark N-00840 N.2-1389 
Solms Mark N-00894 N.2-1443 
Solms Mark N-01042 N.2-1591 
Solms Mark N-01504 N.2-2053 
Solms Mark N-01859 N.2-2408 
Solorio Mark N-07022 N.2-7652 
Somerville James N-09139 N.2-9777 
Somerville James N-09758 N.2-10398 
Somerville James N-09760 N.2-10400 
Somerville James N-09786 N.2-10426 
Somerville James N-09818 N.2-10458 
Somerville James N-09844 N.2-10484 
Somerville James N-09863 N.2-10503 
Somerville James N-09881 N.2-10521 
Somerville James N-09901 N.2-10541 
Somerville James N-09931 N.2-10571 
Somerville James N-09971 N.2-10611 
Somerville James N-09999 N.2-10639 
Somerville James N-10032 N.2-10672 
Somerville James N-10050 N.2-10690 
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Somerville James N-10082 N.2-10722 
Somerville James N-10123 N.2-10763 
Somerville James N-10133 N.2-10773 
Somerville James N-10178 N.2-10818 
Somerville James N-10187 N.2-10827 
Somerville James N-10203 N.2-10843 
Somerville James N-10216 N.2-10856 
Somerville James N-10241 N.2-10881 
Somerville James N-10255 N.2-10895 
Somerville James N-10256 N.2-10896 
Somerville James N-10273 N.2-10913 
Somerville James N-10288 N.2-10928 
Somerville James N-10303 N.2-10943 
Somerville James N-10320 N.2-10960 
Somerville James N-10355 N.2-10995 
Sommer Chris N-07795 N.2-8425 
Sommer Chris N-07918 N.2-8548 
Sommer Chris N-07986 N.2-8616 
Sommer Chris N-08036 N.2-8666 
Sommer Chris N-08093 N.2-8723 
Sommer Chris N-08154 N.2-8784 
Sommer Chris N-08220 N.2-8850 
Sorensen Robert N-05085 N.2-5673 
Sorensen Robert N-05110 N.2-5700 
Sorensen Robert N-13336 N.2-14045 
Sorensen Robert N-13401 N.2-14110 
Sorensen Robert N-13515 N.2-14224 
Sorensen Robert N-13553 N.2-14262 
Sorensen Robert N-13694 N.2-14403 
Sorensen Robert N-13726 N.2-14435 
Sorensen Robert N-13782 N.2-14491 
Sorensen Robert N-13856 N.2-14565 
Sorensen Robert N-13880 N.2-14589 
Sorensen Robert N-13912 N.2-14621 
Sorensen Robert N-13950 N.2-14659 
Sorrentino Nicole 758 N.2-20349 
Sorrentino Nicole N-09810 N.2-1045061 
Sorrentino Nicole N-09840 N.2-10480 
Sorrentino Nicole N-09860 N.2-10500 
Sorrentino Nicole N-09884 N.2-10524 
Sorrentino Nicole N-09951 N.2-10591 
Sorrentino Nicole N-09981 N.2-10621 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10024 N.2-10664 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10058 N.2-10698 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10096 N.2-10736 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10126 N.2-10766 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10143 N.2-10783 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10175 N.2-10815 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10191 N.2-10831 
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Sorrentino Nicole N-10208 N.2-10848 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10221 N.2-10861 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10238 N.2-10878 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10269 N.2-10909 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10284 N.2-10924 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10300 N.2-10940 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10319 N.2-10959 
Sorrentino Nicole N-10343 N.2-10983 
Soule Logan 340 N.2-20105 
Sparkman Jerry N-00193 N.2-641 
Sparkman Jerry N-14090 N.2-14799 
Sparkman Jerry N-14388 N.2-15100 
Sparkman Jerry N-14438 N.2-15150 
Spaulding Michael N-02112 N.2-2663 
Spaulding Michael N-02181 N.2-2732 
Spegal Jason N-12458 N.2-13126 
Spellman Jennifer N-07239 N.2-7869 
Spencer Matt N-00468 N.2-1017 
Spencer Matt N-00511 N.2-1060 
Spencer Matt N-00562 N.2-1111 
Spencer Matt N-00654 N.2-1203 
Spencer Matt N-00709 N.2-1258 
Spencer Matt N-00825 N.2-1374 
Spencer Matt N-00890 N.2-1439 
Spencer Matt N-01058 N.2-1607 
Spencer Matt N-01134 N.2-1683 
Spencer Matt N-01187 N.2-1736 
Spencer Matt N-01217 N.2-1766 
Spencer Matt N-01275 N.2-1824 
Spencer Matt N-01339 N.2-1888 
Spencer Matt N-01389 N.2-1938 
Spencer Matt N-01390 N.2-1939 
Spencer Matt N-01455 N.2-2004 
Spencer Matt N-01577 N.2-2126 
Spencer Matt N-01637 N.2-2186 
Spencer Matt N-01675 N.2-2224 
Spencer Matt N-01696 N.2-2245 
Spencer Matt N-01767 N.2-2316 
Spencer Matt N-01807 N.2-2356 
Spencer Matt N-01842 N.2-2391 
Spencer Matt N-04628 N.2-5204 
Spencer Matt N-10882 N.2-11549 
Spencer Matt N-10932 N.2-11599 
Spencer Matt N-10935 N.2-11602 
Spencer Matt N-10975 N.2-11642 
Spencer Matt N-10987 N.2-11654 
Spencer Matt N-11012 N.2-11680 
Spencer Matt N-11029 N.2-11697 
Spencer Matt N-11054 N.2-11722 
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Spencer Matt N-11072 N.2-11740 
Spencer Matt N-11106 N.2-11774 
Spencer Matt N-11124 N.2-11792 
Spencer Matt N-11148 N.2-11816 
Spencer Matt N-11171 N.2-11839 
Spencer Matt N-11181 N.2-11849 
Spencer Matt N-11227 N.2-11895 
Spencer Matt N-11252 N.2-11920 
Spencer Matt N-11254 N.2-11922 
Spencer Matt N-11288 N.2-11956 
Spencer Matt N-11289 N.2-11957 
Spencer Matt N-11311 N.2-11979 
Spencer Matt N-11337 N.2-12005 
Spencer Matt N-11357 N.2-12025 
Spencer Matt N-11383 N.2-12051 
Spencer Matt N-11403 N.2-12071 
Spencer Matt N-11440 N.2-12108 
Spencer Matt N-11441 N.2-12109 
Spencer Matt N-11469 N.2-12137 
Spencer Matt N-11492 N.2-12160 
Spencer Matt N-14738 N.2-15451 
Spencer Matt N-15016 N.2-15730 
Spicer Ron N-15094 N.2-15808 
Spicer Ron N-15122 N.2-15836 
Spicer Ron N-15138 N.2-15852 
Spicer Ron N-15158 N.2-15872 
Spicer Ron N-15245 N.2-15959 
Spicer Ron N-15273 N.2-15987 
Spicer Ron N-15295 N.2-16009 
Spicer Ron N-15313 N.2-16027 
Spicer Ron N-15340 N.2-16054 
Spicer Ron N-15363 N.2-16077 
Spicer Ron N-15416 N.2-16131 
Spicer Ron N-15433 N.2-16149 
Spicer Ron N-15461 N.2-16177 
Spicer Ron N-15500 N.2-16216 
Spicer Ron N-15521 N.2-16237 
Spicer Ron N-15536 N.2-16252 
Spicer Ron N-15554 N.2-16270 
Spicer Ron N-15586 N.2-16302 
Spicer Ron N-15610 N.2-16326 
Spicer Ron N-15628 N.2-16344 
Spicer Ron N-15649 N.2-16365 
Spicer Ron N-15675 N.2-16391 
Spicer Ron N-15697 N.2-16413 
Spielberger Jeff 1418 N.2-20817 
Spillane Caleb N-01976 N.2-2527 
Spindler Kathleen 2371 N.2-21772 
Sroufe Scott N-02749 N.2-3301 
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Sroufe Scott N-02938 N.2-3490 
Sroufe Scott N-02972 N.2-3524 
Sroufe Scott N-02998 N.2-3550 
Sroufe Scott N-03082 N.2-3634 
Sroufe Scott N-03248 N.2-3800 
Sroufe Scott N-03342 N.2-3894 
Sroufe Scott N-03398 N.2-3950 
Srutwa Matthew N-05976 N.2-6578 
St. Goerge Lawrence N-04608 N.2-5183 
St.John Lynne 217 N.2-20026 
Stadel Dennis 1266 N.2-20724 
Stafford Michael N-18862 N.2-19878 
Stancer Steve 189 N.2-20009 
Stanfield Ryan 1673 N.2-21019 
Stanton Mike N-14706 N.2-15419 
Stapish Adam 912 N.2-20453 
Staples Beau N-10035 N.2-10675 
Staples Beau N-10080 N.2-10720 
Stapleton Mike N-00375 N.2-890 
Starkey Dave 910 N.2-20453 
Startzman Charles N-14364 N.2-15076 
Stauffer Todd N-11711 N.2-12379 
Staves Clark N-05386 N.2-5983 
Stayner Bill N-08739 N.2-9375 
Stechmann Bob 183 N.2-20005 
Steeber A.J. W-ON-018 N.2-58 
Steele Jason N-16748 N.2-17465 
Steele Michael 2276 N.2-21576 
Steelmon Matthew N-04864 N.2-5447 
Steidel Gary Lee N-05630 N.2-6231 
Steidel Lori N-05606 N.2-6205 
Steidler Ross N-12999 N.2-13704 
Stein Aaron N-00374 N.2-889 
Stein Ed N-00372 N.2-887 
Stein Ken N-06278 N.2-6883 
Stein  Adam 1003 N.2-20517 
Steinackel Rod N-00165 N.2-613 
Steinberger Bob W-JT-010 N.2-10 
Steinberger Robert 1163 N.2-20630 
Steinman Nikki N-06266 N.2-6871 
Stembridge Charles 1826 N.2-21148 
Stenzel Eric N-08732 N.2-9368 
Stenzel Eric N-10382 N.2-11024 
Stenzel Eric N-10383 N.2-11025 
Stenzel Eric N-10401 N.2-11043 
Stenzel Eric N-10494 N.2-11142 
Stenzel Eric N-10521 N.2-11175 
Stenzel Eric N-10548 N.2-11203 
Stenzel Eric N-10573 N.2-11229 
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Stenzel Eric N-10590 N.2-11247 
Stenzel Eric N-10621 N.2-11279 
Stenzel Eric N-10692 N.2-11353 
Stenzel Eric N-12498 N.2-13166 
Stenzel Eric N-12508 N.2-13176 
Stenzel Eric N-12545 N.2-13214 
Stenzel Eric N-12562 N.2-13232 
Stenzel Eric N-12585 N.2-13256 
Stenzel Eric N-12601 N.2-13273 
Stenzel Eric N-12622 N.2-13295 
Stenzel Eric N-12676 N.2-13351 
Stenzel Eric N-13180 N.2-13887 
Stenzel Eric N-13221 N.2-13930 
Stenzel Eric N-15844 N.2-16561 
Stenzel Eric N-15908 N.2-16625 
Stenzel Eric N-15987 N.2-16704 
Stenzel Eric N-16141 N.2-16858 
Stenzel Eric N-16421 N.2-17138 
Stenzel Eric N-16481 N.2-17198 
Stenzel Eric N-18339 N.2-19073 
Stephen Frank N-18532 N.2-19266 
Stephen Jennifer N-18533 N.2-19267 
Stephen Ron N-07030 N.2-7660 
Stephens Aaron 2155 N.2-21447 
Stephens Clark 261 N.2-20055 
Stephenson Joshua N-04982 N.2-5568 
Stephenson Joshua N-05149 N.2-5739 
Stephenson Joshua N-05244 N.2-5835 
Stephenson Joshua N-05332 N.2-5929 
Stephenson Joshua N-05456 N.2-6053 
Stephenson Joshua N-16823 N.2-17540 
Sternal Ryan N-13255 N.2-13964 
Stevens Brian 1465 N.2-20846 
Stevens Ed 1792 N.2-21111 
Stevens Ed N-06355 N.2-6961 
Stevens Ed N-06987 N.2-7616 
Stevens Ed N-06988 N.2-7618 
Stevenson kevin 1870 N.2-21194 
Stever Daryl N-01055 N.2-1604 
Stever Daryl N-04918 N.2-5504 
Stever Daryl N-04959 N.2-5545 
Stever Daryl N-05071 N.2-5659 
Stever Daryl N-05318 N.2-5915 
Stever Daryl N-05368 N.2-5965 
Stewart Bob N-07056 N.2-7686 
Stewart Bob N-07365 N.2-7995 
Stewart Brad N-04708 N.2-5286 
Stewart Denise N-00050 N.2-491 
Stewart Kenneth N-04225 N.2-4785 
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Stewart Kenneth N-04251 N.2-4813 
Stewart Kenneth N-04273 N.2-4836 
Stewart Kenneth N-04274 N.2-4837 
Stewart Kenneth N-04331 N.2-4896 
Stewart Kenneth N-04372 N.2-4940 
Stewart Kenneth N-04416 N.2-4985 
Stewart Kenneth N-04446 N.2-5016 
Stewart Kenneth N-04499 N.2-5069 
Stewart Kenneth N-04538 N.2-5110 
Stewart Kenneth N-04563 N.2-5136 
Stewart Kenneth N-04611 N.2-5186 
Stewart Kenneth N-04645 N.2-5221 
Stewart Kenneth N-04667 N.2-5243 
Stewart Kenneth N-04688 N.2-5265 
Stewart Kenneth N-04726 N.2-5304 
Stewart Kenneth N-04751 N.2-5330 
Stewart Kenneth N-04772 N.2-5352 
Stewart Kenneth N-04798 N.2-5379 
Stewart Kenneth N-04868 N.2-5451 
Stewart Kenneth N-04955 N.2-5541 
Stewart Michael N-09826 N.2-10466 
Stewart Michael N-17290 N.2-18008 
Stewart Michael N-17337 N.2-18055 
Stewart Michael N-17461 N.2-18185 
Stewart Michael N-17555 N.2-18280 
Stewart Michael N-17559 N.2-18284 
Stewart Michael N-17626 N.2-18352 
Stewart Michael N-18609 N.2-19344 
Stewart Mike N-00911 N.2-1460 
Stewart Mike N-00955 N.2-1504 
Stewart Mike N-01535 N.2-2084 
Stewart Mike N-01836 N.2-2385 
Stewart Mike N-01932 N.2-2481 
Stewart Richard 661 N.2-20299 
Stewart Richard N-04942 N.2-5528 
Stewart Richard N-05040 N.2-5626 
Stewart Richard N-05098 N.2-5686 
Stewart Richard N-05191 N.2-5781 
Stewart Richard N-05212 N.2-5802 
Stewart Richard N-05393 N.2-5990 
Stewart Richard N-05665 N.2-6266 
Stewart Richard N-05805 N.2-6407 
Stewart Richard N-05821 N.2-6423 
Stewart Richard N-05927 N.2-6529 
Stewart Richard N-06043 N.2-6646 
Stewart Richard N-06065 N.2-6668 
Stewart Robert N-00051 N.2-492 
Stewart Stephen N-04414 N.2-4983 
Stewart Stephen N-04642 N.2-5218 
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Stewart Stephen N-04722 N.2-5300 
Stewart Stephen N-04796 N.2-5377 
Stillwell Dustin N-10029 N.2-10669 
Stillwell Dustin N-16954 N.2-17671 
Stillwell Dustin N-17053 N.2-17770 
Stilwell Dustin N-16868 N.2-17585 
Stilwell Dustin N-16994 N.2-17711 
Stobaugh Ron N-14058 N.2-14767 
Stobel Kirk N-06526 N.2-7144 
Stock Michael N-08401 N.2-9031 
Stock Michael N-08635 N.2-9271 
Stock Mike N-05165 N.2-5755 
Stock Mike N-05259 N.2-5850 
Stock Mike N-05402 N.2-5999 
Stock Mike N-05462 N.2-6059 
Stocker Eric 300 N.2-20078 
Stockstell Carol 1625 N.2-20975 
Stockstell Carol 1626 N.2-20975 
Stofanak Philip N-06169 N.2-6772 
Stolpestad Blaine N-06754 N.2-7380 
Stolpestad Blaine N-06824 N.2-7450 
Stolpestad Blaine N-07067 N.2-7697 
Stolpestad Blaine N-07219 N.2-7849 
Stolpestad Blaine N-12145 N.2-12813 
Stolpestad Blaine N-16654 N.2-17371 
Stolpestad Blaine N-16852 N.2-17569 
Stolpestad Blaine N-16875 N.2-17592 
Stolpestad Blaine N-17021 N.2-17738 
Stolpestad Blaine N-17118 N.2-17835 
Stone Larry 952 N.2-20477 
Stoner Nathean 767 N.2-20365 
Stopliak Nolan N-14054 N.2-14763 
Storm Dave N-00438 N.2-987 
Storm Dave N-00477 N.2-1026 
Storm Dave N-00520 N.2-1069 
Storm Dave N-00579 N.2-1128 
Storm Dave N-00716 N.2-1265 
Storm Dave N-00759 N.2-1308 
Storm Dave N-00814 N.2-1363 
Storm Dave N-00870 N.2-1419 
Storm Dave N-00980 N.2-1529 
Storm Dave N-01013 N.2-1562 
Storm Dave N-01098 N.2-1647 
Storm Dave N-01148 N.2-1697 
Storm Dave N-01201 N.2-1750 
Storm Dave N-01260 N.2-1809 
Storm Dave N-01298 N.2-1847 
Storm Dave N-01356 N.2-1905 
Storm Dave N-01357 N.2-1906 
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Storm Dave N-01425 N.2-1974 
Storm Dave N-01470 N.2-2019 
Storm Dave N-01596 N.2-2145 
Storm Dave N-01649 N.2-2198 
Storm Dave N-01755 N.2-2304 
Storm Dave N-01790 N.2-2339 
Storm Dave N-01830 N.2-2379 
Storm Dave N-10805 N.2-11471 
Storm Dave N-10847 N.2-11514 
Storm Dave N-14580 N.2-15293 
Storm Dave N-14993 N.2-15707 
Storm Dave N-17317 N.2-18035 
Storm Dave N-17498 N.2-18223 
Storm Dave N-17799 N.2-18528 
Storm Dave N-17945 N.2-18677 
Storz Neil 1564 N.2-20919 
Storz Steve 1084 N.2-20574 
Stover Chris N-03156 N.2-3708 
Strasser Matthew N-00764 N.2-1313 
Strasser Matthew N-01481 N.2-2030 
Strawmier Matt 1503 N.2-20868 
Strealy Jokton N-17390 N.2-18112 
Strickland Kathy N-06078 N.2-6681 
Strickland Kodi N-06077 N.2-6680 
Strickland Michael N-06115 N.2-6718 
Strickland Reed N-06079 N.2-6682 
Stringfellow David N-15217 N.2-15931 
Strmiska Matthew N-16731 N.2-17448 
Stroder Amanda N-07891 N.2-8521 
Strohm Larry N-00010 N.2-448 
Strohm Shari N-00011 N.2-449 
Strohm Shari N-00111 N.2-558 
Strope Alyssa N-05576 N.2-6175 
Strope Alyssa N-05577 N.2-6176 
Strope Alyssa N-05578 N.2-6177 
Strope Alyssa N-05579 N.2-6178 
Strope Alyssa N-05584 N.2-6183 
Strope Alyssa N-12838 N.2-13542 
Strope Evelyn N-05555 N.2-6153 
Strope Evelyn N-05558 N.2-6156 
Strope Evelyn N-05560 N.2-6158 
Strope Evelyn N-05561 N.2-6159 
Strope Evelyn N-05562 N.2-6160 
Strope Evelyn N-12837 N.2-13541 
Strope Gary N-05563 N.2-6161 
Strope Gary N-05564 N.2-6162 
Strope Gary N-05580 N.2-6179 
Strope Gary N-05581 N.2-6180 
Strope Gary N-05582 N.2-6181 
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Strope Gary N-05583 N.2-6182 
Strope Kevin N-05862 N.2-6464 
Strope Kevin N-06437 N.2-7047 
Strope Kevin N-06438 N.2-7048 
Strope Kevin N-06454 N.2-7064 
Strope Kevin N-06457 N.2-7067 
Strope Kevin N-12833 N.2-13534 
Strope Michele N-05575 N.2-6174 
Strope Michele N-05865 N.2-6467 
Strope Michele N-06431 N.2-7041 
Strope Michele N-06432 N.2-7042 
Strope Michele N-06451 N.2-7061 
Strope Michele N-12839 N.2-13543 
Strope Richard N-05861 N.2-6463 
Strope Richard N-06439 N.2-7049 
Strope Richard N-06440 N.2-7050 
Strope Richard N-06456 N.2-7066 
Strope Richard N-06459 N.2-7069 
Strope Richard N-12831 N.2-13532 
Stroud Steven 979 N.2-20498 
Stroup James N-02122 N.2-2673 
Stuber Donna 1933 N.2-21249 
Stueven David N-11376 N.2-12044 
Stueven David N-11461 N.2-12129 
Stueven David N-12733 N.2-13410 
Stull Hansi N-09550 N.2-10190 
Stull Hansi N-18113 N.2-18847 
Stull Hansi N-18223 N.2-18957 
Stull Hansi N-18282 N.2-19016 
Sturman Nathan N-09206 N.2-9846 
Sturman Nathan N-09235 N.2-9875 
Sturman Nathan N-09392 N.2-10032 
Sturman Nathan N-09545 N.2-10185 
Suderman Brad N-08650 N.2-9286 
Suderman Brad N-08825 N.2-9461 
Suderno Joshua N-17214 N.2-17932 
Suderno Joshua N-17429 N.2-18152 
Suderno Joshua N-17444 N.2-18168 
Suderno Joshua N-17507 N.2-18232 
Suesse Ned 1696 N.2-21038 
Sugarman Caleb N-07600 N.2-8230 
Sugarman Caleb N-07657 N.2-8287 
Sugarman Caleb N-07775 N.2-8405 
Sugarman Caleb N-08001 N.2-8631 
Sugarman Caleb N-08076 N.2-8706 
Sugarman Caleb N-08182 N.2-8812 
Sugarman Caleb N-08214 N.2-8844 
Sugarman Caleb N-08271 N.2-8901 
Sugarman Caleb N-08304 N.2-8934 
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Sugarman Caleb N-08305 N.2-8935 
Sullivan Bob N-18728 N.2-19586 
Sullivan Kirsten 825 N.2-20404 
Sullivan Mike 2222 N.2-21525 
Sullivan Mike N-11093 N.2-11761 
Sullivan Mike N-11232 N.2-11900 
Sullivan Mike N-11329 N.2-11997 
Sullivan Mike N-11363 N.2-12031 
Sumerall William N-18785 N.2-19743 
Summers Jon 1884 N.2-21206 
Summers Wendy N-00052 N.2-493 
Sumner Brian N-17133 N.2-17850 
Sumner Brian N-17209 N.2-17927 
Sumner Brian N-17519 N.2-18244 
Sumner Brian N-17694 N.2-18422 
Sunds Greg W-ON-025 N.2-65 
Surber Steve 1766 N.2-21090 
Surmann David N-01485 N.2-2034 
Surmann David N-13391 N.2-14100 
Surmann David N-13517 N.2-14226 
Surmann David N-13658 N.2-14367 
Surmann David N-13722 N.2-14431 
Surmann David N-13757 N.2-14466 
Surmann David N-13777 N.2-14486 
Surmann David N-13803 N.2-14512 
Susag Chad N-00055 N.2-496 
Susag Cory N-00054 N.2-495 
Susag Richard N-00056 N.2-497 
Sutherland Adam 1216 N.2-20678 
Sutter Robert N-06740 N.2-7366 
Sutter Robert N-06951 N.2-7578 
Sutter Robert N-07055 N.2-7685 
Sutter Robert N-07158 N.2-7788 
Sutter Robert N-07368 N.2-7998 
Sutter Robert N-08149 N.2-8779 
Sutter Robert N-18209 N.2-18943 
Sutter Robert N-18264 N.2-18998 
Sutter Robert N-18399 N.2-19133 
Sutter Robert N-18421 N.2-19155 
Sutton John N-07027 N.2-7657 
Svrjcek Christopher N-03380 N.2-3932 
Swann Greg N-00458 N.2-1007 
Swann Greg N-00507 N.2-1056 
Swann Greg N-00557 N.2-1106 
Swann Greg N-00606 N.2-1155 
Swann Greg N-00693 N.2-1242 
Swann Greg N-00741 N.2-1290 
Swann Greg N-00785 N.2-1334 
Swann Greg N-00846 N.2-1395 
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Swann Greg N-00889 N.2-1438 
Swann Greg N-00951 N.2-1500 
Swann Greg N-01088 N.2-1637 
Swann Greg N-01172 N.2-1721 
Swann Greg N-01214 N.2-1763 
Swann Greg N-01281 N.2-1830 
Swann Greg N-01326 N.2-1875 
Swann Greg N-01397 N.2-1946 
Swann Greg N-01398 N.2-1947 
Swann Greg N-01441 N.2-1990 
Swann Greg N-01525 N.2-2074 
Swann Greg N-01574 N.2-2123 
Swann Greg N-01608 N.2-2157 
Swann Greg N-01669 N.2-2218 
Swann Greg N-01704 N.2-2253 
Swann Greg N-01765 N.2-2314 
Swann Greg N-01804 N.2-2353 
Swann Greg N-01840 N.2-2389 
Swann Greg N-13432 N.2-14141 
Swann Greg N-13598 N.2-14307 
Swann Greg N-13707 N.2-14416 
Swann Greg N-13812 N.2-14521 
Swann Greg N-13847 N.2-14556 
Swanson David 1469 N.2-20849 
Swartz Sam 1306 N.2-20754 
Swearingen Brian 831 N.2-20408 
Sweatt Alan N-10511 N.2-11165 
Swedlund Jon 2035 N.2-21349 
Swigard Jeff 152 N.2-19986 
Swinburne Steve O-ON-026 N.2-409 
Sykes Aaron N-08311 N.2-8941 
Sykes Aaron N-08346 N.2-8976 
Sykes Aaron N-08407 N.2-9037 
Sykes Aaron N-08435 N.2-9071 
Sykes Aaron N-08465 N.2-9101 
Sykes Aaron N-08494 N.2-9130 
Sykes Aaron N-08540 N.2-9176 
Sykes Aaron N-08574 N.2-9210 
Sykes Aaron N-08638 N.2-9274 
Sykes Aaron N-08671 N.2-9307 
Sykes Aaron N-08672 N.2-9308 
Sykes Aaron N-08703 N.2-9339 
Sykes Aaron N-08771 N.2-9407 
Sykes Aaron N-08803 N.2-9439 
Sykes Aaron N-08862 N.2-9498 
Sykes Aaron N-08896 N.2-9533 
Sykes Aaron N-08921 N.2-9558 
Sykes Aaron N-08944 N.2-9581 
Sykes Aaron N-08975 N.2-9612 
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Sykes Aaron N-09005 N.2-9642 
Sykes Aaron N-09027 N.2-9664 
Sykes Aaron N-09055 N.2-9693 
Sykes Aaron N-09072 N.2-9710 
Sykes Aaron N-09103 N.2-9741 
Sykes Aaron N-09123 N.2-9761 
Sykes Aaron N-13232 N.2-13941 
Sykes Aaron N-13258 N.2-13967 
Sykes Aaron N-13287 N.2-13996 
Szego Ted 424 N.2-20155 
Szugda Jacob N-15893 N.2-16610 
Szugda Jacob N-16126 N.2-16843 
Szugda Jacob N-16320 N.2-17037 
Szugda Jacob N-16356 N.2-17073 
Szugda Jacob N-16382 N.2-17099 
Szugda Jacob N-16431 N.2-17148 
Szugda Jacob N-16459 N.2-17176 
Szugda Jacob N-16485 N.2-17202 
Szugda Jacob N-16509 N.2-17226 
Tabush Joe 1272 N.2-20729 
Tacason Dennis N-15829 N.2-16545 
Taflin Tom 1681 N.2-21024 
Taintor Brendan N-01063 N.2-1612 
Tallant Larry N-12391 N.2-13059 
Tallant Larry N-12473 N.2-13141 
Tallant Larry N-12870 N.2-13574 
Tallant Larry N-13015 N.2-13720 
Talli Marles 1627 N.2-20976 
Tamasheski Frank N-13720 N.2-14429 
Tammone Thomas 2239 N.2-21549 
Tammone Thomas 2242 N.2-21551 
Tammone Thomas 2243 N.2-21551 
Tammone Thomas 2244 N.2-21552 
Tammone Thomas 2247 N.2-21554 
Tammone Thomas 2249 N.2-21556 
Tammone Thomas 2250 N.2-21556 
Tammone Thomas W-JT-006 N.2-6 
Tanacio Oliver N-10761 N.2-11427 
Tanaka Nicholas N-03070 N.2-3622 
Tanzer John 688 N.2-20315 
Tapert Ken 1529 N.2-20891 
Tapie Cody N-18536 N.2-19270 
Taranto Jimmy W-VV-157 N.2-343 
Tate Jeff N-07279 N.2-7909 
Tate Stephen 1258 N.2-20714 
Tatum Alex N-13972 N.2-14681 
Tatum Alex N-14013 N.2-14722 
Tatum Alex N-14204 N.2-14914 
Tatum Alex N-14234 N.2-14944 
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Tatum Alex N-14505 N.2-15218 
Tauber James 411 N.2-20147 
Taylor Cortney N-03437 N.2-3989 
Taylor Cortney N-03602 N.2-4154 
Taylor Cortney N-03649 N.2-4201 
Taylor Cortney N-03671 N.2-4223 
Taylor Cortney N-03709 N.2-4261 
Taylor Cortney N-03717 N.2-4269 
Taylor Cortney N-03739 N.2-4291 
Taylor Cortney N-03765 N.2-4317 
Taylor Cortney N-03787 N.2-4339 
Taylor Cortney N-03934 N.2-4486 
Taylor Cortney N-04018 N.2-4570 
Taylor Cortney N-04155 N.2-4709 
Taylor Cortney N-04157 N.2-4711 
Taylor David 514 N.2-20211 
Taylor David N-02881 N.2-3433 
Taylor David N-02927 N.2-3479 
Taylor David N-07679 N.2-8309 
Taylor David N-07824 N.2-8454 
Taylor David N-07843 N.2-8473 
Taylor David N-08276 N.2-8906 
Taylor Duane 2254 N.2-21559 
Taylor J. N-03876 N.2-4428 
Taylor James N-18775 N.2-19732 
Taylor Joe N-05245 N.2-5836 
Taylor Joe N-05390 N.2-5987 
Taylor Joseph N-17447 N.2-18171 
Taylor Joseph N-17600 N.2-18326 
Taylor Joseph N-17613 N.2-18339 
Taylor Joshua N-03439 N.2-3991 
Taylor Joshua N-03511 N.2-4063 
Taylor Joshua N-03527 N.2-4079 
Taylor Joshua N-03528 N.2-4080 
Taylor Joshua N-03672 N.2-4224 
Taylor Joshua N-03681 N.2-4233 
Taylor Joshua N-03691 N.2-4243 
Taylor Joshua N-03698 N.2-4250 
Taylor Joshua N-03727 N.2-4279 
Taylor Joshua N-03759 N.2-4311 
Taylor Joshua N-03792 N.2-4344 
Taylor Joshua N-03809 N.2-4361 
Taylor Joshua N-03849 N.2-4401 
Taylor Joshua N-03883 N.2-4435 
Taylor Joshua N-03899 N.2-4451 
Taylor Joshua N-03904 N.2-4456 
Taylor Joshua N-03952 N.2-4504 
Taylor Joshua N-03970 N.2-4522 
Taylor Joshua N-04020 N.2-4572 
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Taylor Joshua N-04036 N.2-4588 
Taylor Joshua N-04078 N.2-4630 
Taylor Joshua N-06730 N.2-7356 
Taylor Joshua N-06762 N.2-7388 
Taylor Joshua N-06852 N.2-7478 
Taylor Joshua N-06883 N.2-7509 
Taylor Joshua N-06887 N.2-7513 
Taylor Joshua N-06978 N.2-7607 
Taylor Joshua N-07108 N.2-7738 
Taylor Joshua N-07145 N.2-7775 
Taylor Joshua N-07240 N.2-7870 
Taylor Joshua N-07268 N.2-7898 
Taylor Joshua N-07300 N.2-7930 
Taylor Joshua N-07383 N.2-8013 
Taylor Joshua N-07419 N.2-8049 
Taylor Joshua N-07478 N.2-8108 
Taylor Joshua N-07671 N.2-8301 
Taylor Joshua N-07815 N.2-8445 
Taylor Joshua N-08443 N.2-9079 
Taylor Joshua N-08545 N.2-9181 
Taylor Joshua N-08592 N.2-9228 
Taylor Joshua N-08903 N.2-9540 
Taylor Joshua N-09010 N.2-9647 
Taylor Joshua N-09128 N.2-9766 
Taylor Joshua N-10458 N.2-11103 
Taylor Joshua N-10640 N.2-11300 
Taylor Joshua N-11517 N.2-12185 
Taylor Joshua N-11548 N.2-12216 
Taylor Joshua N-11610 N.2-12278 
Taylor Joshua N-11644 N.2-12312 
Taylor Joshua N-11688 N.2-12356 
Taylor Joshua N-11716 N.2-12384 
Taylor Joshua N-11733 N.2-12401 
Taylor Joshua N-11797 N.2-12465 
Taylor Joshua N-11840 N.2-12508 
Taylor Joshua N-11950 N.2-12618 
Taylor Joshua N-11965 N.2-12633 
Taylor Joshua N-11989 N.2-12657 
Taylor Joshua N-12019 N.2-12687 
Taylor Joshua N-12047 N.2-12715 
Taylor Joshua N-12527 N.2-13196 
Taylor Joshua N-12554 N.2-13224 
Taylor Joshua N-13223 N.2-13932 
Taylor Joshua N-17310 N.2-18028 
Taylor Joshua N-17492 N.2-18217 
Taylor Joshua N-17573 N.2-18298 
Taylor Joshua N-17882 N.2-18612 
Taylor Leslie 1638 N.2-20986 
Taylor Leslie 1639 N.2-20988 
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Taylor Lois N-00077 N.2-518 
Taylor Rick 833 N.2-20410 
Taylor II Scott N-03385 N.2-3937 
Tecco Brian N-14783 N.2-15496 
Tecco Brian N-14898 N.2-15612 
Tecco Brian N-14951 N.2-15665 
Tecco Brian N-15069 N.2-15783 
Tedrow John 2105 N.2-21407 
Telenko David N-02946 N.2-3498 
Telenko David N-03009 N.2-3561 
Telenko David N-03349 N.2-3901 
Telepak Robert 1664 N.2-21011 
Telker Russell N-00590 N.2-1139 
Telker Russell N-00727 N.2-1276 
Telker Russell N-00878 N.2-1427 
Telker Russell N-01207 N.2-1756 
Telker Russell N-01269 N.2-1818 
Tenkerian Michael N-07039 N.2-7669 
Terhune Jonathan N-06348 N.2-6954 
Terhune Jonathan N-06746 N.2-7372 
Terhune Jonathan N-06821 N.2-7447 
Terhune Jonathan N-06958 N.2-7585 
Terhune Jonathan N-07060 N.2-7690 
Terhune Jonathan N-07166 N.2-7796 
Terhune Jonathan N-07371 N.2-8001 
Terhune Jonathan N-12637 N.2-13311 
Terhune Jonathan N-12714 N.2-13391 
Terhune Jonathan N-13185 N.2-13892 
Terhune Jonathan N-13203 N.2-13911 
Terhune Jonathan N-13229 N.2-13938 
Terhune Jonathan N-17985 N.2-18719 
Terhune Jonathan N-18010 N.2-18744 
Terhune Jonathan N-18023 N.2-18757 
Terhune Jonathan N-18037 N.2-18771 
Terhune Jonathan N-18105 N.2-18839 
Terhune Jonathan N-18130 N.2-18864 
Terhune Jonathan N-18150 N.2-18884 
Terhune Jonathan N-18179 N.2-18913 
Terhune Jonathan N-18230 N.2-18964 
Terhune Jonathan N-18235 N.2-18969 
Terhune Jonathan N-18383 N.2-19117 
Terhune Jonathan N-18397 N.2-19131 
Terhune Jonathan N-18416 N.2-19150 
Terhune Jonathan N-18469 N.2-19203 
Terhune Jonathan N-18506 N.2-19240 
Terhune Jonathan N-18556 N.2-19290 
Terhune Jonathan N-18570 N.2-19304 
Terhune Michelle N-13397 N.2-14106 
Terhune Michelle N-13453 N.2-14162 
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Terhune Michelle N-13490 N.2-14199 
Terhune Michelle N-13505 N.2-14214 
Terhune Michelle N-13529 N.2-14238 
Terhune Michelle N-13589 N.2-14298 
Terhune Michelle N-13622 N.2-14331 
Terhune Michelle N-13646 N.2-14355 
Terhune Michelle N-13672 N.2-14381 
Terhune Michelle N-13710 N.2-14419 
Terhune Michelle N-13843 N.2-14552 
Terry Branndon 421 N.2-20153 
Terry Branndon N-03476 N.2-4028 
Terry Branndon N-03783 N.2-4335 
Terry Branndon N-03838 N.2-4390 
Terry Branndon N-03938 N.2-4490 
Terry Branndon N-03964 N.2-4516 
Terry Branndon N-03986 N.2-4538 
Terry Branndon N-04024 N.2-4576 
Terry Branndon N-04050 N.2-4602 
Terry Branndon N-04124 N.2-4677 
Terry Branndon N-04170 N.2-4728 
Terry Branndon N-10894 N.2-11561 
Terry Branndon N-11316 N.2-11984 
Terry Chuck 246 N.2-20044 
Terry Ronnie N-04171 N.2-4729 
Terry Troy N-11591 N.2-12259 
Tesh Martin 1652 N.2-21001 
test   218 N.2-20026 
Tetzlaff Jared 1205 N.2-20668 
Tharp Jeffrey N-14977 N.2-15691 
Thatcher Cory N-09234 N.2-9874 
The San Miguel Band of Mission Indians N-18760 N.2-19717 
Theobald Thomas N-08567 N.2-9203 
Theobald Thomas N-08765 N.2-9401 
Theobald Thomas N-08893 N.2-9530 
Theodore Skibyak N-04247 N.2-4809 
Theodore Skibyak N-04422 N.2-4991 
Theodore Skibyak N-04543 N.2-5115 
Theodore Skibyak N-04650 N.2-5226 
Theodore Skibyak N-04691 N.2-5268 
Theodore Skibyak N-04734 N.2-5312 
Theodore Skibyak N-04776 N.2-5356 
Theodore Skibyak N-04791 N.2-5372 
Theodore Skibyak N-04821 N.2-5402 
Theodore Skibyak N-04846 N.2-5428 
Theriault Spencer 663 N.2-20301 
Tholke Kris N-18284 N.2-19018 
Tholke Kris N-18323 N.2-19057 
Tholke Kris N-18375 N.2-19109 
Thom David 1583 N.2-20936 
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Thomas Alan N-10446 N.2-11090 
Thomas Alan N-10628 N.2-11286 
Thomas Alan N-12519 N.2-13187 
Thomas Alan N-12666 N.2-13341 
Thomas Bradley N-05904 N.2-6506 
Thomas Bradley N-06106 N.2-6709 
Thomas Bradley N-06149 N.2-6752 
Thomas Dave N-04919 N.2-5505 
Thomas Edwin 1201 N.2-20664 
Thomas Edwin W-VV-139 N.2-325 
Thomas Heather N-07355 N.2-7985 
Thomas Larry W-VV-162 N.2-348 
Thomas Matthew N-12158 N.2-12826 
Thomas Quinn W-VV-068 N.2-254 
Thompson Aaron N-02107 N.2-2658 
Thompson Christopher N-14243 N.2-14953 
Thompson Christopher N-14549 N.2-15262 
Thompson Jo Ann 1577 N.2-20931 
Thompson Jo Ann N-06270 N.2-6875 
Thompson JoAnn 241 N.2-20041 
Thompson Jonathan N-15856 N.2-16573 
Thompson Jonathan N-15877 N.2-16594 
Thompson Jonathan N-15899 N.2-16616 
Thompson Jonathan N-15916 N.2-16633 
Thompson Jonathan N-15935 N.2-16652 
Thompson Jonathan N-15958 N.2-16675 
Thompson Jonathan N-15975 N.2-16692 
Thompson Jonathan N-15997 N.2-16714 
Thompson Jonathan N-16016 N.2-16733 
Thompson Jonathan N-16044 N.2-16761 
Thompson Jonathan N-16068 N.2-16785 
Thompson Jonathan N-16095 N.2-16812 
Thompson Jonathan N-16129 N.2-16846 
Thompson Jonathan N-16161 N.2-16878 
Thompson Jonathan N-16196 N.2-16913 
Thompson Jonathan N-16197 N.2-16914 
Thompson Jonathan N-16222 N.2-16939 
Thompson Jonathan N-16251 N.2-16968 
Thompson Jonathan N-16274 N.2-16991 
Thompson Jonathan N-16293 N.2-17010 
Thompson Jonathan N-16323 N.2-17040 
Thompson Jonathan N-16354 N.2-17071 
Thompson Jonathan N-16386 N.2-17103 
Thompson Jonathan N-16412 N.2-17129 
Thompson Jonathan N-16433 N.2-17150 
Thompson Jonathan N-16460 N.2-17177 
Thompson Jonathan N-16489 N.2-17206 
Thompson Jonathan N-16511 N.2-17228 
Thompson Jonathan N-16769 N.2-17486 
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Thompson Jonathan N-16920 N.2-17637 
Thompson Kacy N-17233 N.2-17951 
Thompson Kacy N-17305 N.2-18023 
Thompson Morley N-00098 N.2-541 
Thompson Tom W-ON-064 N.2-104 
Thordarson Oli 986 N.2-20502 
Thorn Nick 1727 N.2-21063 
Thornton Dan N-07975 N.2-8605 
Thornton Zach N-00652 N.2-1201 
Thornton Zach N-00964 N.2-1513 
Thornton Zach N-01138 N.2-1687 
Thornton Zach N-01228 N.2-1777 
Thornton Zach N-01251 N.2-1800 
Thornton Zach N-01340 N.2-1889 
Thornton Zach N-01405 N.2-1954 
Thornton Zach N-01587 N.2-2136 
Thornton Zach N-01635 N.2-2184 
Thornton Zach N-01783 N.2-2332 
Thrash Kevin 98 N.2-19949 
Thrash Kevin N-04218 N.2-4777 
Thrash Kevin N-04392 N.2-4961 
Thrash Kevin N-04512 N.2-5084 
Thrash Kevin N-04550 N.2-5123 
Thrash Kevin N-04574 N.2-5148 
Thrash Kevin N-04590 N.2-5165 
Thrash Kevin N-04622 N.2-5198 
Thrash Kevin N-04673 N.2-5250 
Thrash Kevin N-04739 N.2-5318 
Thrash Kevin N-04780 N.2-5361 
Thrash Kevin N-04833 N.2-5415 
Thurman Randy N-16902 N.2-17619 
Thurmond Greg 1824 N.2-21146 
Tiffany Tom 2023 N.2-21336 
Timbrook Jason N-15006 N.2-15720 
Timmons Joey N-17089 N.2-17806 
Tiner Travis W-VV-074 N.2-260 
Tippets Brandon N-17424 N.2-18146 
Tippets Brandon N-17556 N.2-18281 
Tipton Terry 1921 N.2-21240 
Tipton Tyson 528 N.2-20219 
Tipton Zach N-00034 N.2-471 
Tjelmeland Vincent W-ON-117 N.2-158 
Todd Alyssa N-02838 N.2-3390 
Todd Alyssa N-03029 N.2-3581 
Todd Alyssa N-03316 N.2-3868 
Todd Omiston N-09991 N.2-10631 
Todd Omiston N-09992 N.2-10632 
Todd Orminston N-10113 N.2-10753 
Tolleson Matt N-14154 N.2-14864 
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Tolman Ron N-04127 N.2-4680 
Tomasheski  Frank N-13477 N.2-14186 
Tomasheski Frank N-13422 N.2-14131 
Tomasheski Frank N-13605 N.2-14314 
Tomasheski Frank N-13607 N.2-14316 
Tomasheski Frank N-13628 N.2-14337 
Tomasheski Frank N-13682 N.2-14391 
Tomasheski Frank N-13756 N.2-14465 
Tomasheski Frank N-13820 N.2-14529 
Tomasheski Frank N-13837 N.2-14546 
Tomasheski Frank N-13928 N.2-14637 
Tomasheski Frank N-13944 N.2-14653 
Topping Eric N-07169 N.2-7799 
Topping Eric N-07212 N.2-7842 
Topping Eric N-07375 N.2-8005 
Torres Steven O-ON-035 N.2-420 
Touli Charles N-11708 N.2-12376 
Touli Charles N-12043 N.2-12711 
Town of Yucca Valley 2315 N.2-21653 
Towner Jennifer N-06699 N.2-7325 
Townsend Brendin N-17179 N.2-17896 
Townsend Brendin N-17321 N.2-18039 
Townsend Brendin N-17349 N.2-18068 
Townsend Paul 1562 N.2-20917 
Tracey Robert N-14068 N.2-14777 
Tracey Robert N-14192 N.2-14902 
Tracey Robert N-14266 N.2-14977 
Tracey Robert N-14402 N.2-15114 
Tracey Robert N-14446 N.2-15158 
Tracey Robert N-14472 N.2-15185 
Tracey Robert N-15842 N.2-16559 
Trafton Baylen 790 N.2-20381 
Trail Matthew N-13008 N.2-13713 
Traux Jeremy N-13143 N.2-13848 
Treechatinant Dao N-16337 N.2-17054 
Tremblay Casey 1706 N.2-21045 
Tremble Jason N-10439 N.2-11082 
Tremble Jason N-12520 N.2-13188 
Tremble Jason N-12606 N.2-13278 
Tremble Jason N-13174 N.2-13880 
Trent Greg 2081 N.2-21389 
Trentham Mark N-02910 N.2-3462 
Trentham Mark N-03092 N.2-3644 
Trentham Mark N-13580 N.2-14289 
Trentham Mark N-13889 N.2-14598 
Trepanier Jason N-05238 N.2-5829 
Trepanier Jason N-05329 N.2-5926 
Trepanier Jason N-05452 N.2-6049 
Tret Rick 1560 N.2-20916 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-413  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Trigg Cody N-01886 N.2-2435 
Trigg Cody N-01913 N.2-2462 
Trigg Cody N-02046 N.2-2597 
Trigg Cody N-02099 N.2-2650 
Trigg Cody N-02158 N.2-2709 
Trigg Cody N-02290 N.2-2841 
Trigg Cody N-02423 N.2-2974 
Trigg Cody N-02496 N.2-3047 
Trigg Cody N-02633 N.2-3185 
Trigg Cody N-02723 N.2-3275 
Trigg Cody N-11504 N.2-12172 
Trigg Cody N-11516 N.2-12184 
Trigg Cody N-11549 N.2-12217 
Trigg Cody N-11579 N.2-12247 
Trigg Cody N-11611 N.2-12279 
Trigg Cody N-11643 N.2-12311 
Trigg Cody N-11663 N.2-12331 
Trigg Cody N-11734 N.2-12402 
Trigg Cody N-11752 N.2-12420 
Trigg Cody N-11767 N.2-12435 
Trigg Cody N-11799 N.2-12467 
Trigg Cody N-11816 N.2-12484 
Trigg Cody N-11867 N.2-12535 
Trigg Cody N-11909 N.2-12577 
Trigg Cody N-11968 N.2-12636 
Trigg Cody N-12022 N.2-12690 
Trigg Cody N-12061 N.2-12729 
Trimper Brett 145 N.2-19983 
Tromburg Seth N-00655 N.2-1204 
Tromburg Seth N-00962 N.2-1511 
Trouerbach Tom N-02957 N.2-3509 
Truax Jeremy N-12146 N.2-12814 
Truax Jeremy N-12182 N.2-12850 
Truax Jeremy N-12200 N.2-12868 
Truax Jeremy N-12258 N.2-12926 
Truax Jeremy N-12278 N.2-12946 
Truax Jeremy N-12296 N.2-12964 
Truax Jeremy N-12410 N.2-13078 
Truax Jeremy N-12481 N.2-13149 
Truax Jeremy N-12851 N.2-13555 
Truax Jeremy N-12875 N.2-13579 
Truax Jeremy N-12910 N.2-13614 
Truax Jeremy N-12958 N.2-13662 
Truax Jeremy N-12980 N.2-13685 
Truax Jeremy N-13078 N.2-13783 
Trujillo Marlon N-17215 N.2-17933 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02744 N.2-3296 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02745 N.2-3297 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02784 N.2-3336 
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Tsujimoto Bryson N-02820 N.2-3372 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02852 N.2-3404 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02884 N.2-3436 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02930 N.2-3482 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02966 N.2-3518 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-02991 N.2-3543 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03019 N.2-3571 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03039 N.2-3591 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03069 N.2-3621 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03103 N.2-3655 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03116 N.2-3668 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03136 N.2-3688 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03158 N.2-3710 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03178 N.2-3730 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03194 N.2-3746 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03221 N.2-3773 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03230 N.2-3782 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03255 N.2-3807 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03275 N.2-3827 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03290 N.2-3842 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03303 N.2-3855 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03314 N.2-3866 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03321 N.2-3873 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03339 N.2-3891 
Tsujimoto Bryson N-03388 N.2-3940 
Tuck Bill O-VV-009 N.2-433 
Tuggle Jason N-02151 N.2-2702 
Tuggle Jason N-02198 N.2-2749 
Tuggle Jason N-02555 N.2-3106 
Tullio Brian N-14354 N.2-15066 
Tullio Brian N-14448 N.2-15160 
Tullio Brian N-14528 N.2-15241 
Tullio Brian N-15739 N.2-16455 
Tullio Brian N-15763 N.2-16479 
Tullio Brian N-15800 N.2-16516 
Tullio Brian N-15839 N.2-16556 
TULLIS Douglas 1021 N.2-20529 
Turner Dave W-JT-022 N.2-22 
Turner Georgia N-18780 N.2-19737 
Turner John N-00646 N.2-1195 
Turner John N-00913 N.2-1462 
Turner John N-00956 N.2-1505 
Turner Tyler N-10404 N.2-11046 
Turner Tyler N-10426 N.2-11069 
Turner Tyler N-10531 N.2-11186 
Turner Tyler N-10602 N.2-11260 
Turner Tyler N-12523 N.2-13192 
Turner Tyler N-12564 N.2-13234 
Turner Tyler N-16081 N.2-16798 
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Turner Tyler N-16142 N.2-16859 
Turner Tyler N-16396 N.2-17113 
Turner Wilson N-06264 N.2-6869 
Turner Wilson N-13082 N.2-13787 
Turner Wilson N-13144 N.2-13849 
Tuttle Cal 121 N.2-19968 
Tuttle Cal N-09395 N.2-10035 
Tuttle Cal  N-09478 N.2-10118 
Twamley Dustin 941 N.2-20471 
Tweedy Diana 2196 N.2-21497 
Twob Eliot N-18461 N.2-19195 
Tygart Robert N-08328 N.2-8958 
Tyler Steve 200 N.2-20016 
Tyo Steve N-05756 N.2-6357 
Tyo Steve N-05804 N.2-6406 
Tyo Steve N-05837 N.2-6439 
Tyo Steve N-05895 N.2-6497 
Tyo Steve N-05964 N.2-6566 
Tyo Steve N-05996 N.2-6599 
Tyo Steve N-06044 N.2-6647 
Tyo Steve N-06062 N.2-6665 
Tyo Steve N-06136 N.2-6739 
Tyo Steve N-06164 N.2-6767 
Tzvetanov Ivan 2178 N.2-21468 
U.S. Department of Transportation, FAA N-00276 N.2-757 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX N-18866 N.2-19906 
 U.S. Geological Survey N-18859 N.2-19872 
Ude Tyler 548 N.2-20231 
Uemara Stafford N-00770 N.2-1319 
Uemura Stafford N-00528 N.2-1077 
Ulinger Keith N-03073 N.2-3625 
Ulinger Keith N-05431 N.2-6028 
Ulloa Mariela N-09795 N.2-10435 
Ulloa Mariela N-09969 N.2-10609 
Ulloa Mariela N-10156 N.2-10796 
Umbaugh Theodore N-18154 N.2-18888 
Umbaugh Theodore N-18277 N.2-19011 
Umbaugh Theodore N-18319 N.2-19053 
Umbaugh Theodore N-18362 N.2-19096 
Umbaugh Theordore N-18239 N.2-18973 
Underwood Mark 553 N.2-20234 
Underwood Terry 1461 N.2-20843 
Unrah Evan N-00332 N.2-847 
Unrah Lindsey N-00330 N.2-845 
Unrah Owen N-00334 N.2-849 
Unrah Robin N-00331 N.2-846 
Unrah Trever N-00333 N.2-848 
Upshaw Thomas N-11875 N.2-12543 
Uptain Michael N-00706 N.2-1255 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-416  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Uptain Michael N-00858 N.2-1407 
Uptain Michael N-01061 N.2-1610 
Usnick Robert 498 N.2-20201 
Utz Sean N-07573 N.2-8203 
Utz Sean N-08049 N.2-8679 
Utz Sean N-08286 N.2-8916 
Valdeaz Don N-07513 N.2-8143 
Valdex Don N-13297 N.2-14006 
Valdez Don 425 N.2-20155 
Valdez Don N-01263 N.2-1812 
Valdez Don N-06725 N.2-7351 
Valdez Don N-06761 N.2-7387 
Valdez Don N-06781 N.2-7407 
Valdez Don N-06804 N.2-7430 
Valdez Don N-06849 N.2-7475 
Valdez Don N-06879 N.2-7505 
Valdez Don N-06910 N.2-7536 
Valdez Don N-06937 N.2-7563 
Valdez Don N-06974 N.2-7603 
Valdez Don N-07025 N.2-7655 
Valdez Don N-07082 N.2-7712 
Valdez Don N-07103 N.2-7733 
Valdez Don N-07137 N.2-7767 
Valdez Don N-07183 N.2-7813 
Valdez Don N-07229 N.2-7859 
Valdez Don N-07261 N.2-7891 
Valdez Don N-07287 N.2-7917 
Valdez Don N-07341 N.2-7971 
Valdez Don N-07380 N.2-8010 
Valdez Don N-07414 N.2-8044 
Valdez Don N-07442 N.2-8072 
Valdez Don N-07457 N.2-8087 
Valdez Don N-07495 N.2-8125 
Valdez Don N-07540 N.2-8170 
Valdez Don N-08321 N.2-8951 
Valdez Don N-08371 N.2-9001 
Valdez Don N-08420 N.2-9056 
Valdez Don N-08445 N.2-9081 
Valdez Don N-08511 N.2-9147 
Valdez Don N-08547 N.2-9183 
Valdez Don N-08600 N.2-9236 
Valdez Don N-08651 N.2-9287 
Valdez Don N-08683 N.2-9319 
Valdez Don N-08684 N.2-9320 
Valdez Don N-08743 N.2-9379 
Valdez Don N-08779 N.2-9415 
Valdez Don N-08829 N.2-9465 
Valdez Don N-08878 N.2-9514 
Valdez Don N-08929 N.2-9566 
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Valdez Don N-08952 N.2-9589 
Valdez Don N-08983 N.2-9620 
Valdez Don N-09012 N.2-9649 
Valdez Don N-09037 N.2-9674 
Valdez Don N-09060 N.2-9698 
Valdez Don N-09082 N.2-9720 
Valdez Don N-09107 N.2-9745 
Valdez Don N-09130 N.2-9768 
Valdez Don N-09165 N.2-9805 
Valdez Don N-09189 N.2-9829 
Valdez Don N-09243 N.2-9883 
Valdez Don N-09279 N.2-9919 
Valdez Don N-09305 N.2-9945 
Valdez Don N-09327 N.2-9967 
Valdez Don N-09371 N.2-10011 
Valdez Don N-09462 N.2-10102 
Valdez Don N-09507 N.2-10147 
Valdez Don N-09508 N.2-10148 
Valdez Don N-09557 N.2-10197 
Valdez Don N-09566 N.2-10206 
Valdez Don N-09625 N.2-10265 
Valdez Don N-09631 N.2-10271 
Valdez Don N-09657 N.2-10297 
Valdez Don N-09675 N.2-10315 
Valdez Don N-09693 N.2-10333 
Valdez Don N-09752 N.2-10392 
Valdez Don N-10883 N.2-11550 
Valdez Don N-10908 N.2-11575 
Valdez Don N-10931 N.2-11598 
Valdez Don N-10949 N.2-11616 
Valdez Don N-10967 N.2-11634 
Valdez Don N-11011 N.2-11679 
Valdez Don N-11031 N.2-11699 
Valdez Don N-11053 N.2-11721 
Valdez Don N-11071 N.2-11739 
Valdez Don N-11105 N.2-11773 
Valdez Don N-11146 N.2-11814 
Valdez Don N-11169 N.2-11837 
Valdez Don N-11223 N.2-11891 
Valdez Don N-11250 N.2-11918 
Valdez Don N-11264 N.2-11932 
Valdez Don N-11285 N.2-11953 
Valdez Don N-11309 N.2-11977 
Valdez Don N-11336 N.2-12004 
Valdez Don N-11356 N.2-12024 
Valdez Don N-11384 N.2-12052 
Valdez Don N-11401 N.2-12069 
Valdez Don N-11437 N.2-12105 
Valdez Don N-11438 N.2-12106 
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Valdez Don N-11470 N.2-12138 
Valdez Don N-11493 N.2-12161 
Valdez Don N-11500 N.2-12168 
Valdez Don N-11512 N.2-12180 
Valdez Don N-11513 N.2-12181 
Valdez Don N-11543 N.2-12211 
Valdez Don N-11566 N.2-12234 
Valdez Don N-11602 N.2-12270 
Valdez Don N-11622 N.2-12290 
Valdez Don N-11635 N.2-12303 
Valdez Don N-11658 N.2-12326 
Valdez Don N-11675 N.2-12343 
Valdez Don N-11715 N.2-12383 
Valdez Don N-11728 N.2-12396 
Valdez Don N-11746 N.2-12414 
Valdez Don N-11761 N.2-12429 
Valdez Don N-11790 N.2-12458 
Valdez Don N-11808 N.2-12476 
Valdez Don N-11828 N.2-12496 
Valdez Don N-11846 N.2-12514 
Valdez Don N-11871 N.2-12539 
Valdez Don N-11915 N.2-12583 
Valdez Don N-11937 N.2-12605 
Valdez Don N-11994 N.2-12662 
Valdez Don N-12017 N.2-12685 
Valdez Don N-12066 N.2-12734 
Valdez Don N-12085 N.2-12753 
Valdez Don N-13264 N.2-13973 
Valdez Don N-14004 N.2-14713 
Valdez Don N-14023 N.2-14732 
Valdez Don N-14041 N.2-14750 
Valdez Don N-14066 N.2-14775 
Valdez Don N-14084 N.2-14793 
Valdez Don N-14129 N.2-14839 
Valdez Don N-14149 N.2-14859 
Valdez Don N-14168 N.2-14878 
Valdez Don N-14191 N.2-14901 
Valdez Don N-14218 N.2-14928 
Valdez Don N-14273 N.2-14984 
Valdez Don N-14290 N.2-15001 
Valdez Don N-14328 N.2-15040 
Valdez Don N-14357 N.2-15069 
Valdez Don N-14403 N.2-15115 
Valdez Don N-14445 N.2-15157 
Valdez Don N-14476 N.2-15189 
Valdez Don N-14497 N.2-15210 
Valdez Don N-14530 N.2-15243 
Valdez Don N-14538 N.2-15251 
Valdez Don N-15714 N.2-16430 
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Valdez Don N-15740 N.2-16456 
Valdez Don N-15762 N.2-16478 
Valdez Don N-15805 N.2-16521 
Valdez Don N-15841 N.2-16558 
Valdez Don N-16527 N.2-17244 
Valdez Don N-16542 N.2-17259 
Valdez Don N-16564 N.2-17281 
Valdez Don N-16598 N.2-17315 
Valdez Don N-16614 N.2-17331 
Valdez Don N-16627 N.2-17344 
Valdez Don N-16645 N.2-17362 
Valdez Don N-16661 N.2-17378 
Valdez Don N-16680 N.2-17397 
Valdez Don N-16705 N.2-17422 
Valdez Don N-16758 N.2-17475 
Valdez Don N-16785 N.2-17502 
Valdez Don N-16821 N.2-17538 
Valdez Don N-16838 N.2-17555 
Valdez Don N-16866 N.2-17583 
Valdez Don N-16886 N.2-17603 
Valdez Don N-16913 N.2-17630 
Valdez Don N-16956 N.2-17673 
Valdez Don N-16999 N.2-17716 
Valdez Don N-17035 N.2-17752 
Valdez Don N-17036 N.2-17753 
Valdez Don N-17055 N.2-17772 
Valdez Don N-17125 N.2-17842 
Valdez Don N-17170 N.2-17887 
Valdez Don N-17185 N.2-17902 
Valdez Don N-17192 N.2-17909 
Valdez Don N-17230 N.2-17948 
Valdez Don N-17255 N.2-17973 
Valdez Don N-17286 N.2-18004 
Valdez Don N-17334 N.2-18052 
Valdez Don N-17336 N.2-18054 
Valdez Don N-17371 N.2-18090 
Valdez Don N-17384 N.2-18106 
Valdez Don N-17397 N.2-18119 
Valdez Don N-17414 N.2-18136 
Valdez Don N-17423 N.2-18145 
Valdez Don N-17440 N.2-18164 
Valdez Don N-17465 N.2-18189 
Valdez Don N-17490 N.2-18215 
Valdez Don N-17538 N.2-18263 
Valdez Don N-17544 N.2-18269 
Valdez Don N-17595 N.2-18321 
Valdez Don N-17603 N.2-18329 
Valdez Don N-17633 N.2-18359 
Valdez Don N-17648 N.2-18374 
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Valdez Don N-17664 N.2-18392 
Valdez Don N-17665 N.2-18393 
Valdez Don N-17683 N.2-18411 
Valdez Don N-17705 N.2-18433 
Valdez Don N-17713 N.2-18441 
Valdez Don N-17727 N.2-18456 
Valdez Don N-17756 N.2-18485 
Valdez Don N-17760 N.2-18489 
Valdez Don N-17791 N.2-18520 
Valdez Don N-17819 N.2-18548 
Valdez Don N-17825 N.2-18554 
Valdez Don N-17842 N.2-18571 
Valdez Don N-17846 N.2-18575 
Valdez Don N-17865 N.2-18594 
Valdez Don N-17876 N.2-18606 
Valdez Don N-17892 N.2-18622 
Valdez Don N-17909 N.2-18640 
Valdez Don N-17941 N.2-18672 
Valdez Don N-17953 N.2-18685 
Valdez Don N-18610 N.2-19345 
Valdez Don N-18613 N.2-19348 
Valdez Don  N-13242 N.2-13951 
Valentino Todd N-08767 N.2-9403 
Vallance Lisa N-18719 N.2-19557 
Vallarino Lisa N-18052 N.2-18786 
Valle Alex N-02775 N.2-3327 
Valle Alex N-02817 N.2-3369 
Valle Alex N-02877 N.2-3429 
Valle Alex N-02987 N.2-3539 
Valle Alex N-03036 N.2-3588 
Valle Alex N-03280 N.2-3832 
Valle Alexis N-05444 N.2-6041 
Van Dyke Donadl 2002 N.2-21313 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16523 N.2-17240 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16534 N.2-17251 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16547 N.2-17264 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16558 N.2-17275 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16569 N.2-17286 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16585 N.2-17302 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16600 N.2-17317 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16620 N.2-17337 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16636 N.2-17353 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16651 N.2-17368 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16668 N.2-17385 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16692 N.2-17409 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16716 N.2-17433 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16778 N.2-17495 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16808 N.2-17525 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16826 N.2-17543 
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Van Oeveren Matt N-16848 N.2-17565 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16871 N.2-17588 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16893 N.2-17610 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16931 N.2-17648 
Van Oeveren Matt N-16973 N.2-17690 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17007 N.2-17724 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17008 N.2-17725 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17047 N.2-17764 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17064 N.2-17781 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17111 N.2-17828 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17129 N.2-17846 
Van Oeveren Matt N-17143 N.2-17860 
van stolk Chris N-00448 N.2-997 
van stolk Chris N-00486 N.2-1035 
van stolk Chris N-00533 N.2-1082 
van stolk Chris N-00599 N.2-1148 
van stolk Chris N-00682 N.2-1231 
van stolk Chris N-00774 N.2-1323 
van stolk Chris N-00829 N.2-1378 
van stolk Chris N-00987 N.2-1536 
van stolk Chris N-01031 N.2-1580 
van stolk Chris N-01115 N.2-1664 
van stolk Chris N-01158 N.2-1707 
van stolk Chris N-01308 N.2-1857 
van stolk Chris N-01434 N.2-1983 
van stolk Chris N-01493 N.2-2042 
van stolk Chris N-01614 N.2-2163 
van stolk Chris N-01707 N.2-2256 
Van Stolk Chris N-04232 N.2-4793 
Van Stolk Chris N-04256 N.2-4818 
Van Stolk Chris N-04298 N.2-4861 
Van Stolk Chris N-04316 N.2-4880 
Van Stolk Chris N-04337 N.2-4903 
Van Stolk Chris N-04356 N.2-4923 
Van Stolk Chris N-04487 N.2-5057 
Van Stolk Chris N-04488 N.2-5058 
Van Stolk Chris N-04584 N.2-5158 
Van Stolk Chris N-04818 N.2-5399 
Van Stolk Chris N-04842 N.2-5424 
van Stolk Chris N-08197 N.2-8827 
van stolk Christopher N-01292 N.2-1841 
Van Westbroek Steve W-ON-021 N.2-61 
Van Zandt Keith N-08507 N.2-9143 
Vance Perry 2262 N.2-21566 
Vance Perry 2263 N.2-21566 
Vance Perry 2264 N.2-21567 
Vanderpool Chuck 359 N.2-20116 
Vandervoort Edward 1173 N.2-20638 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-00625 N.2-1174 
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Vangasbeck Shawn N-01037 N.2-1586 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-01621 N.2-2170 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-07762 N.2-8392 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-07792 N.2-8422 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-09886 N.2-10526 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-09912 N.2-10552 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-10101 N.2-10741 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-10145 N.2-10785 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-10223 N.2-10863 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-10252 N.2-10892 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-10350 N.2-10990 
Vangasbeck Shawn N-14330 N.2-15042 
VanLeer Richard W. 1618 N.2-20969 
VanLeer Richard W. 1619 N.2-20970 
Vanmeter James 1736 N.2-21070 
Vanosdel Rick W-ON-002 N.2-41 
Vanosdel Rick W-ON-009 N.2-49 
VanPetten Karl 119 N.2-19966 
VanPetten Karl 1459 N.2-20842 
VanWormer Darrell N-17331 N.2-18049 
VanWormer Darrell N-17355 N.2-18074 
VanWormer Darrell N-17403 N.2-18125 
VanWormer Darrell N-17618 N.2-18344 
VanWormer Darrell N-17677 N.2-18405 
VanWormer Darrell N-17714 N.2-18442 
VanWormer Darrell N-17826 N.2-18555 
VanWormer Darrell N-17853 N.2-18582 
VanWormer Darrell N-17893 N.2-18623 
VanWormer Dona N-17511 N.2-18236 
Vasconcellos Craig N-18503 N.2-19237 
Vasquez Anthony N-09213 N.2-9853 
Vasquez Courtney N-09331 N.2-9971 
Vasquez Craig N-09211 N.2-9851 
Vasquez Daniella N-09332 N.2-9972 
Vasquez Dominick N-09212 N.2-9852 
Vassek Mathew 961 N.2-20483 
Vatuk Arna N-04939 N.2-5525 
Vatuk Arna N-05003 N.2-5589 
Vatuk Arna N-05019 N.2-5605 
Vatuk Arna N-05043 N.2-5629 
Vatuk Arna N-05053 N.2-5639 
Vatuk Arna N-05074 N.2-5662 
Vatuk Arna N-05092 N.2-5680 
Vatuk Arna N-05119 N.2-5709 
Vatuk Arna N-05167 N.2-5757 
Vatuk Arna N-05197 N.2-5787 
Vatuk Arna N-05222 N.2-5812 
Vatuk Arna N-05273 N.2-5864 
Vatuk Arna N-05296 N.2-5887 
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Vatuk Arna N-05315 N.2-5911 
Vatuk Arna N-05339 N.2-5936 
Vatuk Arna N-05364 N.2-5961 
Vatuk Arna N-05404 N.2-6001 
Vatuk Arna N-05424 N.2-6021 
Vatuk Arna N-05464 N.2-6061 
Vatuk Arna N-05486 N.2-6083 
Vatuk Arna N-05505 N.2-6102 
Vatuk Arna N-05534 N.2-6131 
Vatuk Arna N-05585 N.2-6184 
Vatuk Arna N-05651 N.2-6252 
Vatuk Arna N-05653 N.2-6254 
Vatuk Arna N-06314 N.2-6920 
Vatuk Arna N-11110 N.2-11778 
Vatuk Arna N-11412 N.2-12080 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-06184 N.2-6787 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-10390 N.2-11032 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-10424 N.2-11067 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-10508 N.2-11162 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-10583 N.2-11240 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-12502 N.2-13170 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-12556 N.2-13226 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-12651 N.2-13326 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-12690 N.2-13366 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16529 N.2-17246 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16548 N.2-17265 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16559 N.2-17276 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16571 N.2-17288 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16586 N.2-17303 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16621 N.2-17338 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16632 N.2-17349 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16652 N.2-17369 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16693 N.2-17410 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16755 N.2-17472 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16807 N.2-17524 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16870 N.2-17587 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-16888 N.2-17605 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-17016 N.2-17733 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-17017 N.2-17734 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-17058 N.2-17775 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-17115 N.2-17832 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-17132 N.2-17849 
Vatuk Sanjaya N-17141 N.2-17858 
Vaughn Buck 2116 N.2-21415 
Vaughn Buck 2118 N.2-21417 
Vaughn Carol 2098 N.2-21401 
Vavra Bryan N-13538 N.2-14247 
Vavra Bryce N-13537 N.2-14246 
Vavra Brynne N-13539 N.2-14248 
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Vavra Charles N-13595 N.2-14304 
Vavra Dennis N-13596 N.2-14305 
Vavra Doug N-13545 N.2-14254 
Vavra Frank N-06072 N.2-6675 
Vavra Greg N-13543 N.2-14252 
Vavra Jonah N-13544 N.2-14253 
Vavra Lauren N-13549 N.2-14258 
Vavra Marina N-13550 N.2-14259 
Vavra Mary N-13547 N.2-14256 
Vavra Shelly N-13548 N.2-14257 
Vavra Sherrie N-13540 N.2-14249 
Vega Horace W-ON-003 N.2-42 
Vega Paul 161 N.2-19993 
Vega Raul 430 N.2-20158 
Vega Willy N-06514 N.2-7132 
Velasquez Anthony N-00464 N.2-1013 
Velasquez Anthony N-00494 N.2-1043 
Velasquez Anthony N-00558 N.2-1107 
Velasquez Anthony N-00644 N.2-1193 
Velasquez Anthony N-00702 N.2-1251 
Velasquez Anthony N-00744 N.2-1293 
Velasquez Anthony N-00796 N.2-1345 
Velasquez Anthony N-00855 N.2-1404 
Velasquez Anthony N-00885 N.2-1434 
Velasquez Anthony N-00948 N.2-1497 
Velasquez Anthony N-01092 N.2-1641 
Velasquez Anthony N-01127 N.2-1676 
Velasquez Anthony N-01185 N.2-1734 
Velasquez Anthony N-01212 N.2-1761 
Velasquez Anthony N-01278 N.2-1827 
Velasquez Anthony N-01334 N.2-1883 
Velasquez Anthony N-01400 N.2-1949 
Velasquez Anthony N-01406 N.2-1955 
Velasquez Anthony N-01452 N.2-2001 
Velasquez Anthony N-01527 N.2-2076 
Velasquez Anthony N-01571 N.2-2120 
Velasquez Anthony N-01633 N.2-2182 
Velasquez Anthony N-01672 N.2-2221 
Velasquez Anthony N-01699 N.2-2248 
Velasquez Anthony N-01744 N.2-2293 
Velasquez Anthony N-01761 N.2-2310 
Velasquez Anthony N-01802 N.2-2351 
Velasquez Anthony N-01838 N.2-2387 
Velez Oscar N-14400 N.2-15112 
Velez Oscar N-14451 N.2-15163 
Verdier Joshua 554 N.2-20235 
Verdier Joshua N-02777 N.2-3329 
Verdier Joshua N-02923 N.2-3475 
Verdier Joshua N-03100 N.2-3652 
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Verdier Joshua N-08085 N.2-8715 
Verdier Joshua N-08172 N.2-8802 
Verdier Joshua N-08233 N.2-8863 
Verdier Joshua N-08280 N.2-8910 
Vick Terry N-00234 N.2-683 
Vieira Darren W-ON-043 N.2-83 
Vieira Jayden W-ON-130 N.2-171 
Vieira Joey N-18215 N.2-18949 
Vieira Phillip N-02878 N.2-3430 
Vieira Phillip N-03192 N.2-3744 
Vieira Phillip N-03279 N.2-3831 
Vieira Phillip N-09829 N.2-10469 
Vieira Phillip N-09852 N.2-10492 
Vieira Phillip N-10118 N.2-10758 
Vieira Phillip N-10164 N.2-10804 
Vieira Phillip N-10246 N.2-10886 
Vieira Phillip N-15705 N.2-16421 
Vierra Frank 1038 N.2-20541 
Villarino Lisa N-00504 N.2-1053 
Villarino Lisa N-00554 N.2-1103 
Villarino Lisa N-00848 N.2-1397 
Villarino Lisa N-01391 N.2-1940 
Villarino Lisa N-01514 N.2-2063 
Villarino Lisa N-17973 N.2-18707 
Villegas Fernando N-18258 N.2-18992 
Vincent Mike N-12867 N.2-13571 
Vincent Mike N-13010 N.2-13715 
Vinson Mike 1701 N.2-21040 
Violette Wayne 257 N.2-20052 
Virgin Jeff N-02815 N.2-3367 
Virgin Jeff N-02874 N.2-3426 
Virgin Jeff N-02918 N.2-3470 
Virgin Jeff N-02955 N.2-3507 
Virgin Jeff N-02986 N.2-3538 
Virgin Jeff N-03032 N.2-3584 
Virgin Jeff N-03086 N.2-3638 
Virgin Jeff N-03099 N.2-3651 
Virgin Jeff N-03114 N.2-3666 
Virgin Jeff N-03131 N.2-3683 
Virgin Jeff N-03153 N.2-3705 
Virgin Jeff N-03190 N.2-3742 
Virgin Jeff N-03213 N.2-3765 
Virgin Jeff N-03227 N.2-3779 
Virgin Jeff N-03257 N.2-3809 
Virgin Jeff N-03259 N.2-3811 
Virgin Jeff N-03375 N.2-3927 
Virgin Jeff N-14000 N.2-14709 
Virgin Jeff N-14021 N.2-14730 
Virgin Jeff N-14039 N.2-14748 
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Virgin Jeff N-14062 N.2-14771 
Virgin Jeff N-14104 N.2-14813 
Virgin Jeff N-14146 N.2-14856 
Virgin Jeff N-14321 N.2-15032 
Virgin Jeff N-14322 N.2-15033 
Virgin Jeff N-15759 N.2-16475 
Virgin Travis N-14533 N.2-15246 
Visger Sam N-17210 N.2-17928 
Visger Sam N-17244 N.2-17962 
Visger Sam N-17272 N.2-17990 
Visger Sam N-17316 N.2-18034 
Visger Sam N-17347 N.2-18066 
Visger Sam N-17357 N.2-18076 
Visger Sam N-17408 N.2-18130 
Visger Sam N-17430 N.2-18153 
Visger Sam N-17472 N.2-18197 
Visger Sam N-17501 N.2-18226 
Visger Sam N-17522 N.2-18247 
Visger Sam N-17635 N.2-18361 
Visger Sam N-17690 N.2-18418 
Visger Sam N-17743 N.2-18472 
Visger Sam N-17769 N.2-18498 
Visger Sam N-17770 N.2-18499 
Visger Sam N-17781 N.2-18510 
Visger Sam N-17798 N.2-18527 
Visger Sam N-17803 N.2-18532 
Visger Sam N-17835 N.2-18564 
Visger Sam N-17851 N.2-18580 
Visger Sam N-17899 N.2-18629 
Visger Sam N-17928 N.2-18659 
Visger Sam N-17946 N.2-18678 
Visger Sam N-18599 N.2-19333 
Visger Sam N-18622 N.2-19357 
Visger Sam N-18642 N.2-19377 
Vitrano Paul 1805 N.2-21126 
Vogel Charlie N-12170 N.2-12838 
Vogel Charlie N-12189 N.2-12857 
Vogel Charlie N-12320 N.2-12988 
Vogel Charlie N-12343 N.2-13011 
Vogel Charlie N-12372 N.2-13040 
Vogel Charlie N-12858 N.2-13562 
Vogel Charlie N-12940 N.2-13644 
Vogel Charlie N-12995 N.2-13700 
Vogel Charlie N-13044 N.2-13749 
Vogel Charlie N-13094 N.2-13799 
Vogh Barbara N-00839 N.2-1388 
Vogh Barbara N-01512 N.2-2061 
Vogh Barbara N-01733 N.2-2282 
Vogh Barbara N-01771 N.2-2320 
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Volkman Gregory N-08385 N.2-9015 
Volkov Denis N-02764 N.2-3316 
Volpe II Richard 360 N.2-20117 
Volz Clifford N-04407 N.2-4976 
Volz Clifford N-04527 N.2-5099 
Volz Clifford N-17398 N.2-18120 
Von Seaaern Steve N-00187 N.2-635 
Vorndran Mike N-17506 N.2-18231 
Vorndran Mike N-17680 N.2-18408 
Vorndran Mike N-17832 N.2-18561 
Vorndran Mike N-17896 N.2-18626 
Vornran Mike 1984 N.2-21294 
Voyer Dean 2003 N.2-21314 
Vucich Craig N-07197 N.2-7827 
Waara Chistian N-17919 N.2-18650 
Waara Christian N-17190 N.2-17907 
Waara Christian N-17292 N.2-18010 
Wade Bruce N-06273 N.2-6878 
Wade Jess N-03364 N.2-3916 
Wade Jess N-16707 N.2-17424 
Wade Lisa N-00166 N.2-614 
Wade Taylor N-01991 N.2-2542 
Wade Taylor N-02045 N.2-2596 
Wade Taylor N-02605 N.2-3156 
Wade Taylor N-10370 N.2-11010 
Wade Taylor N-10498 N.2-11148 
Wade Taylor N-10599 N.2-11256 
Wade Taylor N-10625 N.2-11283 
Wade Taylor N-10650 N.2-11310 
Wade Taylor N-12489 N.2-13157 
Wade Taylor N-12547 N.2-13216 
Wade Taylor N-12626 N.2-13299 
Wade Taylor N-12669 N.2-13344 
Wade Taylor N-13169 N.2-13875 
Wade Taylor N-13187 N.2-13894 
Wade Taylor N-13215 N.2-13924 
Wade Taylor N-14181 N.2-14891 
Wade Taylor N-14211 N.2-14921 
Wade Taylor N-14418 N.2-15130 
Wagelaar Jan N-16916 N.2-17633 
Wagelaar Jan N-16996 N.2-17713 
Wagelaar Jan N-17123 N.2-17840 
Waggoner Cody 1558 N.2-20913 
Wagner Gary 1651 N.2-21000 
Wagner Mike N-08330 N.2-8960 
Wagner Mike N-08394 N.2-9024 
Wagner Mike N-08426 N.2-9062 
Wagner Mike N-08454 N.2-9090 
Wagner Mike N-08481 N.2-9117 
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Wagner Mike N-08524 N.2-9160 
Wagner Mike N-08557 N.2-9193 
Wagner Mike N-08623 N.2-9259 
Wagner Mike N-08657 N.2-9293 
Wagner Mike N-08690 N.2-9326 
Wagner Mike N-08757 N.2-9393 
Wagner Mike N-08785 N.2-9421 
Wagner Mike N-08843 N.2-9479 
Wagner Mike N-08886 N.2-9522 
Wagner Mike N-08910 N.2-9547 
Wagner Mike N-08933 N.2-9570 
Wagner Mike N-08959 N.2-9596 
Wagner Mike N-08988 N.2-9625 
Wagner Mike N-09017 N.2-9654 
Wagner Mike N-09045 N.2-9682 
Wagner Mike N-09065 N.2-9703 
Wagner Mike N-09087 N.2-9725 
Wagner Mike N-09112 N.2-9750 
Wagner Mike N-13245 N.2-13954 
Wagner Mike N-13270 N.2-13979 
Wagner Mike N-13303 N.2-14012 
Wagner Mike N-14051 N.2-14760 
Wagner Mike N-14504 N.2-15217 
Wagner Mike N-15771 N.2-16487 
Wagner Mike N-15772 N.2-16488 
Wagner Mike N-15809 N.2-16525 
Wagner Will 856 N.2-20421 
Wahlstrom Andrew N-17924 N.2-18655 
Wahlstrom Andrew N-17947 N.2-18679 
Waite Patrick 1515 N.2-20878 
Waite Paul 331 N.2-20100 
Waiwood Rob 2277 N.2-21577 
Wakefield Judy N-00021 N.2-459 
Walders Brannon N-05869 N.2-6471 
Waldman Philip N-06838 N.2-7464 
Waldron Nick N-14246 N.2-14956 
Waldroup Cody N-07962 N.2-8592 
Waldroup Cody N-08192 N.2-8822 
Walker Brian N-08343 N.2-8973 
Walker Brian N-08492 N.2-9128 
Walker Brian N-08713 N.2-9349 
Walker Brian N-08802 N.2-9438 
Walker John N-15197 N.2-15911 
Walker John N-15568 N.2-16284 
Walker John N-15569 N.2-16285 
Walker Kristina N-05809 N.2-6411 
Walker Kristina N-05841 N.2-6443 
Walker Kristina N-06074 N.2-6677 
Walker Kristina N-13791 N.2-14500 
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Walker Kristina N-13921 N.2-14630 
Walker Ron N-13331 N.2-14040 
Walker Ron N-13388 N.2-14097 
Walker Ron N-13533 N.2-14242 
Walker Ron N-13799 N.2-14508 
Walker Ron  N-13421 N.2-14130 
Walker  Ron N-13943 N.2-14652 
Wallace Neil N-07656 N.2-8286 
Wallace Neil N-07706 N.2-8336 
Wallis Billy N-03093 N.2-3645 
Walls Gregory N-06520 N.2-7138 
Walrath Matt 188 N.2-20008 
Walter III Robert  T 934 N.2-20465 
Walters Carl 2089 N.2-21394 
Walters Ty N-05626 N.2-6226 
Walters Ty N-05627 N.2-6227 
Walters Ty N-05640 N.2-6241 
Walters Ty N-06624 N.2-7245 
Walters Ty N-06625 N.2-7246 
Walters Ty N-07685 N.2-8315 
Walters Ty  N-03365 N.2-3917 
Walters Ty  N-04967 N.2-5553 
Waltman Darrell 1254 N.2-20710 
Walton Karen 371 N.2-20124 
Walton Randy 1770 N.2-21092 
Walton Tracy 1769 N.2-21092 
Ward David N-07009 N.2-7639 
Ward David N-07318 N.2-7948 
Ward John 1307 N.2-20755 
Ward Michael N-01480 N.2-2029 
Ward Michael W-ON-097 N.2-138 
Ward Nicole N-00820 N.2-1369 
Wardani Ramsey N-05248 N.2-5839 
Warner Caryl N-18668 N.2-19481 
Warnimont Ken N-07196 N.2-7826 
Warriner Dan N-00088 N.2-530 
Warriner Peggy N-00089 N.2-531 
Wasden David 1871 N.2-21195 
Wasser Douglas N-05847 N.2-6449 
Waters Robert 487 N.2-20194 
Watkins Adam N-16331 N.2-17048 
Watkins William N-09974 N.2-10614 
Watkins William N-10100 N.2-10740 
Watson Adrian 1146 N.2-20618 
Watson Brandon 773 N.2-20368 
Watson Brandon N-03662 N.2-4214 
Watson Brandon N-03745 N.2-4297 
Watson Brandon N-03830 N.2-4382 
Watson Brandon N-16140 N.2-16857 
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Watson Charles W-ON-067 N.2-107 
Watson Jeff W-ON-077 N.2-118 
Watson Patrick 824 N.2-20403 
Watson Stephen 2119 N.2-21417 
Watson Terry N-13273 N.2-13982 
Watson Tracey 473 N.2-20185 
Watson Yancy 1422 N.2-20820 
Watt Jim 909 N.2-20452 
Watts Dale 980 N.2-20498 
Wattson Frank N-04998 N.2-5584 
Wayne Michael N-00396 N.2-911 
Weatherly Brian W-ON-045 N.2-85 
Weaver James N-12157 N.2-12825 
Weaver Madison N-02486 N.2-3037 
Weaver Madison N-08562 N.2-9198 
Weaver Philip N-09140 N.2-9778 
Weaver Philip N-15768 N.2-16484 
Weaver Philip N-15769 N.2-16485 
Weaver Philip W-VV-041 N.2-227 
Weaver Phillip N-14049 N.2-14758 
Weaver Phillip N-14230 N.2-14940 
Weaver Phillip N-14406 N.2-15118 
Weaver Phillip N-14542 N.2-15255 
Weaver Ron 1291 N.2-20745 
Weaver Ryan N-12136 N.2-12804 
Weaver Ryan N-12378 N.2-13046 
Webb Ron N-18538 N.2-19272 
Weber Adrian 733 N.2-20343 
Weber Andrew N-09986 N.2-10626 
Weber Jesse 124 N.2-19970 
Weber Marie 602 N.2-20264 
Webster Dustin N-01930 N.2-2479 
Webster Dustin N-01931 N.2-2480 
Webster Dustin N-06239 N.2-6843 
Webster Dustin N-06240 N.2-6844 
Webster Dustin N-06531 N.2-7149 
Webster Dustin N-06564 N.2-7183 
Webster Dustin N-06619 N.2-7239 
Webster Dustin N-10488 N.2-11134 
Webster Dustin  N-18471 N.2-19205 
Webster Dustin  N-18539 N.2-19273 
Webster Garet N-06364 N.2-6971 
Webster Garet N-10455 N.2-11100 
Webster Garet N-12743 N.2-13424 
Webster Garet N-12747 N.2-13429 
Weddle Ron N-05250 N.2-5841 
Weddle Ronald N-00012 N.2-450 
Weeks Cameron N-09141 N.2-9779 
Weeks Roland N-18856 N.2-19848 
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Wehrlie Tom N-11887 N.2-12555 
Wehrs Rob N-05488 N.2-6085 
Wehrs Rob N-05667 N.2-6268 
Wehrs Rob N-05690 N.2-6291 
Wehrs Rob N-05700 N.2-6301 
Wehrs Rob N-05712 N.2-6313 
Wehrs Rob N-05726 N.2-6327 
Wehrs Rob N-05754 N.2-6355 
Wehrs Rob N-05788 N.2-6390 
Wehrs Rob N-05808 N.2-6410 
Wehrs Rob N-05822 N.2-6424 
Wehrs Rob N-05867 N.2-6469 
Wehrs Rob N-05896 N.2-6498 
Wehrs Rob N-05924 N.2-6526 
Wehrs Rob N-05945 N.2-6547 
Wehrs Rob N-05965 N.2-6567 
Wehrs Rob N-05997 N.2-6600 
Wehrs Rob N-06020 N.2-6623 
Wehrs Rob N-06022 N.2-6625 
Wehrs Rob N-06042 N.2-6645 
Wehrs Rob N-06066 N.2-6669 
Weigelt Brian 2382 N.2-21781 
Weihe Orion 1969 N.2-21282 
Weihe Orion 1970 N.2-21283 
Weiher Joshua N-07724 N.2-8354 
Weiher Joshua N-07863 N.2-8493 
Weiher Joshua N-07909 N.2-8539 
Weiher Joshua N-07970 N.2-8600 
Weiher Joshua N-08023 N.2-8653 
Weiher Joshua N-08062 N.2-8692 
Weiher Joshua N-08087 N.2-8717 
Weike Orian N-00285 N.2-766 
Weinberg Caleb N-08595 N.2-9231 
Weinberg Caleb N-08649 N.2-9285 
Weir Joshua 2179 N.2-21469 
Weirick Greg N-00057 N.2-498 
Weirick Greg N-09143 N.2-9781 
Weisgerber Andrew N-06582 N.2-7202 
Weiss Billy 933 N.2-20464 
Weiss Charles N-04327 N.2-4892 
Weiss Charles N-04423 N.2-4992 
Weiss Charles N-04452 N.2-5022 
Weiss Charles N-04736 N.2-5314 
Weiss Charles N-04829 N.2-5410 
Weiss Charles N-06230 N.2-6834 
Weiss Charles N-07673 N.2-8303 
Weiss Charles N-08222 N.2-8852 
Weiss Charles N-16809 N.2-17526 
Weiss Charles N-16923 N.2-17640 
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Weiss Charles N-16967 N.2-17684 
Weiss Charles N-17067 N.2-17784 
Weiss Charles N-17112 N.2-17829 
Weiss Charles N-17476 N.2-18201 
Weiss Charles N-17504 N.2-18229 
Weiss Charles N-17707 N.2-18435 
Weiss Charles N-17747 N.2-18476 
Weiss Charles N-17780 N.2-18509 
Weiss Charles N-17850 N.2-18579 
Weiss Charles N-17895 N.2-18625 
Weiss Charles N-17925 N.2-18656 
Weiss Charles N-18021 N.2-18755 
Weiss Charles N-18085 N.2-18819 
Weiss Charles N-18279 N.2-19013 
Weiss Charles N-18426 N.2-19160 
Welch Carrie 382 N.2-20131 
Welch Michael 730 N.2-20342 
Welch Michael N-12390 N.2-13058 
Welch Michael N-14703 N.2-15416 
Welch Michael N-14950 N.2-15664 
Welch Shannon 367 N.2-20121 
Welch Shannon N-04770 N.2-5350 
welch timothy 2326 N.2-21693 
Weller Robert N-14436 N.2-15148 
Weller Robert N-15791 N.2-16507 
Wells C. Robert N-00289 N.2-770 
Wells Daniel 1791 N.2-21110 
Wells Jeff 1275 N.2-20731 
Wells Jeff N-12411 N.2-13079 
Wells Kyle 772 N.2-20367 
Wells Kyle N-11693 N.2-12361 
Wells Kyle N-11861 N.2-12529 
Wells Kyle N-11943 N.2-12611 
Wells Kyle N-11973 N.2-12641 
Wells Kyle N-12028 N.2-12696 
Wells Kyle N-12071 N.2-12739 
Wells Trish 782 N.2-20374 
Welsh Enrique W-VV-101 N.2-287 
Wendt Michael N-11572 N.2-12240 
Wendt Michael N-11866 N.2-12534 
Wengeler Alex N-08725 N.2-9361 
Wenig Matt N-08348 N.2-8978 
Werning Dirk N-16416 N.2-17133 
West Corey N-18761 N.2-19718 
West Michael N-11573 N.2-12241 
West Mike N-11709 N.2-12377 
Westbrook John 2220 N.2-21524 
Westbrook John 2221 N.2-21525 
Westbrook Norma 1487 N.2-20858 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-433  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Westbrook Norma 1710 N.2-21049 
Westbrook Norma 1711 N.2-21050 
Westbrook Norma 2223 N.2-21526 
Westcott Brandon 1267 N.2-20724 
Weston David N-17611 N.2-18337 
Westover Kristina 1032 N.2-20537 
Westover Steve 1030 N.2-20535 
Wetter Reed N-15795 N.2-16511 
Whalley Chris W-VV-075 N.2-261 
Wheeler Brad N-02164 N.2-2715 
Whelchel Bryce N-00382 N.2-897 
Whelchel John N-00383 N.2-898 
Whiston Frank 1518 N.2-20880 
Whitaker Bryan N-03376 N.2-3928 
White Charlene 865 N.2-20426 
White Chris 100 N.2-19951 
White Christopher 1916 N.2-21236 
White Farrell N-17313 N.2-18031 
White Farrell N-17497 N.2-18222 
White Gary & Mary N-00432 N.2-981 
White Larry 868 N.2-20428 
White Michael N-14359 N.2-15071 
White Richard N-16761 N.2-17478 
White Richard N-16787 N.2-17504 
White Richard N-16884 N.2-17601 
White Richard N-16912 N.2-17629 
White Richard N-16951 N.2-17668 
White Richard N-16997 N.2-17714 
White Richard N-17054 N.2-17771 
White Richard N-17124 N.2-17841 
White Richard N-17140 N.2-17857 
White Steven N-02000 N.2-2551 
White Steven N-02460 N.2-3011 
White Thomas N-08353 N.2-8983 
White Thomas N-08721 N.2-9357 
White  Joe N-17057 N.2-17774 
White Eagle Carlos N-00028 N.2-466 
White Eagle Christy N-00026 N.2-464 
Whitehead Mike N-18291 N.2-19025 
Whitford Brian 442 N.2-20165 
Whitford Brian N-01883 N.2-2432 
Whitford Brian N-01911 N.2-2460 
Whitford Brian N-01987 N.2-2538 
Whitford Brian N-02039 N.2-2590 
Whitford Brian N-02075 N.2-2626 
Whitford Brian N-02090 N.2-2641 
Whitford Brian N-02119 N.2-2670 
Whitford Brian N-02149 N.2-2700 
Whitford Brian N-02195 N.2-2746 
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Whitford Brian N-02221 N.2-2772 
Whitford Brian N-02259 N.2-2810 
Whitford Brian N-02283 N.2-2834 
Whitford Brian N-02306 N.2-2857 
Whitford Brian N-02346 N.2-2897 
Whitford Brian N-02365 N.2-2916 
Whitford Brian N-02404 N.2-2955 
Whitford Brian N-02405 N.2-2956 
Whitford Brian N-02434 N.2-2985 
Whitford Brian N-02488 N.2-3039 
Whitford Brian N-02521 N.2-3072 
Whitford Brian N-02533 N.2-3084 
Whitford Brian N-02576 N.2-3127 
Whitford Brian N-02584 N.2-3135 
Whitford Brian N-02627 N.2-3179 
Whitford Brian N-02652 N.2-3204 
Whitford Brian N-02673 N.2-3225 
Whitford Brian N-02695 N.2-3247 
Whitford Brian N-02716 N.2-3268 
Whitford Brian N-07350 N.2-7980 
Whitley Matthew N-02738 N.2-3290 
Whitley Matthew N-02746 N.2-3298 
Whitley Matthew N-02747 N.2-3299 
Whitley Matthew N-02787 N.2-3339 
Whitley Matthew N-02821 N.2-3373 
Whitley Matthew N-02848 N.2-3400 
Whitley Matthew N-02885 N.2-3437 
Whitley Matthew N-02932 N.2-3484 
Whitley Matthew N-02967 N.2-3519 
Whitley Matthew N-02992 N.2-3544 
Whitley Matthew N-03017 N.2-3569 
Whitley Matthew N-03041 N.2-3593 
Whitley Matthew N-03074 N.2-3626 
Whitley Matthew N-03104 N.2-3656 
Whitley Matthew N-03117 N.2-3669 
Whitley Matthew N-03137 N.2-3689 
Whitley Matthew N-03159 N.2-3711 
Whitley Matthew N-03179 N.2-3731 
Whitley Matthew N-03195 N.2-3747 
Whitley Matthew N-03220 N.2-3772 
Whitley Matthew N-03231 N.2-3783 
Whitley Matthew N-03254 N.2-3806 
Whitley Matthew N-03274 N.2-3826 
Whitley Matthew N-03291 N.2-3843 
Whitley Matthew N-03302 N.2-3854 
Whitley Matthew N-03312 N.2-3864 
Whitley Matthew N-03323 N.2-3875 
Whitley Matthew N-03340 N.2-3892 
Whitley Matthew N-03389 N.2-3941 
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Whitlock Cary N-05445 N.2-6042 
Whitman Michael 1377 N.2-20797 
Whitt Lester N-15229 N.2-15943 
Whitt Lester N-15264 N.2-15978 
Whitt Lester N-15284 N.2-15998 
Whitt Lester N-15309 N.2-16023 
Whitt Lester N-15398 N.2-16113 
Whitt Lester N-15451 N.2-16167 
Whitt Lester N-15574 N.2-16290 
Whitt Lester N-15668 N.2-16384 
Whittington Alec N-17485 N.2-18210 
Whittington Michael 1140 N.2-20613 
Whittington Michael 1212 N.2-20674 
Whittington Michael 1236 N.2-20695 
Whittington Michael 1238 N.2-20697 
Wiaderski Derick N-16322 N.2-17039 
Wiebe Adam N-07570 N.2-8200 
Wiebe Adam N-07718 N.2-8348 
Wiebe Adam N-07752 N.2-8382 
Wiebe Adam N-07782 N.2-8412 
Wiebe Adam N-07931 N.2-8561 
Wiebe Adam N-08017 N.2-8647 
Wiebe Adam N-08109 N.2-8739 
Wiebe Adam N-08170 N.2-8800 
Wiebe Adam N-08200 N.2-8830 
Wiechert Don W-JT-026 N.2-26 
Wiegman Adam N-09001 N.2-9638 
Wiegman Adam N-09120 N.2-9758 
Wiegman Adam N-09136 N.2-9774 
Wiegmann Adam N-01879 N.2-2428 
Wiegmann Adam N-01908 N.2-2457 
Wiegmann Adam N-02035 N.2-2586 
Wiegmann Adam N-02072 N.2-2623 
Wiegmann Adam N-02147 N.2-2698 
Wiegmann Adam N-02192 N.2-2743 
Wiegmann Adam N-02255 N.2-2806 
Wiegmann Adam N-02341 N.2-2892 
Wiegmann Adam N-02367 N.2-2918 
Wiegmann Adam N-02435 N.2-2986 
Wiegmann Adam N-02536 N.2-3087 
Wiegmann Adam N-02587 N.2-3138 
Wiegmann Adam N-02728 N.2-3280 
Wiegmann Adam N-05478 N.2-6075 
Wiegmann Adam N-05566 N.2-6165 
Wiegmann Adam N-05567 N.2-6166 
Wiegmann Adam N-05620 N.2-6220 
Wiegmann Adam N-05628 N.2-6228 
Wiegmann Adam N-05629 N.2-6229 
Wiegmann Adam N-05632 N.2-6233 
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Wiegmann Adam N-05633 N.2-6234 
Wiegmann Adam N-05634 N.2-6235 
Wiegmann Adam N-05635 N.2-6236 
Wiegmann Adam N-05636 N.2-6237 
Wiegmann Adam N-05638 N.2-6239 
Wiegmann Adam N-05639 N.2-6240 
Wiegmann Adam N-05641 N.2-6242 
Wiegmann Adam N-05646 N.2-6247 
Wiegmann Adam N-05648 N.2-6249 
Wiegmann Adam N-06576 N.2-7195 
Wiegmann Adam N-08410 N.2-9040 
Wiegmann Adam N-08640 N.2-9276 
Wiegmann Adam N-10375 N.2-11017 
Wiegmann Adam N-10378 N.2-11020 
Wiegmann Adam N-10524 N.2-11178 
Wiegmann Adam N-10569 N.2-11225 
Wiegmann Adam N-10587 N.2-11244 
Wiegmann Adam N-10653 N.2-11314 
Wiegmann Adam N-10673 N.2-11334 
Wiegmann Adam N-10690 N.2-11351 
Wiegmann Adam N-11534 N.2-12202 
Wiegmann Adam N-11535 N.2-12203 
Wiegmann Adam N-11630 N.2-12298 
Wiegmann Adam N-11649 N.2-12317 
Wiegmann Adam N-11706 N.2-12374 
Wiegmann Adam N-11740 N.2-12408 
Wiegmann Adam N-11771 N.2-12439 
Wiegmann Adam N-11820 N.2-12488 
Wiegmann Adam N-11900 N.2-12568 
Wiegmann Adam N-11955 N.2-12623 
Wiegmann Adam N-12494 N.2-13162 
Wiegmann Adam N-12510 N.2-13178 
Wiegmann Adam N-12550 N.2-13220 
Wiegmann Adam N-12600 N.2-13272 
Wiegmann Adam N-12638 N.2-13312 
Wiegmann Adam N-12672 N.2-13347 
Wiegmann Adam N-12697 N.2-13373 
Wiegmann Adam N-12766 N.2-13451 
Wiegmann Adam N-12768 N.2-13453 
Wiegmann Adam N-13158 N.2-13864 
Wiegmann Adam N-13179 N.2-13886 
Wiegmann Adam N-13196 N.2-13904 
Wiegmann Adam N-13218 N.2-13927 
Wiegmann Adam N-15945 N.2-16662 
Wiegmann Adam N-16370 N.2-17087 
Wiegmann Adam N-16440 N.2-17157 
Wiegmann Adam N-18257 N.2-18991 
Wiegmann Adam N-18357 N.2-19091 
Wiegmann Richard N-18073 N.2-18807 
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Wienke Jesse N-02995 N.2-3547 
Wier Benjamin N-10736 N.2-11402 
Wier Benjamin N-10834 N.2-11501 
Wier Benjamin N-10858 N.2-11525 
Wier Benjamin N-14605 N.2-15318 
Wier Benjamin N-14631 N.2-15344 
Wier Benjamin N-14678 N.2-15391 
Wier Benjamin N-14729 N.2-15442 
Wier Benjamin N-14802 N.2-15515 
Wier Benjamin N-14860 N.2-15573 
Wier Benjamin N-14990 N.2-15704 
Wier Benjamin N-15033 N.2-15747 
Wiesman Brett N-07725 N.2-8355 
Wiesman Brett N-07785 N.2-8415 
Wiesman Brett N-07866 N.2-8496 
Wiesman Brett N-07971 N.2-8601 
Wigham William N-07793 N.2-8423 
Wikle James 2259 N.2-21564 
Wiley GJ N-05060 N.2-5647 
Wilken Matt 744 N.2-20350 
Wilken Matthew N-00642 N.2-1191 
Wilken Matthew N-00701 N.2-1250 
Wilken Matthew N-00853 N.2-1402 
Wilken Matthew N-00953 N.2-1502 
Wilken Matthew N-01332 N.2-1881 
Wilken Matthew N-01528 N.2-2077 
Wilken Matthew N-01628 N.2-2177 
Wilken Matthew N-01749 N.2-2298 
Wilken Matthew N-01862 N.2-2411 
Wilkerson Elizabeth N-00059 N.2-500 
Wilkerson Yvonne N-00058 N.2-499 
Wilkie Jason N-15275 N.2-15989 
Wilkie Jason N-15420 N.2-16136 
Willey Christian N-00778 N.2-1327 
Willey Christian N-01038 N.2-1587 
Willgues Linda 1735 N.2-21070 
Willgues Linda 1737 N.2-21071 
William John N-18195 N.2-18929 
Williams  John N-18462 N.2-19196 
Williams Ben 1987 N.2-21299 
Williams Brady 260 N.2-20054 
Williams Brady N-00984 N.2-1533 
Williams Brady N-01106 N.2-1655 
Williams Brady N-01264 N.2-1813 
Williams Brady N-05173 N.2-5763 
Williams Christopher N-00251 N.2-701 
Williams Craig 209 N.2-20021 
Williams Dave 948 N.2-20474 
Williams Douglas N-07187 N.2-7817 
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Williams Fred 513 N.2-20211 
Williams Jason N-17204 N.2-17922 
Williams Jason N-17243 N.2-17961 
Williams Jason N-17268 N.2-17986 
Williams Jason N-17312 N.2-18030 
Williams Jason N-17346 N.2-18065 
Williams Jason N-17351 N.2-18070 
Williams Jason N-17400 N.2-18122 
Williams Jason N-17405 N.2-18127 
Williams Jason N-17477 N.2-18202 
Williams Jason N-17495 N.2-18220 
Williams Jason N-17535 N.2-18260 
Williams Jason N-17606 N.2-18332 
Williams Jason N-17649 N.2-18375 
Williams Jason N-17650 N.2-18376 
Williams Jason N-17673 N.2-18401 
Williams Jason N-17696 N.2-18424 
Williams Jason N-17718 N.2-18446 
Williams Jason N-17749 N.2-18478 
Williams Jason N-17785 N.2-18514 
Williams Jason N-17810 N.2-18539 
Williams Jason N-17823 N.2-18552 
Williams Jason N-17857 N.2-18586 
Williams Jason N-17931 N.2-18662 
Williams Jason N-17967 N.2-18700 
Williams Jason N-18603 N.2-19337 
Williams Jason N-18625 N.2-19360 
Williams Jason N-18646 N.2-19381 
Williams John N-06246 N.2-6850 
Williams John N-17981 N.2-18715 
Williams John N-18003 N.2-18737 
Williams John N-18017 N.2-18751 
Williams John N-18032 N.2-18766 
Williams John N-18048 N.2-18782 
Williams John N-18056 N.2-18790 
Williams John N-18065 N.2-18799 
Williams John N-18102 N.2-18836 
Williams John N-18116 N.2-18850 
Williams John N-18122 N.2-18856 
Williams John N-18147 N.2-18881 
Williams John N-18172 N.2-18906 
Williams John N-18196 N.2-18930 
Williams John N-18226 N.2-18960 
Williams John N-18252 N.2-18986 
Williams John N-18299 N.2-19033 
Williams John N-18379 N.2-19113 
Williams John N-18393 N.2-19127 
Williams John N-18410 N.2-19144 
Williams John N-18432 N.2-19166 
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Williams John N-18483 N.2-19217 
Williams John N-18500 N.2-19234 
Williams John N-18551 N.2-19285 
Williams John N-18587 N.2-19321 
Williams Justin N-02864 N.2-3416 
Williams Justin N-05740 N.2-6341 
Williams Justin N-05992 N.2-6595 
Williams Justin N-06135 N.2-6738 
Williams Richard 828 N.2-20406 
Williams Robert N-08589 N.2-9225 
Williams Ryan N-16763 N.2-17480 
Williams Todd N-02509 N.2-3060 
Williams  Robert N-08358 N.2-8988 
Williamson John 1049 N.2-20548 
WIlliamson John 2047 N.2-21359 
Willingmyre Thomas N-11099 N.2-11767 
Willingmyre Thomas N-11100 N.2-11768 
Willis Brant N-01901 N.2-2450 
Willis Brant N-01966 N.2-2517 
Willis Brant N-02622 N.2-3174 
Willis Brant N-12389 N.2-13057 
Willis Tom 1775 N.2-21095 
Willis Tom N-13315 N.2-14024 
Willis Tom N-13604 N.2-14313 
Willmore Alex N-09245 N.2-9885 
Wills John N-06293 N.2-6899 
Wills John N-06294 N.2-6900 
Wilma Kline 1251 N.2-20707 
Wilson Aaron N-06596 N.2-7216 
Wilson Bach N-06181 N.2-6784 
Wilson Bach N-14264 N.2-14975 
Wilson Bach N-17208 N.2-17926 
Wilson Bach N-17246 N.2-17964 
Wilson Bach N-17271 N.2-17989 
Wilson Bach N-17320 N.2-18038 
Wilson Bach N-17348 N.2-18067 
Wilson Bach N-17358 N.2-18077 
Wilson Bach N-17409 N.2-18131 
Wilson Bach N-17431 N.2-18154 
Wilson Bach N-17442 N.2-18166 
Wilson Bach N-17499 N.2-18224 
Wilson Bach N-17521 N.2-18246 
Wilson Bach N-17563 N.2-18288 
Wilson Bach N-17691 N.2-18419 
Wilson Bach N-17692 N.2-18420 
Wilson Bach N-17710 N.2-18438 
Wilson Bach N-17746 N.2-18475 
Wilson Bach N-17772 N.2-18501 
Wilson Bach N-17773 N.2-18502 



Appendix N - Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 

 N.1-440  

Table N-2.  Comment Directory 
Last Name First Name Comment ID Page # 
Wilson Bach N-17782 N.2-18511 
Wilson Bach N-17807 N.2-18536 
Wilson Bach N-17834 N.2-18563 
Wilson Bach N-17854 N.2-18583 
Wilson Bach N-17900 N.2-18630 
Wilson Bach N-17929 N.2-18660 
Wilson Bach N-17944 N.2-18676 
Wilson Bach N-18601 N.2-19335 
Wilson Bach N-18624 N.2-19359 
Wilson Bach N-18644 N.2-19379 
Wilson Dennis N-12373 N.2-13041 
Wilson Dennis N-12421 N.2-13089 
Wilson Dennis N-12942 N.2-13646 
Wilson Eric 1776 N.2-21096 
Wilson Greg N-05724 N.2-6325 
Wilson Greg N-05923 N.2-6525 
Wilson Greg N-06019 N.2-6622 
Wilson Greg N-06117 N.2-6720 
Wilson Jason N-08519 N.2-9155 
Wilson Jason N-08610 N.2-9246 
Wilson Jason N-08636 N.2-9272 
Wilson Jason N-08880 N.2-9516 
Wilson Richard N-02722 N.2-3274 
Wilson Richard N-02906 N.2-3458 
Wilson Richard N-03147 N.2-3699 
Wilson Richard N-04253 N.2-4815 
Wilson Richard N-04290 N.2-4853 
Wilson Richard N-04974 N.2-5560 
Wilson Richard N-06182 N.2-6785 
Wilson Richard N-06267 N.2-6872 
Wilson Richard N-06508 N.2-7126 
Wilson Richard N-06982 N.2-7611 
Wilson Richard N-08558 N.2-9194 
Wilson Richard N-08888 N.2-9525 
Wilson Richard N-09768 N.2-10408 
Wilson Richard N-09791 N.2-10431 
Wilson Richard N-10293 N.2-10933 
Wilson Richard N-10352 N.2-10992 
Wilson Richard N-11710 N.2-12378 
Wilson Richard N-16779 N.2-17496 
Wilson Richard N-17862 N.2-18591 
Wilson Richard N-18024 N.2-18758 
Wilson Richard N-18608 N.2-19343 
Wilson Shannon N-07294 N.2-7924 
Wilson Sheila N-13323 N.2-14032 
Wilson Shelia N-13320 N.2-14029 
Wilson Shelia N-13322 N.2-14031 
Wilson Tanya N-18657 N.2-19403 
Wilson Thomas N-06331 N.2-6937 
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Wilson Thomas N-07736 N.2-8366 
Wilson Thomas N-08040 N.2-8670 
Wilson  Jeremy N-18715 N.2-19552 
Win Henry 716 N.2-20334 
Winchester Nick N-14868 N.2-15581 
Wind Henry N-08796 N.2-9432 
Wind Henry N-09075 N.2-9713 
Windust Dusty N-04937 N.2-5523 
Windust Dusty N-05005 N.2-5591 
Windust Dusty N-05032 N.2-5618 
Windust Dusty N-05054 N.2-5640 
Windust Dusty N-05078 N.2-5666 
Windust Dusty N-05093 N.2-5681 
Windust Dusty N-05166 N.2-5756 
Windust Dusty N-05179 N.2-5769 
Windust Dusty N-05202 N.2-5792 
Windust Dusty N-05257 N.2-5848 
Windust Dusty N-05258 N.2-5849 
Windust Dusty N-05285 N.2-5876 
Windust Dusty N-05314 N.2-5910 
Windust Dusty N-05403 N.2-6000 
Windust Dusty N-05412 N.2-6009 
Windust Dusty N-05484 N.2-6081 
Windust Dusty N-05510 N.2-6107 
Windust Frank N-08374 N.2-9004 
Windust Frank N-16526 N.2-17243 
Windust Frank N-16540 N.2-17257 
Windust Frank N-16554 N.2-17271 
Windust Frank N-16561 N.2-17278 
Windust Frank N-16580 N.2-17297 
Windust Frank N-16594 N.2-17311 
Windust Frank N-16628 N.2-17345 
Windust Frank N-16644 N.2-17361 
Windust Frank N-16658 N.2-17375 
Windust Frank N-16675 N.2-17392 
Windust Frank N-16701 N.2-17418 
Windust Frank N-16742 N.2-17459 
Windust Frank N-16789 N.2-17506 
Windust Frank N-16817 N.2-17534 
Windust Frank N-16855 N.2-17572 
Windust Frank N-16880 N.2-17597 
Windust Frank N-16906 N.2-17623 
Windust Frank N-16986 N.2-17703 
Windust Frank N-17024 N.2-17741 
Windust Frank N-17029 N.2-17746 
Windust Frank N-17050 N.2-17767 
Windust Frank N-17088 N.2-17805 
Windust Frank N-17137 N.2-17854 
Windust Frank N-17153 N.2-17870 
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Wing Frederick 2006 N.2-21316 
Wingard Bror N-17213 N.2-17931 
Wingerning Daniel N-05397 N.2-5994 
Winget Sam 96 N.2-19948 
Winograd Tal N-09182 N.2-9822 
Winograd Tal N-09352 N.2-9992 
Winsor H. Scott N-02005 N.2-2556 
Winsor Scott N-02499 N.2-3050 
Winter Chris 1846 N.2-21167 
Winters Corey 1206 N.2-20669 
Wintz Donald 1837 N.2-21158 
Wintz Donald N-07047 N.2-7677 
Winzenried Joey N-09230 N.2-9870 
Winzenried Joseph 357 N.2-20114 
Wirt Rob 1908 N.2-21228 
Wiser Anthony N-01993 N.2-2544 
Witcraft David N-04729 N.2-5307 
Withers Joel 813 N.2-20396 
Withers Joel N-02952 N.2-3504 
Withers Joel N-03225 N.2-3777 
Withers Joel N-03370 N.2-3922 
Withers Joel N-14443 N.2-15155 
Witteman Linda 2013 N.2-21323 
Witteman Steve 2014 N.2-21324 
Wohlers Richard W-VV-173 N.2-359 
Wohlers Richard W-VV-174 N.2-360 
Wolfe Thomas N-05263 N.2-5854 
Wolfe Thomas N-05469 N.2-6066 
Wong Kenneth N-02041 N.2-2592 
Wood Benjamin 350 N.2-20110 
Wood Benjamin 351 N.2-20111 
Wood Dave 2302 N.2-21619 
Wood Emmett N-01798 N.2-2347 
Wood Gerald N-01968 N.2-2519 
Wood Hank N-01456 N.2-2005 
Wood John N-00860 N.2-1409 
Wood Jordan N-01337 N.2-1886 
Wood Kevin N-12069 N.2-12737 
Wood Logan N-06255 N.2-6860 
Wood Mary 2253 N.2-21558 
Wood Waylon N-00564 N.2-1113 
Wood William 1285 N.2-20739 
Woodard Brent 591 N.2-20257 
Woodard Brian 228 N.2-20033 
Woodland William 723 N.2-20337 
Woodland William N-02802 N.2-3354 
Woodland William N-02860 N.2-3412 
Woodland William R. N-02978 N.2-3530 
Woodland William R. N-03051 N.2-3603 
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Woodland William R. N-03088 N.2-3640 
Woodland William R. N-03204 N.2-3756 
Woodland William R. N-03406 N.2-3958 
Woodland William R. N-03408 N.2-3960 
Woodmass John N-02757 N.2-3309 
Woodmass John N-02758 N.2-3310 
Woodmass John N-02801 N.2-3353 
Woodmass John N-02833 N.2-3385 
Woodmass John N-02859 N.2-3411 
Woodmass John N-02903 N.2-3455 
Woodmass John N-02943 N.2-3495 
Woodmass John N-02977 N.2-3529 
Woodmass John N-03005 N.2-3557 
Woodmass John N-03026 N.2-3578 
Woodmass John N-03050 N.2-3602 
Woodmass John N-03087 N.2-3639 
Woodmass John N-03112 N.2-3664 
Woodmass John N-03128 N.2-3680 
Woodmass John N-03145 N.2-3697 
Woodmass John N-03169 N.2-3721 
Woodmass John N-03185 N.2-3737 
Woodmass John N-03203 N.2-3755 
Woodmass John N-03210 N.2-3762 
Woodmass John N-03238 N.2-3790 
Woodmass John N-03246 N.2-3798 
Woodmass John N-03263 N.2-3815 
Woodmass John N-03285 N.2-3837 
Woodmass John N-03296 N.2-3848 
Woodmass John N-03307 N.2-3859 
Woodmass John N-03328 N.2-3880 
Woodmass John N-03348 N.2-3900 
Woodmass John N-03405 N.2-3957 
Woodmass John N-07566 N.2-8196 
Woodmass John N-07601 N.2-8231 
Woodmass John N-07616 N.2-8246 
Woodmass John N-07634 N.2-8264 
Woodmass John N-07746 N.2-8376 
Woodmass John N-07903 N.2-8533 
Woodmass John N-07954 N.2-8584 
Woodmass John N-08003 N.2-8633 
Woodmass John N-08005 N.2-8635 
Woodmass John N-08010 N.2-8640 
Woodmass John N-08080 N.2-8710 
Woodmass John N-08103 N.2-8733 
Woodmass John N-08136 N.2-8766 
Woodmass John N-08163 N.2-8793 
Woodmass John N-08168 N.2-8798 
Woodmass John N-08254 N.2-8884 
Woodmass John N-08259 N.2-8889 
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Woodmass John N-08277 N.2-8907 
Woodmass John N-09137 N.2-9775 
Woodmass John N-09897 N.2-10537 
Woodmass John N-14008 N.2-14717 
Woodmass John N-14046 N.2-14755 
Woodmass John N-14111 N.2-14821 
Woodmass John N-14226 N.2-14936 
Woodmass John N-14297 N.2-15008 
Woodmass John N-14452 N.2-15164 
Woodmass John N-14477 N.2-15190 
Woodmass John N-14499 N.2-15212 
Woodmass John N-14540 N.2-15253 
Woodmass John N-15806 N.2-16522 
Woodrome William N-08352 N.2-8982 
Woodruff Marc N-02887 N.2-3439 
Woodruff Marc  N-03072 N.2-3624 
Woods Brandon N-16717 N.2-17434 
Woods Brett N-11585 N.2-12253 
Woods John 2331 N.2-21698 
Woods Thomas N-18653 N.2-19394 
Woolworth Charles N-01048 N.2-1597 
Wooten Daniel N-15202 N.2-15916 
Wooten Daniel N-15389 N.2-16104 
Wootton Louise 1882 N.2-21205 
Worcester Cameron N-00079 N.2-520 
Wreesman Jacob 2184 N.2-21473 
Wreesman Jacob 2185 N.2-21474 
Wreesman Jake N-02985 N.2-3537 
Wright Ethan N-14247 N.2-14957 
Wright Ethan N-14435 N.2-15147 
Wright Ethan N-15830 N.2-16547 
Wright Harold N-04540 N.2-5112 
Wright Harold N-04647 N.2-5223 
Wright Jacob N-00561 N.2-1110 
Wright Jacob N-00647 N.2-1196 
Wright Jacob N-00708 N.2-1257 
Wright Jacob N-01531 N.2-2080 
Wright Jake 1410 N.2-20814 
Wright Jeff 1058 N.2-20555 
Wright Michael 132 N.2-19975 
Wright Randy N-13985 N.2-14694 
Wright Randy N-14006 N.2-14715 
Wright Randy N-14027 N.2-14736 
Wright Randy N-14044 N.2-14753 
Wright Randy N-14069 N.2-14778 
Wright Randy N-14080 N.2-14789 
Wright Randy N-14110 N.2-14820 
Wright Randy N-14131 N.2-14841 
Wright Randy N-14151 N.2-14861 
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Wright Randy N-14170 N.2-14880 
Wright Randy N-14198 N.2-14908 
Wright Randy N-14224 N.2-14934 
Wright Randy N-14262 N.2-14973 
Wright Randy N-14294 N.2-15005 
Wright Randy N-14323 N.2-15034 
Wright Randy N-14324 N.2-15035 
Wright Randy N-14348 N.2-15060 
Wright Randy N-14390 N.2-15102 
Wright Randy N-14437 N.2-15149 
Wright Randy N-14470 N.2-15183 
Wright Randy N-14493 N.2-15206 
Wright Randy N-14523 N.2-15236 
Wright Randy N-15708 N.2-16424 
Wright Randy N-15736 N.2-16452 
Wright Randy N-15760 N.2-16476 
Wright Randy N-15792 N.2-16508 
Wright Randy N-15832 N.2-16549 
Wright Steve N-00389 N.2-904 
Wubben Lindsay N-10374 N.2-11016 
Wubben Lindsay N-10376 N.2-11018 
Wubben Lindsay N-10406 N.2-11048 
Wubben Lindsay N-10495 N.2-11143 
Wubben Lindsay N-10549 N.2-11204 
Wubben Lindsay N-10568 N.2-11224 
Wubben Lindsay N-10589 N.2-11246 
Wubben Lindsay N-10654 N.2-11315 
Wubben Lindsay N-10674 N.2-11335 
Wubben Lindsay N-10688 N.2-11349 
Wubben Lindsay N-12495 N.2-13163 
Wubben Lindsay N-12509 N.2-13177 
Wubben Lindsay N-12549 N.2-13219 
Wubben Lindsay N-12599 N.2-13271 
Wubben Lindsay N-12621 N.2-13294 
Wubben Lindsay N-12645 N.2-13320 
Wubben Lindsay N-12691 N.2-13367 
Wubben Lindsay N-13157 N.2-13863 
Wubben Lindsay N-13177 N.2-13884 
Wubben Lindsay N-13195 N.2-13903 
Wubben Lindsay N-13219 N.2-13928 
Wubben Lindsay N-15946 N.2-16663 
Wubben Lindsay N-16105 N.2-16822 
Wubben Lindsay N-16369 N.2-17086 
Wubben Lindsay N-16441 N.2-17158 
Wubben Lindsay N-18071 N.2-18805 
Wubben Lindsay N-18348 N.2-19082 
Wukelich Keith 2270 N.2-21572 
Wyatt Terry 1360 N.2-20787 
Wyrembek Jerri N-00352 N.2-867 
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Wyrembek Kyle N-00353 N.2-868 
Wyrembek Terry N-00355 N.2-870 
Wyrembek Tina N-00354 N.2-869 
Wyrembek Valerie N-00346 N.2-861 
Yacubovich Paul N-01035 N.2-1584 
Yacubovich Paul N-01967 N.2-2518 
Yacubovich Paul N-05666 N.2-6267 
Yacubovich Paul N-05677 N.2-6278 
Yacubovich Paul N-05687 N.2-6288 
Yacubovich Paul N-05698 N.2-6299 
Yacubovich Paul N-05707 N.2-6308 
Yacubovich Paul N-05722 N.2-6323 
Yacubovich Paul N-05735 N.2-6336 
Yacubovich Paul N-05956 N.2-6558 
Yacubovich Paul N-06015 N.2-6618 
Yacubovich Paul N-06016 N.2-6619 
Yacubovich Paul N-06110 N.2-6713 
Yacubovich Paul N-06130 N.2-6733 
Yacubovich Paul N-10337 N.2-10977 
Yacubovich Paul N-13524 N.2-14233 
Yacubovich Paul N-13616 N.2-14325 
Yacubovich Paul N-13913 N.2-14622 
Yacubovich Paul N-13956 N.2-14665 
Yacubovich Paul N-16599 N.2-17316 
Yacubovich Paul N-16605 N.2-17322 
Yacubovich Paul N-16681 N.2-17398 
Yacubovich Paul N-16699 N.2-17416 
Yacubovich Paul N-16788 N.2-17505 
Yacubovich Paul N-16815 N.2-17532 
Yacubovich Paul N-16833 N.2-17550 
Yacubovich Paul N-16854 N.2-17571 
Yacubovich Paul N-16877 N.2-17594 
Yacubovich Paul N-16883 N.2-17600 
Yacubovich Paul N-16933 N.2-17650 
Yacubovich Paul N-16984 N.2-17701 
Yacubovich Paul N-17048 N.2-17765 
Yacubovich Paul N-17149 N.2-17866 
Yager Mike N-13717 N.2-14426 
Yager Mike N-13871 N.2-14580 
Yagid Paul N-08643 N.2-9279 
Yakel Joseph 1167 N.2-20633 
Yamauchi Jonathan N-03574 N.2-4126 
Yamauchi Jonathan N-17196 N.2-17914 
Yanna Jason N-09232 N.2-9872 
Yanna Jason N-09541 N.2-10181 
Yanna Jason N-10377 N.2-11019 
Yanna Jason N-10379 N.2-11021 
Yanna Jason N-10438 N.2-11081 
Yanna Jason N-10474 N.2-11120 
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Yanna Jason N-10501 N.2-11153 
Yanna Jason N-10534 N.2-11189 
Yanna Jason N-10571 N.2-11227 
Yanna Jason N-10630 N.2-11289 
Yanna Jason N-10697 N.2-11359 
Yanna Jason N-12492 N.2-13160 
Yanna Jason N-12551 N.2-13221 
Yanna Jason N-12573 N.2-13244 
Yanna Jason N-12588 N.2-13260 
Yanna Jason N-12608 N.2-13281 
Yanna Jason N-12680 N.2-13356 
Yanna Jason N-12744 N.2-13425 
Yanna Jason N-12804 N.2-13504 
Yanna Jason N-12805 N.2-13505 
Yanna Jason N-12813 N.2-13514 
Yanna Jason N-13156 N.2-13862 
Yanna Jason N-13178 N.2-13885 
Yanna Jason N-13220 N.2-13929 
Yanna Jason N-16030 N.2-16747 
Yanna Jason N-16082 N.2-16799 
Yanna Jason N-16144 N.2-16861 
Yanna Jason N-16233 N.2-16950 
Yanna Jason N-16264 N.2-16981 
Yanna Jason N-16303 N.2-17020 
Yanna Jason N-16573 N.2-17290 
Yanna Jason N-16865 N.2-17582 
Yanna Jason N-16957 N.2-17674 
Yarch Andrew N-02663 N.2-3215 
Yarch Andrew N-07952 N.2-8582 
Yarch Andrew N-07990 N.2-8620 
Yarnall Kenny N-02006 N.2-2557 
Yash Thomas N-03091 N.2-3643 
Yates Mike N-05391 N.2-5988 
Yeager Steve 346 N.2-20108 
Yeamans Richard 687 N.2-20314 
Yeatts Michael N-02853 N.2-3405 
Yeatts Michael N-02956 N.2-3508 
Yeatts Michael N-03034 N.2-3586 
Yeatts Michael N-03063 N.2-3615 
Yeatts Michael N-03191 N.2-3743 
Yeoman Linda 1700 N.2-21040 
York Derek N-06384 N.2-6991 
York scott 484 N.2-20192 
York Scott N-07127 N.2-7757 
York Scott N-07290 N.2-7920 
York Stacy 646 N.2-20288 
Young Aaron N-18088 N.2-18822 
Young Aaron N-18283 N.2-19017 
Young Aaron N-18368 N.2-19102 
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Young Aaron N-18535 N.2-19269 
Youngs Kurt N-10421 N.2-11064 
Youngs Kurt N-10676 N.2-11337 
Zagala David N-11864 N.2-12532 
Zaiden Jerry N-13343 N.2-14052 
Zaiden Jerry N-13575 N.2-14284 
Zaiden Jerry N-13835 N.2-14544 
Zanaria Enea 697 N.2-20321 
Zarb Edward N-05134 N.2-5724 
Zavala Raul N-00027 N.2-465 
Zeber Jeff N-11894 N.2-12562 
Zeilinger Ryan 117 N.2-19964 
Zeilinger Ryan N-07054 N.2-7684 
Zengler William 1757 N.2-21083 
Zentz Zachary N-02929 N.2-3481 
Zerblis John N-02889 N.2-3441 
Zerblis John N-03075 N.2-3627 
Zhmendak William N-00454 N.2-1003 
Zhmendak William N-00499 N.2-1048 
Zhmendak William N-00551 N.2-1100 
Zhmendak William N-00633 N.2-1182 
Zhmendak William N-00692 N.2-1241 
Zhmendak William N-00735 N.2-1284 
Zhmendak William N-00788 N.2-1337 
Zhmendak William N-00841 N.2-1390 
Zhmendak William N-00896 N.2-1445 
Zhmendak William N-00940 N.2-1489 
Zhmendak William N-01051 N.2-1600 
Zhmendak William N-01125 N.2-1674 
Zhmendak William N-01181 N.2-1730 
Zhmendak William N-01230 N.2-1779 
Zhmendak William N-01245 N.2-1794 
Zhmendak William N-01324 N.2-1873 
Zhmendak William N-01382 N.2-1931 
Zhmendak William N-01384 N.2-1933 
Zhmendak William N-01448 N.2-1997 
Zhmendak William N-01509 N.2-2058 
Zhmendak William N-01581 N.2-2130 
Zhmendak William N-01622 N.2-2171 
Zhmendak William N-01662 N.2-2211 
Zhmendak William N-01711 N.2-2260 
Zhmendak William N-01741 N.2-2290 
Zhmendak William N-01779 N.2-2328 
Zhmendak William N-01817 N.2-2366 
Zhmendak William N-01860 N.2-2409 
Zielinski Bradford N-13886 N.2-14595 
Zumwalt Gregg N-12054 N.2-12722 
Zuzich Matt 667 N.2-20303 
Zwald Ryan N-08424 N.2-9060 
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Zwald Ryan N-08521 N.2-9157 
Zwald Ryan N-08620 N.2-9256 
Zweld Ryan N-08839 N.2-9475 
  Mike N-12751 N.2-13433 
  Thomas W-VV-013 N.2-199 
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Comment ID:  W-JT-001 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-001: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The EIS also evaluates biological resources, 
including the desert tortoise, under each of the action alternatives 
(refer to Section 4.10 of the EIS).  

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a series of 
communication and notification procedures (modeled after BLM’s 
management plan for Johnson Valley) that would be implemented to 
increase public awareness, as well as pre- and post-exercise range 
control and management procedures that would enhance public 
safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment W-JT-002: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-3 

Comment ID:  W-JT-003 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-003: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.  

As discussed in the EIS, implementation of the proposed action is 
likely to result in an increase in illegal riding (refer to Section 4.2).  
The proposed action includes implementation of several special 
conservation measures (refer to Section 4.2.2.1) designed to reduce 
these potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level.  
Additional information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use 
has been added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-4 

Comment ID:  W-JT-004 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-004: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 
3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the current Combat 
Center without needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this 
alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-5 

Comment ID:  W-JT-005 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-005: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-6 

Comment ID:  W-JT-006 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-006: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-7 

Comment ID:  W-JT-007 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-007: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-8 

Comment ID:  W-JT-008 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-008: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-9 

Comment ID:  W-JT-009 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-009: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of the affected airspace with respect to the local aviation 
community and the EIS concludes that the acquisition of airspace 
proposed for each alternative would cause a significant impact to 
airspace.  As indicated in the EIS, no airspace decision has been or 
would be made before complete environmental review and 
consultation with the FAA, other stakeholders, and the public.  The 
Marine Corps is currently undergoing consultation with the FAA in 
regards to the proposed airspace.  Airspace dimensions, altitudes, 
and times required may change as this cooperative effort is 
conducted.  Please refer to Section 1.5.3.2 for information on the 
FAA airspace proposal process.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The analyses presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the 
impacts that reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would 
have on increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, 
as well as related impacts to other environmental resources.       

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-10 

Comment ID:  W-JT-010 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-010: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-11 

Comment ID:  W-JT-011 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-011: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-12 

Comment ID:  W-JT-012 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-012: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-13 

Comment ID:  W-JT-013 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-013: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-14 

Comment ID:  W-JT-014 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-014: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As discussed in the EIS, implementation of the proposed action is 
likely to result in an increase in illegal riding (refer to Section 4.2).  
The proposed action includes implementation of several special 
conservation measures (refer to Section 4.2.2.1) designed to reduce 
these potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level.  
Additional information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use 
has been added to Section 4.2. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-15 

Comment ID:  W-JT-015 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-015: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-16 

Comment ID:  W-JT-016 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-016: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-17 

Comment ID:  W-JT-017 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-017: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-18 

Comment ID:  W-JT-018 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-018: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
suggestions for project alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of 
the EIS, the Marine Corps considered these and other alternatives for 
the proposed action, including suggestions offered by members of 
the public during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several 
alternative scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed 
study (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF 
Training at other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not 
meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not 
satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands 
for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).   

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-19 

Comment ID:  W-JT-019 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-019: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-20 

Comment ID:  W-JT-020 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-020: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has determined that 
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public 
Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 10 
months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-21 

Comment ID:  W-JT-021 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-021: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-22 

Comment ID:  W-JT-022 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-022: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-23 

Comment ID:  W-JT-023 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-023: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has determined that 
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public 
Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 10 
months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.  

Exact timeframes will be determined and communicated to the 
public if Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected. Please see Section 2.5.4 of 
the EIS for a discussion of the proposed communication and 
notification procedures in regards to public access to the RPAA. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-24 

Comment ID:  W-JT-024 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-024: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has determined that 
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public 
Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 10 
months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action. Exact 
timeframes will be determined and communicated to the public if 
Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected. Please see Section 2.5.4 of the EIS 
for a discussion of the proposed communication and notification 
procedures in regards to public access to the RPAA. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-25 

Comment ID:  W-JT-025 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-025: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.  Please see Section 2.5.4 of the EIS for 
a discussion of the proposed communication and notification 
procedures in regards to public access to the RPAA. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-26 

Comment ID:  W-JT-026 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-026: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes. There is no requirement to use depleted 
uranium rounds in training.  

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-27 

Comment ID:  W-JT-027 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-027: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. As discussed in Section 4.1 
of the EIS there would be minimal (i.e., less than 10) or no relocation 
of residential and non-residential properties representing a less than 
significant impact. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-28 

Comment ID:  W-JT-028 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-028: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-29 

Comment ID:  W-JT-029 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-029: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-30 

Comment ID:  W-JT-030 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-030: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-31 

Comment ID:  W-JT-031 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-031: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. The Marine Corps understands the importance of 
Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant 
impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, 
many of the current recreational opportunities and uses would 
continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year.  

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. However, the 
Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

As discussed in the EIS, implementation of the proposed action is 
likely to result in an increase in illegal riding (see Section 4.2).  The 
proposed action includes implementation of several special 
conservation measures (see Section 4.2.2.1) designed to reduce these 
potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-32 

Comment ID:  W-JT-032 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-032: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-33 

Comment ID:  W-JT-033 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-033: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of the affected airspace with respect to the local aviation 
community and the EIS concludes that the acquisition of airspace 
proposed for each alternative would cause a significant impact to 
airspace.  As indicated in the Draft EIS, no airspace decision has 
been or would be made before complete environmental review and 
consultation with the FAA, other stakeholders, and the public.  The 
Marine Corps is currently undergoing consultation with the FAA in 
regards to the proposed airspace.  Airspace dimensions, altitudes, 
and times required may change as this cooperative effort is 
conducted.  Please refer to Section 1.5.3.2 for information on the 
FAA airspace proposal process.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. The Marine Corps understands the public’s 
concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for 
training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that 
would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a 
series of pre- and post-exercise range control and management 
procedures that would enhance public safety.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-34 

Comment ID:  W-JT-034 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-034: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-35 

Comment ID:  W-JT-035 (Page 1 of 4) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-JT-035 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.       

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be an 
increase in overflights and they would occur at lower altitudes than 
baseline conditions under each of the action alternatives. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-36 

Comment ID:  W-JT-035 (Page 2 of 4) Response to Comment W-JT-035 (Page 2 of 4): 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-37 

Comment ID:  W-JT-035 (Page 3 of 4) Response to Comment W-JT-035 (Page 3 of 4): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-38 

Comment ID:  W-JT-035 (Page 4 of 4) Response to Comment W-JT-035 (Page 4 of 4): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-39 

Comment ID:  W-JT-036 Response to Comment W-JT-036: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-40   

Comment ID:  W-ON-001 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-001: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces. Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
these and other alternatives for the proposed action, including 
suggestions offered by members of the public during the public 
scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were 
considered and eliminated from detailed study (including conducting 
the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in 
the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).   

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 
3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the current Combat 
Center without needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this 
alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-41   

Comment ID:  W-ON-002 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-002: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-42   

Comment ID:  W-ON-003 

 
 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-003: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. The Marine Corps 
does not have the authority to designate recreation lands as 
mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that impacts 
to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be significant and 
that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the impacts to below 
a level of significance. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-43   

Comment ID:  W-ON-004 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-004: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-44   

Comment ID:  W-ON-005 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-005: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-45   

Comment ID:  W-ON-006 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-006: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-46   

Comment ID:  W-ON-007 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-007: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-47   

Comment ID:  W-ON-008 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-008 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-48   

Comment ID:  W-ON-008 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-008 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-49   

Comment ID:  W-ON-009 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-009: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-50   

Comment ID:  W-ON-010 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-010: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-51   

Comment ID:  W-ON-011 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-011: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-52   

Comment ID:  W-ON-012 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-012: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley (including the Rock Pile) and during various portions of the 
year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-53   

Comment ID:  W-ON-013 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-013: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-54   

Comment ID:  W-ON-014 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-014: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-55   

Comment ID:  W-ON-015 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-015: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-56   

Comment ID:  W-ON-016 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-016: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Access to mining and other land holding will be determined on a 
case-by-case basis once an action alternative is selected (see Section 
2.6 of the EIS for more information).  The Marine Corps is currently 
undergoing consultation with the USFWS in regards to impacts to 
the desert tortoise and other wildlife species.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-57   

Comment ID:  W-ON-017 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-017: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The 
Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a series of 
communication and notification procedures (modeled after BLM’s 
management plan for Johnson Valley) that would be implemented to 
increase public awareness, as well as pre- and post-exercise range 
control and management procedures that would enhance public 
safety.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures 
that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the 
Restricted Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of 
the EIS). If acquired lands were transferred back to public domain, 
the Marine Corps would be required to comply with range closure 
procedures (USEPA 40 CFR Part 300), Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA), Base Realignment and Closure Policies (BRAC), 
Reporting Hazardous Substance Activity When Selling or 
Transferring Federal Real Property (40 CFR Part 373), and Defense 
Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) (10 USC 2701).  

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-58   

Comment ID:  W-ON-018 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-018: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact.   

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-59   

Comment ID:  W-ON-019 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-019: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-60   

Comment ID:  W-ON-020 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-020: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-61   

Comment ID:  W-ON-021 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-021: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-62   

Comment ID:  W-ON-022 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-022: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-63   

Comment ID:  W-ON-023 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-023: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-64   

Comment ID:  W-ON-024 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-024: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-65   

Comment ID:  W-ON-025 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-025: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-66   

Comment ID:  W-ON-026 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-026: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-67   

Comment ID:  W-ON-027 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-027: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-68   

Comment ID:  W-ON-028 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-028: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action. More 
specific information on timeframes and other aspects of management 
of the RPAA will be determined if Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected. 
Please see Section 2.5.4 of the EIS for a discussion of the proposed 
communication and notification procedures in regards to public 
access to the RPAA. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 
and involvement in the NEPA process.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-69   

Comment ID:  W-ON-029 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-029: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-70   

Comment ID:  W-ON-030 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-030: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-71   

Comment ID:  W-ON-031 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-031: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-72   

Comment ID:  W-ON-032 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-032: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-73   

Comment ID:  W-ON-033 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-033: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-74   

Comment ID:  W-ON-034 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-034: 

Thank you for your comment. During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-75   

Comment ID:  W-ON-035 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-035: 

Thank you for your comment. The acquisition study area boundaries 
in regards to the Johnson Valley OHV Area boundaries are shown on 
figures in Section 3.2 of the EIS, and in regards to other landmarks in 
Section 3.1 of the EIS as well as throughout figures found in Chapter 
3 of the EIS.  

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-76   

Comment ID:  W-ON-036 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-036: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-77   

Comment ID:  W-ON-037 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-037: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps does not have the 
authority to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed 
action.  The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all 
action alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation 
measures would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-78   

Comment ID:  W-ON-038 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-038: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-79   

Comment ID:  W-ON-039 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-039: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-80   

Comment ID:  W-ON-040 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-040: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps also understands the trend in availability of OHV 
land and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.   

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-81   

Comment ID:  W-ON-041 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-041: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-82   

Comment ID:  W-ON-042 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-042: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-83   

Comment ID:  W-ON-043 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-043: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-84   

Comment ID:  W-ON-044 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-044: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-85   

Comment ID:  W-ON-045 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-045: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-86   

Comment ID:  W-ON-046 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-046: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-87   

Comment ID:  W-ON-047 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-047: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, property values 
are not anticipated to decrease directly or indirectly from impacts of 
the proposed action. However, there is expected to be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent 
on limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts 
from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and 
film industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-88   

Comment ID:  W-ON-048 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-048: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-89   

Comment ID:  W-ON-049 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-049: 

Thank you for your comment. As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

  

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-90   

Comment ID:  W-ON-050 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-050: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-91   

Comment ID:  W-ON-051 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-051: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action. Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-92   

Comment ID:  W-ON-052 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-052: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-93   

Comment ID:  W-ON-053 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-053: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-94   

Comment ID:  W-ON-054 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-054: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-95   

Comment ID:  W-ON-055 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-055: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.       

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The EIS also evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is 
expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-96   

Comment ID:  W-ON-056 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-056: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-97   

Comment ID:  W-ON-057 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-057: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-98   

Comment ID:  W-ON-058 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-058: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-99   

Comment ID:  W-ON-059 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-059: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-100   

Comment ID:  W-ON-060 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-060: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-101   

Comment ID:  W-ON-061 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-061: 

Thank you for your comment. The best available information for the 
number of OHV recreational users and their spending patterns was 
identified and used as the basis for the analysis.   

The Marine Corps also understands the trend in availability of OHV 
land and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-102   

Comment ID:  W-ON-062 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-062: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-103   

Comment ID:  W-ON-063 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-063: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-104   

Comment ID:  W-ON-064 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-064: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-105   

Comment ID:  W-ON-065 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-065: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-106   

Comment ID:  W-ON-066 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-066: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-107   

Comment ID:  W-ON-067 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-067: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a series of 
communication and notification procedures (modeled after BLM’s 
management plan for Johnson Valley) that would be implemented to 
increase public awareness, as well as pre- and post-exercise range 
control and management procedures that would enhance public 
safety. If one of these alternatives is selected by the Department of 
the Navy and approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be 
required to implement the selected alternative as described in the 
Final EIS or they would be legally required to comply with the 
NEPA process to assess potential impacts of some other course of 
action.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-108   

Comment ID:  W-ON-068 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-068 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-109   

Comment ID:  W-ON-068 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-068 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-110   

Comment ID:  W-ON-069 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-069: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-111   

Comment ID:  W-ON-070 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-070: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-112   

Comment ID:  W-ON-071 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-071: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
these and other alternatives for the proposed action, including 
suggestions offered by members of the public during the public 
scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were 
considered and eliminated from detailed study because they did not 
meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not 
satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands 
for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).   

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-113   

Comment ID:  W-ON-072 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-072: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
these and other alternatives for the proposed action, including 
suggestions offered by members of the public during the public 
scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were 
considered and eliminated from detailed study because they did not 
meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not 
satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands 
for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-114   

Comment ID:  W-ON-073 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-073: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-115   

Comment ID:  W-ON-074 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-074: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-116   

Comment ID:  W-ON-075 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-075: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-117   

Comment ID:  W-ON-076 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-076: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-118   

Comment ID:  W-ON-077 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-077: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-119   

Comment ID:  W-ON-078 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-078: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-120   

Comment ID:  W-ON-079 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-079: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS have been revised to acknowledge 
the California 200 Memorial site and impacts to access of the site. 
Access to mining and other land holding will be determined on a 
case-by-case basis once an action alternative is selected (see Section 
2.6 of the EIS for more information).     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-121   

Comment ID:  W-ON-080 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-080: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-122   

Comment ID:  W-ON-081 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-081: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-123   

Comment ID:  W-ON-082 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-082: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-124   

Comment ID:  W-ON-083 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-083: 

Thank you for your comment. In general, federal agencies are not 
required to comply with CEQA.  The Marine Corps has met with the 
State of California to discuss CEQA requirements for state actions 
that could be undertaken following the project decision. State 
agencies are encouraged to use NEPA documents when such 
documents comply with CEQA. To the extent practicable, the EIS 
has incorporated CEQA requirements to allow state agencies to 
utilize the EIS analysis to support any future project-specific 
analyses that may be required by CEQA.  The CEQA requirement, 
though, applies to State agencies, not federal agencies. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-125   

Comment ID:  W-ON-084 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-084: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

As described in Section 4.12 of the EIS, the same programs and 
procedures that apply to current training activities to avoid and 
minimize impacts to soils at the Combat Center (e.g., tank traps, 
foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be filled and graded when 
training exercises are completed) would be extended to any lands 
acquired under the proposed action.  In addition, the Marine Corps  
proposed several measures that would be implemented under 
Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted Public Access Area 
for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-126   

Comment ID:  W-ON-085 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-085: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-127   

Comment ID:  W-ON-086 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-086: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-128   

Comment ID:  W-ON-087 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-087: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS also evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-129   

Comment ID:  W-ON-088 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-088: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-130   

Comment ID:  W-ON-089 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-089: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS has been updated 
acknowledge specific communities such as Wonder Valley and 
Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).  As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise 
and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the proposed 
action may be periodically detected by residents and other members 
of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  
The results of additional single-event noise modeling and addition 
discussion of vibration impacts have been added to Section 4.9 of the 
EIS to contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.  Section 4.8 of 
the EIS discusses air quality impacts under each of the action 
alternatives.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-131   

Comment ID:  W-ON-090 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-090: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-132   

Comment ID:  W-ON-091 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-091: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-133   

Comment ID:  W-ON-092 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-092: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-134   

Comment ID:  W-ON-093 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-093: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-135   

Comment ID:  W-ON-094 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-094: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-136   

Comment ID:  W-ON-095 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-095: 

Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS have 
been revised to acknowledge the California 200 Memorial site and 
impacts to access of the site. Access to mining and other land 
holding will be determined on a case-by-case basis once an action 
alternative is selected (see Section 2.6 of the EIS for more 
information).   

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-137   

Comment ID:  W-ON-096 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-096: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-138   

Comment ID:  W-ON-097 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-097: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. The public involvement 
process has led to the development of project alternatives (e.g., 
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) that would enable the Marine Corps to meet 
the minimum live-fire and maneuver training requirements for a 
MEB while also providing public access to as much of the Johnson 
Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 
2.5 and 4.2 of the EIS.   

The EIS also evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is 
expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-139   

Comment ID:  W-ON-098 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-098: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-140   

Comment ID:  W-ON-099 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-099: 

Thank you for your comment. The USMC is sensitive to the 
potential effects the airspace proposals could have on commercial, 
business, and general aviation activities and will seek means to 
accommodate those interests to the greatest extent possible while 
also striving to meet their flight training requirements.  The airspace 
proposals will be examined in depth by the FAA and any measures 
required to mitigate impacts will be discussed with the USMC, 
airport operators, and other aviation interests, as appropriate.  The 
FAA outlines procedures for public use airports within boundaries of 
restricted airspace, these procedures will be followed for all airspace 
proposals. USMC representatives will continue to maintain outreach 
programs to the civil aviation community to discuss their aviation 
requirements and those options that will best serve all interest in 
sharing use of the Combat Center airspace.  The location of your 
particular airstrip will be taken into consideration for boundary 
revisions throughout the NEPA and FAA process.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-141   

Comment ID:  W-ON-100 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-100: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation. Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-142   

Comment ID:  W-ON-101 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-101: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-143   

Comment ID:  W-ON-102 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-102: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-144   

Comment ID:  W-ON-103 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-103: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-145   

Comment ID:  W-ON-104 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-104: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.       

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-146   

Comment ID:  W-ON-105 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-105: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-147   

Comment ID:  W-ON-106 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-106: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-148   

Comment ID:  W-ON-107 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-107: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-149   

Comment ID:  W-ON-108 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-108: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-150   

Comment ID:  W-ON-109 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-109: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation.  Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-151   

Comment ID:  W-ON-110 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-110: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. The Marine Corps 
understands the trend in availability of OHV land and has considered 
the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative 
impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds 
that the loss of availability of OHV land would be a significant 
impact under the proposed action as well as a significant cumulative 
impact. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-152   

Comment ID:  W-ON-111 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-111: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. The EIS also evaluates 
biological resources, including the desert tortoise, under each of the 
action alternatives (refer to Section 4.10 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-153   

Comment ID:  W-ON-112 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-112: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-154   

Comment ID:  W-ON-113 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-113: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement. If one of these alternatives is selected 
by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, the 
Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).  

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-155   

Comment ID:  W-ON-114 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-114: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-156   

Comment ID:  W-ON-115 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-115: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-157   

Comment ID:  W-ON-116 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-116: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-158   

Comment ID:  W-ON-117 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-117: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-159   

Comment ID:  W-ON-118 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-118: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact.     

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-160   

Comment ID:  W-ON-119 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-119: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS). 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-161   

Comment ID:  W-ON-120 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-120: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
these and other alternatives for the proposed action, including 
suggestions offered by members of the public during the public 
scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were 
considered and eliminated from detailed study (including conducting 
the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in 
the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).   

The EIS evaluates biological resources, including the desert tortoise, 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.10 of the 
EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-162   

Comment ID:  W-ON-121 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-121: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-163   

Comment ID:  W-ON-122 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-122: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has determined that 
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public 
Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 10 
months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, property values 
are not anticipated to decrease directly or indirectly from impacts of 
the proposed action.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-164   

Comment ID:  W-ON-123 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-123: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-165   

Comment ID:  W-ON-124 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-124: 

Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS have 
been revised to acknowledge the California 200 Memorial site and 
impacts to access of the site. Access to mining and other land 
holding will be determined on a case-by-case basis once an action 
alternative is selected (see Section 2.6 of the EIS for more 
information).     

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-166   

Comment ID:  W-ON-125 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-125: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-167   

Comment ID:  W-ON-126 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-126: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-168   

Comment ID:  W-ON-127 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-127: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps appreciates your suggestion for a project 
alternative.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps 
considered this and other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-169   

Comment ID:  W-ON-128 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-128: 

Thank you for your comment. The specific details that answer your 
questions are contained in various sections of the EIS.  Please refer 
to the following sections: Water Resources (Sections 3.13 and 4.13), 
Public Health and Safety (Sections 3.4 and 4.4), Transportation 
(Sections 3.6 and 4.6), and Biological Resources (Section 3.10 and 
4.10). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-170   

Comment ID:  W-ON-129 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-129: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-171   

Comment ID:  W-ON-130 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-130: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates biological 
resources, including the desert tortoise, under each of the action 
alternatives (refer to Section 4.10 of the EIS).  The Marine Corps is 
currently undergoing consultation with the USFWS in regards to 
impacts to the desert tortoise and other wildlife species.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-172   

Comment ID:  W-ON-131 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-131: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Impacts to emergency response are discussed in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS.  As noted in the EIS, under the proposed action there would be 
additional permanent personnel necessary to manage any acquired 
land areas in addition to existing mutual aid agreements.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-173   

Comment ID:  W-ON-132 (Page 1 of 4) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-132 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment.  This letter is a duplicate to Comment 
ID: N-00008.  Please see response provided for that comment.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-174   

Comment ID:  W-ON-132 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

Response to Comment W-ON-132 (Page 2 of 4): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-175   

Comment ID:  W-ON-132 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

Response to Comment W-ON-132 (Page 3 of 4): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-176   

Comment ID:  W-ON-132 (Page 4 of 4) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-132 (Page 4 of 4): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-177   

Comment ID:  W-ON-133 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-133 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.       

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-178   

Comment ID:  W-ON-133 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

Response to Comment W-ON-133 (Page 2 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-179   

Comment ID:  W-ON-134 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-134: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-180   

Comment ID:  W-ON-135 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-135 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  Public input 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be considered by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Consideration 
of national budget and other similar issues is outside the scope of a 
NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are one of many types of 
information that decision-makers will consider. Ultimately, Congress 
will make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed 
action.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is 
expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  The Marine Corps does not have the authority 
to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  
The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all action 
alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation measures 
would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of significance. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-181   

Comment ID:  W-ON-135 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-135 (Page 2 of 3): 

Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety. As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-182   

Comment ID:  W-ON-135 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment W-ON-135 (Page 3 of 3): 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-183   

Comment ID:  W-ON-136 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-136 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-184   

Comment ID:  W-ON-136 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

Response to Comment W-ON-136 (Page 2 of 2): 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
these and other alternatives for the proposed action, including 
suggestions offered by members of the public during the public 
scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were 
considered and eliminated from detailed study (including conducting 
the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in 
the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).  

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  Fort Irwin does not have ranges capable of 
supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire and 
maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to better 
accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would interfere 
with the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements and be 
optimally prepared for deployment.  See Section 2.7 of the EIS for 
more information about alternatives that were considered but not 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-185   

Comment ID:  W-ON-137 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-137 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates air quality under 
each of the action alternatives (see Sections 4.8). As noted in the 
EIS, there would be less than significant impacts to air quality under 
any of the action alternatives with the exception of Alternative 3.  
Alternative 3 would result in a significant impact to air quality due to 
an increase in operational emissions of PM10. 

The Marine Corps is committed to protection of the public and the 
environment.  Section 4.4.2.3 of the EIS discusses the management 
of hazardous materials and wastes under the proposed action.  Under 
any land acquisition scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, 
containment, cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes 
(including motor oil, gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as 
outlined in Combat Center Order 5090.1D and environmental 
Standard Operating Procedures.   

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.    

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS). 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

 N.2-186   

Comment ID:  W-ON-137 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-ON-137 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-187 

Comment ID:  W-VV-001 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-001: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-188 

Comment ID:  W-VV-002 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-002: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-189 

Comment ID:  W-VV-003 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-003: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps also understands the trend in availability of OHV 
land and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding and illegal riding in 
other areas, as well as related impacts to other environmental 
resources.   

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-190 

Comment ID:  W-VV-004 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-004: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-191 

Comment ID:  W-VV-005 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-005: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-192 

Comment ID:  W-VV-006 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-006: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-193 

Comment ID:  W-VV-007 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-007: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-194 

Comment ID:  W-VV-008  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-008: 

Potential impacts to recreational activities such as hiking, wildlife 
viewing, rock hounding, and touring to view mines and archeological 
sites were analyzed as part of the recreation section of the EIS (see 
Section 4.2).  The EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-195 

Comment ID:  W-VV-009 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-009: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-196 

Comment ID:  W-VV-010 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-010: 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-197 

Comment ID:  W-VV-011 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-011: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps also understands the trend in availability of OHV 
land and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-198 

Comment ID:  W-VV-012 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-012: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-199 

Comment ID:  W-VV-013 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-013: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-200 

Comment ID:  W-VV-014 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-014: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-201 

Comment ID:  W-VV-015 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-015: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-202 

Comment ID:  W-VV-016 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-016: 

Thank you for your comment.  The figures contained in the 
Recreation section (Section 4.2 of the EIS) show the proposed 
acquision study area boundaries for each alternative in relation to 
major known landmarks, dirt roads, race routes, and dry lakes.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-203 

Comment ID:  W-VV-017 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-017: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-204 

Comment ID:  W-VV-018 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-018: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-205 

Comment ID:  W-VV-019 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-019: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-206 

Comment ID:  W-VV-020 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-020: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-207 

Comment ID:  W-VV-021 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-021: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-208 

Comment ID:  W-VV-022 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-022: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-209 

Comment ID:  W-VV-023 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-023: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-210 

Comment ID:  W-VV-024 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-024: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-211 

Comment ID:  W-VV-025 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-025: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-212 

Comment ID:  W-VV-026 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-026: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-213 

Comment ID:  W-VV-027 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-027: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS finds that the reduction in 
availability of OHV land would cause significant impacts to 
recreation under the proposed action as well as a significant 
cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS acknowledge 
and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands in Johnson 
Valley would have on increased usage and potential overcrowding in 
local recreational areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-214 

Comment ID:  W-VV-028 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-028: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-215 

Comment ID:  W-VV-029 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-029: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-216 

Comment ID:  W-VV-030 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-030: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-217 

Comment ID:  W-VV-031 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-031: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-218 

Comment ID:  W-VV-032 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-032: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-219 

Comment ID:  W-VV-033 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-033: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-220 

Comment ID:  W-VV-034 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-034: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-221 

Comment ID:  W-VV-035 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-035: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-222 

Comment ID:  W-VV-036 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-036: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-223 

Comment ID:  W-VV-037 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-037: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-224 

Comment ID:  W-VV-038 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-038: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-225 

Comment ID:  W-VV-039 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-039: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-226 

Comment ID:  W-VV-040 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-040: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Impacts to emergency response are discussed in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS.  As noted in the EIS, under the proposed action there would be 
additional permanent personnel necessary to manage any acquired 
land areas in addition to existing mutual aid agreements.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-227 

Comment ID:  W-VV-041 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-041: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-228 

Comment ID:  W-VV-042 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-042: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-229 

Comment ID:  W-VV-043 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-043: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-230 

Comment ID:  W-VV-044 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-044: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-231 

Comment ID:  W-VV-045 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-045: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-232 

Comment ID:  W-VV-046 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-046: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-233 

Comment ID:  W-VV-047 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-047: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-234 

Comment ID:  W-VV-048 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-048: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-235 

Comment ID:  W-VV-049 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-049: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-236 

Comment ID:  W-VV-050 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-050: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps does not have the 
authority to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed 
action.  The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all 
action alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation 
measures would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-237 

Comment ID:  W-VV-051 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-051: 

Thank you for your comment. The No-Action Alternative, as 
described in the EIS (see Section 2.4.7), would not meet the purpose 
of or need for the proposed action, but is carried forward for analysis 
in the EIS as a baseline from which to compare the impacts of the 
proposed action and alternatives. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-238 

Comment ID:  W-VV-052 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-052: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-239 

Comment ID:  W-VV-053 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-053: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-240 

Comment ID:  W-VV-054 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-054: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-241 

Comment ID:  W-VV-055 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-055: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-242 

Comment ID:  W-VV-056 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-056: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-243 

Comment ID:  W-VV-057 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-057: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-244 

Comment ID:  W-VV-058 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-058: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-245 

Comment ID:  W-VV-059 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-059: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-246 

Comment ID:  W-VV-060 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-060: 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered these and other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-247 

Comment ID:  W-VV-061 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-061: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-248 

Comment ID:  W-VV-062 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-062: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-249 

Comment ID:  W-VV-063 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-063: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-250 

Comment ID:  W-VV-064 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-064: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-251 

Comment ID:  W-VV-065 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-065: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps does not have the 
authority to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed 
action.  The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all 
action alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation 
measures would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-252 

Comment ID:  W-VV-066 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-066: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps also understands the public’s concern in regards 
to safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a series of 
communication and notification procedures (modeled after BLM’s 
management plan for Johnson Valley) that would be implemented to 
increase public awareness, as well as pre- and post-exercise range 
control and management procedures that would enhance public 
safety.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-253 

Comment ID:  W-VV-067 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-067: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-254 

Comment ID:  W-VV-068  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-068: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-255 

Comment ID:  W-VV-069 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-069: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-256 

Comment ID:  W-VV-070 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-070: 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered these and other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-257 

Comment ID:  W-VV-071 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-071: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates land use impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.1).  As noted in the EIS there would be 
minimal (i.e., less than 10) or no relocation of residential and non-
residential properties.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-258 

Comment ID:  W-VV-072 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-072: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-259 

Comment ID:  W-VV-073 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-073: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As described in Chapter 2 of the EIS, 
each of the alternatives would provide for at least 3,280 feet (1,000 
meters) of buffer area between live-fire areas (including SDZs and 
WDZs) and any proposed or existing installation boundary in 
accordance with the established Combat Center safety policy 
(Combat Center Order P3500.4h).   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-260 

Comment ID:  W-VV-074 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-074: 

Thank you for your comment. During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-261 

Comment ID:  W-VV-075 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-075: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-262 

Comment ID:  W-VV-076 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-076: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-263 

Comment ID:  W-VV-077 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-077: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-264 

Comment ID:  W-VV-078 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-078: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-265 

Comment ID:  W-VV-079 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-079: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-266 

Comment ID:  W-VV-080 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-080: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-267 

Comment ID:  W-VV-081 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-081: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-268 

Comment ID:  W-VV-082 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-082: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation.  Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-269 

Comment ID:  W-VV-083 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-083: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-270 

Comment ID:  W-VV-084 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-084: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-271 

Comment ID:  W-VV-085 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-085: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-272 

Comment ID:  W-VV-086 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-086: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-273 

Comment ID:  W-VV-087 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-087: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-274 

Comment ID:  W-VV-088 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-088: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-275 

Comment ID:  W-VV-089 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-089: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-276 

Comment ID:  W-VV-090 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-090: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-277 

Comment ID:  W-VV-091 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-091: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-278 

Comment ID:  W-VV-092 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-092: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-279 

Comment ID:  W-VV-093 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-093: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-280 

Comment ID:  W-VV-094 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-094: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-281 

Comment ID:  W-VV-095 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-095: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-282 

Comment ID:  W-VV-096 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-096: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-283 

Comment ID:  W-VV-097 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-097: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-284 

Comment ID:  W-VV-098 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-098: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-285 

Comment ID:  W-VV-099 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-099: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-286 

Comment ID:  W-VV-100 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-100: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-287 

Comment ID:  W-VV-101 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-101: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-288 

Comment ID:  W-VV-102 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-102: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-289 

Comment ID:  W-VV-103 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-103: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-290 

Comment ID:  W-VV-104 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-104: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-291 

Comment ID:  W-VV-105 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-105: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Impacts to emergency response are discussed in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS.  As noted in the EIS, under the proposed action there would be 
additional permanent personnel necessary to manage any acquired 
land areas in addition to existing mutual aid agreements.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-292 

Comment ID:  W-VV-106 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-106: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-293 

Comment ID:  W-VV-107 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-107: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.  

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-294 

Comment ID:  W-VV-108 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-108: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-295 

Comment ID:  W-VV-109 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-109: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-296 

Comment ID:  W-VV-110 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-110: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS acknowledges that the proposed training exercises will 
generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust (see Section 4.8).  The 
EIS proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities.  

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-297 

Comment ID:  W-VV-111 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-111: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-298 

Comment ID:  W-VV-112 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-112: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-299 

Comment ID:  W-VV-113 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-113: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-300 

Comment ID:  W-VV-114 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-114: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action. Several alternative scenarios were considered and eliminated 
from detailed study (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) because they 
did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or did 
not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable 
lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). The 
Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact 
to individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending (see Section 4.3). The EIS evaluates impacts to 
biological resources under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.10).  The Marine Corps is currently undergoing 
consultation with the USFWS service in regards to impacts to the 
desert tortoise and other wildlife species. As discussed in Section 4.4 
of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use 
under the proposed action may be periodically detected by residents 
and other members of the public from a distance, and may 
sometimes be an annoyance.  Consideration of national budget and 
other similar issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The 
EIS findings are one of many types of information that decision-
makers will consider. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-301 

Comment ID:  W-VV-115 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-115: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-302 

Comment ID:  W-VV-116 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-116: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-303 

Comment ID:  W-VV-117 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-117: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-304 

Comment ID:  W-VV-118 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-118: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts. As noted in the EIS, 
there is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending (see Section 4.3).  
As noted in the EIS, Special Conservation Measures would be 
implemented to avoid or reduce impacts to cultural resources found 
in the action area (see Section 4.11). 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-305 

Comment ID:  W-VV-119 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-119: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-306 

Comment ID:  W-VV-120 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-120: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-307 

Comment ID:  W-VV-121 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-121: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.  Although the different military 
branches often serve side-by-side and sometimes execute similar 
missions, they have very different training requirements. See Section 
2.7 of the EIS for more information about alternatives that were 
considered but not carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-308 

Comment ID:  W-VV-122 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-122: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-309 

Comment ID:  W-VV-123 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-123: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-310 

Comment ID:  W-VV-124 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-124: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-311 

Comment ID:  W-VV-125 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-125: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-312 

Comment ID:  W-VV-126 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-126: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact.     

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-313 

Comment ID:  W-VV-127 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-127: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-314 

Comment ID:  W-VV-128 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-128: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-315 

Comment ID:  W-VV-129 

 
 

Response to comment W-VV-129: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-316 

Comment ID:  W-VV-130 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-130: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-317 

Comment ID:  W-VV-131 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-131: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding and illegal riding in other areas, as well as related 
impacts to other environmental resources.       

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-318 

Comment ID:  W-VV-132  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-132: 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered these and other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-319 

Comment ID:  W-VV-133  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-133: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding and illegal riding in other areas, as well as related 
impacts to other environmental resources.       

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-320 

Comment ID:  W-VV-134 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-134: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding and illegal riding in other areas, as well as related 
impacts to other environmental resources.       

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-321 

Comment ID:  W-VV-135 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-135: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-322 

Comment ID:  W-VV-136  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-136: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-323 

Comment ID:  W-VV-137  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-137: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-324 

Comment ID:  W-VV-138  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-138: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-325 

Comment ID:  W-VV-139  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-139: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS acknowledges that the 
proposed training exercises will generate substantial amounts of 
fugitive dust, as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of 
air emissions for each project alternative (refer to Section 4.8 of the 
EIS).  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses determined that fugitive 
dust emissions would produce less than significant impacts to 
ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 4-6.  However, 
Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of the national 
ambient air quality standard for PM10.   

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-326 

Comment ID:  W-VV-140  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-140: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-327 

Comment ID:  W-VV-141  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-141: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.  

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-328 

Comment ID:  W-VV-142  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-142: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-329 

Comment ID:  W-VV-143  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-143: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-330 

Comment ID:  W-VV-144  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-144: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.   

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-331 

Comment ID:  W-VV-145  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-145: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities not currently specified in the EIS. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. The Marine Corps does not have the authority to 
designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The 
EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all action 
alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation measures 
would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-332 

Comment ID:  W-VV-146  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-146: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-333 

Comment ID:  W-VV-147 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-147: 

Thank you for your comment. During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  Fort Irwin does not have ranges capable of 
supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire and 
maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to better 
accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would interfere 
with the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements and be 
optimally prepared for deployment.  See Section 2.7 of the EIS for 
more information about alternatives that were considered but not 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-334 

Comment ID:  W-VV-148  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-148: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-335 

Comment ID:  W-VV-149  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-149: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-336 

Comment ID:  W-VV-150  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-150: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-337 

Comment ID:  W-VV-151  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-151: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-338 

Comment ID:  W-VV-152  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-152: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-339 

Comment ID:  W-VV-153  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-153: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. The Marine Corps does not have the authority to 
designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The 
EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all action 
alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation measures 
would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-340 

Comment ID:  W-VV-154  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-154: 

Thank you for your comment.  The specific details on management 
of the RPAA in regards to permitting process, permits and fees for 
events in the RPAA, etc. have not been formalized at this time.  If 
the alternative selected is one that would involve an RPAA a 
Recreation Management Plan would be developed that would 
address these details (see Section 4.2.5.4).  While preparing the 
Recreation Management Plan, the Marine Corps would solicit input 
from the public, BLM, and other agencies. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-341 

Comment ID:  W-VV-155  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-155: 

Thank you for your comment.  The specific details on management 
of the RPAA in regards to permitting process, permits and fees for 
events in the RPAA, etc. have not been formalized at this time.  If 
the alternative selected is one that would involve an RPAA a 
Recreation Management Plan would be developed that would 
address these details (see Section 4.2.5.4).  While preparing the 
Recreation Management Plan, the Marine Corps would solicit input 
from the public, BLM, and other agencies. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-342 

Comment ID:  W-VV-156  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-156: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-343 

Comment ID:  W-VV-157  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-157: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps does not have the 
authority to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed 
action.  The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all 
action alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation 
measures would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-344 

Comment ID:  W-VV-158  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-158: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-345 

Comment ID:  W-VV-159  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-159: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-346 

Comment ID:  W-VV-160  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-160: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-347 

Comment ID:  W-VV-161  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-161: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-348 

Comment ID:  W-VV-162  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-162: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-349 

Comment ID:  W-VV-163 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-163: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-350 

Comment ID:  W-VV-164  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-164: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-351 

Comment ID:  W-VV-165  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-165: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-352 

Comment ID:  W-VV-166  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-166: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-353 

Comment ID:  W-VV-167  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-167: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-354 

Comment ID:  W-VV-168  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-168: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-355 

Comment ID:  W-VV-169  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-169: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-356 

Comment ID:  W-VV-170  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-170: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-357 

Comment ID:  W-VV-171  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-171: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-358 

Comment ID:  W-VV-172  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-172: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-359 

Comment ID:  W-VV-173  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-173: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-360 

Comment ID:  W-VV-174 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-174: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-361 

Comment ID:  W-VV-175  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-175: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-362 

Comment ID:  W-VV-176  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-176: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-363 

Comment ID:  W-VV-177  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-177: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-364 

Comment ID:  W-VV-178  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-178: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-365 

Comment ID:  W-VV-179 (Page 1 of 2): 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-179 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-366 

Comment ID:  W-VV-179 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment W-VV-179 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-367 

Comment ID:  W-VV-180 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-180 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  This letter is a duplicate to Comment 
ID: N-00007.  Please see response provided for that comment.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-368 

Comment ID:  W-VV-180 (Page 2 of 2)  Response to Comment W-VV-180 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-369 

Comment ID:  W-VV-181 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-181 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. The data provided will be evaluated and included 
as appropriate into Sections 3.3 and 4.3.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-370 

Comment ID:  W-VV-181 (Page 2 of 2)  Response to Comment W-VV-181 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-371 

Comment ID:  W-VV-182 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-182 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding and illegal riding in 
other areas, as well as related impacts to other environmental 
resources.       

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-372 

Comment ID:  W-VV-182 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-182 (Page 2 of 2): 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-373 

Comment ID:  W-VV-183 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-183 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-374 

Comment ID:  W-VV-183 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-183 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-375 

Comment ID:  W-VV-184 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response W-VV-184 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-376 

Comment ID:  W-VV-184 (Page 2 of 2)  

 
 

Response W-VV-184 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-377 

Comment ID:  W-VV-185 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-185 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS  

  N.2-378 

Comment ID:  W-VV-185 (Page 2 of 2)  

 
 

Response to Comment W-VV-185 (Page 2 of 2): 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS    

 N.2-379   

Comment ID:  O-JT-001 

Meeting Location:  Joshua Tree 

Meeting Date:  April 12, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Charles Roney 

Comment:  I'm here because I'm concerned about the Marines 
wanting to take the west end of the area that we use now for off-
roading.  I just can't understand why they're even look at that.  If they 
go east they're not affecting lives, homes, businesses.  Over on the 
west side there are homes in the area they want.  I don't know how to 
explain myself.  Educated people are supposed to be running this 
program.  Why are we even here?  If they look at it they should 
realize that the east way would be the way to go.  That is my opinion.  
I don't know as much as they do but that's what I think. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-JT-001: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS    

 N.2-380   

Comment ID:  O-JT-002 

Meeting Location:  Joshua Tree 

Meeting Date:  April 12, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Michael P. Hawkins 

Comment:  I want to tell the Marines I would like them to go east.  I 
think that would be a lot better for everybody because the people out 
east could use the business, and people on the west side it will hurt 
their business.  The loss of the recreation area will devastate the 
Lucerne Valley and it won't be any good for Yucca or any of the 
other communities that are on that side of the base. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-JT-002: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-381 

Comment ID:  O-ON-001 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  George Green 

Comment:  I'm a member of District 37 of the American 
Motorcyclist Association.  I'm a desert racer.  I'm also a part-time 
volunteer.  I volunteer twice a year with Rescue 3, which is a search-
and-rescue group in Barstow, California.  They support the District 
37 off-road desert racers.  My comment would be on Alternative 6.  I 
noticed that Bessemer Mine Road, we no longer have access to 
Bessemer Mine Road and the north power line road, and those are 
key routes for our search and rescue.  I feel that by closing those 
routes and the access that we have from those routes to the west 
would jeopardize the safety of racers and also recreationists in the 
area.  I can't speak for the Sheriff's Department or the BLM, but I 
know that it would limit the routes, wheeled routes necessary for 
rescue in those areas for injured riders or lost hikers.  That is my 
comment at this time.  I hope that Alternative Number 6 is not used 
and that we can regain some of the land between Bessemer Mine and 
Camp Rock Road.  Thank you. 

Response to Comment O-ON-001: 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Impacts to emergency response are discussed in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS.  As noted in the EIS, under the proposed action there would be 
additional permanent personnel necessary to manage any acquired 
land areas, in addition to existing mutual aid agreements.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-382 

Comment ID:  O-ON-002 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Doug Guimond 

Comment:  I was at the scoping meetings in 2008 and I made the 
same comment then and I'll make the same comment now.  I am 
disappointed that the Sheephole Wilderness and Cleghorn 
Wilderness were not considered alternatives I don't understand why 
nobody looked at those areas and why they were not alternatives.  
That's all I have to say. 

Response to Comment O-ON-002: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-383 

Comment ID:  O-ON-003 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Dale Martin 

Comment:  My name is Dale Martin, and I have been an off-roading 
enthusiast and have been for many years, and as an off-roader we 
have acquired recreational property such as Johnson Valley by 
utilizing the green sticker fees, which we pay for out of our pockets, 
not any government entity that generates that money.  We have 
acquired land such as Johnson Valley and others through a great deal 
of effort on the part of our constituents, and we feel that that effort 
should be rewarded by allowing us to keep that, or if that property is 
actually an absolute necessity for the military, we feel there should 
be a land swap.  That land should be exchanged for another piece of 
property that has like terrain advantages and area, and that should be 
with the approval of the various off-road organizations.  And if that 
possible, I think it would be something that would help to overcome 
the objections that very many people who are off-roaders would 
have.  In any event, the best outcome from our point of view would 
be to retain Johnson Valley in its entirety.  It's a bit ironic that the 
Marine Corps, an entity that we as citizens have paid for to protect 
us, protect our freedom, would actually be an instrument to take this 
off-road freedom away from us. Thank you very much for 
considering this in view of what I have just mentioned.  Thank you. 

Response to Comment O-ON-003: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-384 

Comment ID:  O-ON-004 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Carl Ripaldi 

Comment:  Name is Karl Ripaldi and I have a vacation property in 
Johnson Valley California, and by training and my profession I'm an 
environmental scientist.  I work for the Los Angeles County Metro 
Transit Agency where I handle noise issues, I handle resource issues, 
things like that, and I want to express my opposition to the expansion 
of the base under Alternatives 1, 2 and 6, which would all result in a 
taking of public lands that have been dedicated for recreation.  
Citizens, people in the state of California have been given this land 
for recreation purposes.  It's conveniently located within two and a 
half hours of almost any part of the Los Angeles metropolitan area, 
so close enough for people to get away for a weekend and enjoy 
recreation.  I think it's just unconscionable for the Department of 
Defense and the Marines to be considering confiscation of these 
recreation lands.  I'm also against Alternative 6, which would be a 
shared alternative in which the base would be using the area for two 
months a year, because I don't think that recreation and explosions 
and ordnance mix. I think that at some point there is going to be a 
tragedy.  Somebody is going to come into the area and be hurt or 
killed as a result of ordnance left there, and I don't care what kind of 
guarantees and policies and procedures they plan to put into effect.  
They're all subject to human error.  We know friendly fire kills our 
troops all the time.  We are setting ourselves up for a tragedy of 
some sort when somebody who would-a, could-a, should-a won't, 
and because of miscommunication or something there is going to be 
a tragedy.  I'm against Alternative 6 for this purpose.  I also want to 
state that the noise analysis done for the project is flawed and 
misrepresents the noise impacts from ordnance explosions and from 
area-to-ground missile firings.  The parameters that were used are 

Response to Comment O-ON-004 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts. 

The EIS evaluates biological resources, including the desert tortoise, 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.10 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be potential take and 
decline in desert tortoise habitat from the proposed action.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-385 

Comment ID:  O-ON-004 (Page 2 of 2)  

So, again, it's a travesty in terms of impact. There is going to be 
noise impact and vibration impact, light impacts.  There is going to 
be air quality impact to all these historic communities, and it's not 
even addressed.  It's side-stepped entirely.  So that pretty much 
summarizes my criticisms.  

Oh, the other thing is it's going to end up killing more of the desert 
tortoises.  I don't think we should be doing that.  We should be trying 
to preserve as much habitat as we can. Thank you very much.

Response to Comment O-ON-004 (Page 2 of 2): 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-386 

Comment ID:  O-ON-005 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Dale Shuttlewarth 

Comment:  I'm Dale Shuttlewarth and I represent the Shamrocks 
Motorcycle Club, a District 37 sanctioned off-road organization, and 
we are as a club and myself as an individual are interested in what 
we would consider option zero, which is a no action alternative, and 
we are also interested in Alternative 3, which is the east boundary as 
opposed to the west boundary.  I represent three generations of off-
road motorcyclists and recreational users that participate in AME 
District 37 events.  My entire family is involved in it, my children, 
wife, father, grandparents.  This is a family organize, family sport, 
and a family environment we have been participating in for over 40 
years.  As opposed to our children playing video games and 
watching television, we choose to recreate as a family in the Johnson 
Valley area in the California desert.  We think it would be a shame 
and a loss to the off-road community and tax payers and citizens in 
general who choose to use this area to recreate in responsibly.  We 
would like the marines to consider their options to the west versus to 
the east.  Actually, I guess it's to the east versus the west that we 
want them to go.  We understand operational readiness of our armed 
forces.  We support the military; however, we feel that options 
further to the west versus -- further to the west to let us have what 
little recreating land we have to operate in responsibly would be a 
benefit to both the Marines and the tax paying citizens that choose to 
recreate in that area.  Thank you. 

Response to Comment O-ON-005: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-387 

Comment ID:  O-ON-006 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Chris Kallen  

Comment:  I'm a member of Desert MC Motorcycle Club.  I have 
been an off-roading enthusiast and off-road racer in the Southern 
California desert for over 40 years.  I like the fact that our 
organizations police themselves, are responsible, leave absolutely no 
trash in the area.  We respect the environment out there.  We run our 
events efficiently and legally permitted by the BLM and try to make 
the best use of the land available to us that is still legal.  My main 
concern is that with the Marine base wanting to move into the entire 
area that we have our off-road events on, that it's going to literally 
cut that area in half.  And seeing how Johnson Valley is our largest 
area to conduct off-road competitive events, it's going to leave us 
with very little land to do that with.  So we are in favor of no action 
alternative and Alternative 3 to keep our basically hundred and 
ninety thousand acres intact to allow responsible families to continue 
an age-old sport and traditions.  It's not only great for the kids, but 
great for the adults to, and I would appreciate any correspondence 
regarding this matter to be sent to the e-mail I put on the application 
or whatever. 

Response to Comment O-ON-006: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-388 

Comment ID:  O-ON-007 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Ed Waldheim  

Comment:  My name is Ed Waldheim, president of the California 
Trail Users Coalition, president of Friends of Jawbone, president of 
Friends of El Mirage, former commissioner of the state of California, 
and I have been working on this project since day one when it was 
first announced that they wanted to study this.  I have had meetings 
with the parties involved in developing this project, and now fast 
forward three year to today, and I am very upset that the original 
mission of taking Johnson Valley has not changed.  They still want 
to take Johnson Valley, and they throw in a couple of crumbs to us, 
the hammers and the possible joint use of the facility for ten months 
out of the year; however, the caveat was that you have to get a 
permit.  So basically it's a taking of a hundred and eighty thousand 
acres without firing a single shot.  Taking away from the American 
public the use of public lands for recreational purposes which help 
the health and the mental stability of the citizens who would go out 
and recreate it.  It could be Boy Scouts, it could be rock hounds, 
rocket shooters, motorcyclists, four-wheel drives.  It could be any 
public that utilizes these lands could be denied using the public land 
which we have used for years.  The Bureau of Land Management 
designated this area as an open area so that we can use it in 
perpetuity.  The only problem is that we did not have congress 
designate that as a perpetuity, thus we are in trouble because of the 
oversight of the Bureau of Land Management letting the military 
withdrawal these lands.  We made it very clear to the military that 
they do not need this property to train their soldiers.  They can use 
their existing land.  The Marines never have had a problem training 
their people to combat the wars that we have now in the rest of the 
world.  

Response to Comment O-ON-007 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-389 

Comment ID:  O-ON-007 (Page 2 of 2) 

Financially it would be a travesty that when we are on the verge of 
bankruptcy as a country where we cannot pay our soldiers because 
we may have a shutdown of the federal government that we would 
even think about trying to add on another bunch of land that would 
cost millions to develop and deny the local citizens from using it.  I 
strongly oppose the taking of this land.  They should work going 
east, work with the congressmen and tell them that they need to get 
rid of that little wilderness area.  If they can't get rid of the 
wilderness, go around the wilderness area.  There are options they 
can do that nobody uses, but to utilize this is like taking over a 
country without firing a single shot, and the American citizens are 
the losers.  That is the sad part.  Our own military is taking land from 
our legitimate United States citizens.  

Response to Comment O-ON-007 (Page 2 of 2): 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-390 

Comment ID:  O-ON-008 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Paul Lipert 

Comment:  A disadvantage that I see for the competition clubs 
within District 37 AMA is that the land may not necessarily be 
available for competition use after it has been utilized by the Marine 
Corps, which causes a financial hardship for the racing 
organizations.  Monies are presented to organizations such as the 
Bureau of Land Management and the American Motorcyclist 
Association for a given weekend for up to two years in advance.  If 
the motorcycle event is postponed or not able to be performed, the 
motorcycle clubs that put on the racing organizations lose all of that 
money that they put up front to have the race events.  That's it.

Response to Comment O-ON-008: 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.     

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-391 

Comment ID:  O-ON-009 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Susan Lipert 

Comment:  We are a family that competes in the Johnson Valley 
area.  We Jeep and do exploring and geo-cashing.  We go to the 
petroglyphs and hike out there, so reducing the amount of land that 
we have takes away many aspects of what our family enjoys doing.  
We are protectors of the land.  We donate money to make sure that 
the tortoises are safe and that the land is preserved, and I just feel 
that by having the Marines come in and during bomb practicing that 
it destroys everything that we have been regulated to be responsible 
for.  And safety, the more land they close, the more people have to 
be in a smaller area, which makes it more unsafe to recreate in. 

Response to Comment O-ON-009: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.    

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.     

 

    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-392 

Comment ID:  O-ON-010 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Ruben Garcia 

Comment:  I am a Vietnam Veteran.  I think it's important not to 
close the desert because I'm 65 years old, retired and it's important 
for me to ride my dirt bike.  Keeps me in shape.  It keeps my wife 
happy.  It's very healthy for me.  If you close the desert, myself and 
the club that I ride with, Desert MC, a lot of us will not be able to 
race Hare and Hounds, which is a 90-mile two-loop race, because 
there is not enough area in other places in Southern California for us 
to race. I love the Marines.  I love the United States, and I think it's a 
shame that they're trying to take this land that we have been using to 
race bikes in since the 30's. I am very much impressed with what the 
Marines are doing here at this event. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-010: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.     

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-393 

Comment ID:  O-ON-011 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Karl Knoll 

Comment:  I think Alternative 6 is a good idea to share the land, and 
I think the summertime would be best for the military to use it 
because generally it's too hot for the public to use.  That is all I 
wanted to say. 

Response to Comment O-ON-011: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-394 

Comment ID:  O-ON-012 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Carl Aastrom 

Comment:  I would like to express my concern about the proposed 
Marine base expansion in the Johnson Valley off-road area.  I have 
been going to Johnson Valley for 43 of my 50 years.  I have enjoyed 
it with my grandfather, my father, my mom, my kids, and we are 
very limited on the amount of open areas that we have to recreate in 
the desert, both for just camping, motorcycle racing, car racing.  
There is no better place in the desert in Southern California to be 
able to go due to the fact that most every summer we have the 
monsoon come through there and it remakes the desert all new again.  
The sand washes and makes different trails and whoop-te-dos get all 
made new again, and by the spring time it looks like we have never 
even been out there.  That is the only place that is like that in 
Southern California to be able to recreate.  It is also very close in 
proximity to the greater Los Angeles area to be able to go there and 
not have to spend five hours to go somewhere else.  And I 
understand that the Marines need a place to train, and I want them to 
be the best trained in the world, but I hope they will be able to do 
their training by expanding the base to the east of the Johnson Valley 
off-road area.  There is much less populous out there.  I understand 
there is some corridors they have to deal with, but for those people to 
be inconvenienced for a small amount of time out of the area through 
those corridors seems much better than wiping out the whole off-
road community and taking what little land we have left to recreate 
in the desert.  Thank you. 

Response to Comment O-ON-012: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   

    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-395 

Comment ID:  O-ON-013 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Ray Hapeman 

Comment:  Can they arrange the months that they are going to use it 
to not affect the months that they have the King of the Hammer's 
race?  Since they're going to take several months, the thousands, the 
tens of thousands of people that are there would appreciate that they 
take that time that they have designated for that race.  Appreciate it if 
they didn't take those couple of months that they need to prepare for 
the race and have their event. That's it. 

Response to Comment O-ON-013: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The proposed 
two months of usage have not been determined at this time; however 
it is expected that that training would occur in the spring and fall.  
Exact timeframes will be determined and communicated to the 
public if Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-396 

Comment ID:  O-ON-014 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Rick Nuss 

Comment:  Okay.  First of all, my ultimate goal would be no action 
alternative to begin with, but realizing that the Marine Corps does 
need training areas, I will be more apt for Alternative 3.  As a family 
of recreationists in the desert, in this particular desert since the 
1950's, I am the 5th generation.  I would hate to see us lose this land 
forever.  And as an additional alternative, I would like to see us 
being able to acquire other land out of the other BLM land outside of 
the Johnson Valley, maybe a trade.  And certainly under Alternative 
6 would create havoc in the desert.  It will actually be more of an 
environmental disaster.  You will put too many people into a 
postage-stamp size area.  Understanding that in Alternative 3 on the 
east side there is wilderness area and pipeline and other 
environmental concerns, so in lieu of 3, if Alternative 3 can't go 
through, then I would like to see Alternative 4.  Definitely not 
Alternative 6, and not Alternative 1.  I appreciate your time.

Response to Comment O-ON-014: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-397 

Comment ID:  O-ON-015 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Keith Olson 

Comment:  I think the Alternative 3 would be the best choice 
besides the no action.  The no-action alternative would be ideal.  It 
would be better to go somewhere else that is less populated by the 
riding area, less populated by the off-roading.  Trying to get less 
populated areas wouldn't be more suitable for the military use and 
more convenient for the off-roading use.  I'm totally for the military 
and what they are doing, and I'm United States pride all the way, but 
I think there is other places where the military use can be held in a 
way to keep off-roading open.  I like alternatives -- how they have 
different only certain months out of the area, but that is not a 
guarantee, and ideally keeping the Lucerne Valley area open would 
be the best.  But of any of them, Alternative 3 or the no-action 
alternative would be ideal.  That's it. 

Response to Comment O-ON-015: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-398 

Comment ID:  O-ON-016 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Allen Cantrall 

Comment:  I would prefer the first alternative of do nothing, but I 
realize that probably won't happen so I would actually like 
Alternative 3.  Of most of what is left that would give us places to go 
recreating during any time of the year that we had available instead 
of at someone else's convenience.  And if something other than that 
were to occur, one of the other alternatives, I would like our land 
replaced acre for acre with comparable land that we can all agree on, 
however many acres that ends up being. My family and I have 
recreated out there for the last 30 years, and it will be devastating 
basically to my children if they don't have a place that is somewhere 
close to home to recreate.  And I know it will impact many, many 
businesses in the area, because we know a lot of the business people 
on a first-name basis from all the areas of going out.  We spend our 
money there.  We help them survive too.  So basically I just want 
some mitigation of some kind, land replaced so we have a place to 
recreate still whichever alternative it ends up being.  That's it.  Thank 
you.

Response to Comment O-ON-016: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-399 

Comment ID:  O-ON-017 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Alan Ronska 

Comment:  The comment that I have is I would prefer Number 3. 
That would work out well for us.  It affects not the area that we are 
currently off-roading in.  And if that is not available, then we would 
still be as a second choice Number 4 or 5.  I have been riding out 
there for 32 years, and our kids are now also riding out in that area.  
We would like it continue to do so. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-017: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-400 

Comment ID:  O-ON-018 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Scott Powell 

Comment:  My name is Scott Powell.  I have been riding 30 years 
out there.  I am now taking my children out there.  I would like to 
keep a hundred percent open.  I think for the last 50, 60 years they 
had done just fine without taking over this area.  We have the 
number one military in the world.  Why do they need it now?  There 
are many different places out there to sightsee, for day use, weekend 
use that a lot of people like environmentalists and military may not 
know.  I would like to show things to my friends and family and 
continue.  Thank you. 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-018: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-401 

Comment ID:  O-ON-019 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Roy Coon 

Comment:  I would like Number 3.  I think I have a great respect for 
our military, and I believe there is other means, other land they can 
take besides what we use for off-roading.  Our government already 
grabbed enough of our public lands from us, and kind of squeezing 
us all into little spaces is making it so we can't even access our lands 
anymore.  So hopefully we can work this out and, you know, save 
our lands for recreational use. Thank you.  

Response to Comment O-ON-019: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-402 

Comment ID:  O-ON-020 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Maurice Dorris 

Comment:  My first comment is about Alternatives 4, 5, 6 and the 
boundaries.  The boundaries include this area that is called the "rock 
pile", and for the motorcycle riders, which I am, that area is what we 
refer to as Disneyland. It's the funnest[sic] place on earth.  Without 
that the entire area almost becomes unusable.  It takes away the 
whole attraction.  So to take that area away and leave everything else 
kind of makes it meaningless.  They need to hopefully find a way to 
include that in the area that is to be accessible.  Next comment is 
Johnson Valley has a unique landscape.  It's like no place in the 
country. I have been all over the country riding, doing off-road stuff.  
I am concerned that, one, running and rolling the heavy equipment 
over it will damage the area. Although it is accessible, it's going to 
remove the beauty of it and there will be no point in going there. 
Next comment is I want to know is it possible for the Marines to 
share part of the land of the existing base that they're not using, that 
they can't use for certain reasons.  Although not good enough for 
heavy equipment, it's good enough for recreational use.  And if 
they're going to give areas to share, you know, share some of the 
land they already have that they're not really using.  A lot of the 
maps that have the restricted use area don't allow for full tour of the 
area.  Part of the attraction of going to it and doing motorized 
recreation is that you can do a full tour of the area, meaning you can 
go for 80, 90, 100 miles without seeing the same area twice, and the 
boundaries don't allow that so it would be nice to have better 
adjoining corridors to the north, the south and the west to fully enjoy 
the area. Next comment I have concerns about the Marines ability to 
clean the area like they say they can.  For the area that would be 
shared this is a process that is new.   

Response to Comment O-ON-020 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates visual impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) and acknowledges the 
impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley OHV area.  As noted in 
the EIS, there would be less than significant impacts to visual 
resources for any alternative selected.   

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a series of 
communication and notification procedures (modeled after BLM’s 
management plan for Johnson Valley) that would be implemented to 
increase public awareness, as well as pre- and post-exercise range 
control and management procedures that would enhance public 
safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-403 

Comment ID:  O-ON-020 (Page 2 of 2) 

It is unproven, untested and that process does not work. Then that 
area has basically become an off-limits area because that process 
doesn't work.  It is too risky to even try that.  It really needs to be 
tested before it's tried.  That is it. 

Response to Comment O-ON-020 (Page 2 of 2): 

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).  

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-404 

Comment ID:  O-ON-021 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Nicole Olsen 

Comment:  As a member of the AMA District 37 I do realize we're 
in smaller numbers compared to the U.S.M.C.  We’re proud 
Americans.  I back my troops completely with all of my heart.  I feel 
in Alternative Number 3 allows our district to continue with the 
loved tradition that has been around for decades by also gives the 
Marines a place and time for training and their air space 
establishment.  I have grown up in the Johnson Valley area, and it is 
more than a recreational place for me. It is my home.  Alternative 3 
might seem like the ultimate decision right now, but in the long run I 
feel the rough terrain would oppose training conditions for the U.S. 
Marine Corps. 

Response to Comment O-ON-021: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-405 

Comment ID:  O-ON-022 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Renee Coon 

Comment:  There are many reasons why Johnson Valley should be 
kept open for off-road use.  I strongly believe in the U.S. military 
and honor them, but in this instance there should be only be two 
alternatives.  The first and most desirable alternative would be the 
non action.  In a situation that no other options would be possible, 
Alternative 3 would be the most acceptable.  This acquisition would 
be great in the sense that the riding area I grew up in and love would 
be still be intact and open to the public.  I hope this proposal helps.  
Make your decision wisely. 

Response to Comment O-ON-022: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-406 

Comment ID:  O-ON-023 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Lyndsey Aungst 

Comment:  My family grew up in the desert.  I would like to it to 
stay there and go for Alternative 3 and not alternative 6, and also 
save the turtles. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-023: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-407 

Comment ID:  O-ON-024 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Ed Jahr 

Comment:  I have been riding in the area for quite a few years.  My 
concern is that once the Marines move in my concern is that we'll 
start losing more lands once they have established themselves.  
Preferred what I would like to see is of course no action, but my 
second choice would be Alternative 3.  I just think it's really sad 
myself.  My kids have grown up out there, and I hate to see it being 
taken over and us lose the area. 

Response to Comment O-ON-024: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-408 

Comment ID:  O-ON-025 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Jeff Cepielik 

Comment:  I'm a family of off-roaders.  We have approximately 30 
people involved in our off-road effort comprised of family and 
friend.  We have been enjoying recreating and racing in Johnson 
Valley for 28 years between motorcycles and off-road vehicles.  We 
oppose as a group the Marines expansion and encroachment into the 
Johnson Valley OHV area based on the premise of the original 
multiple-use land act.  We feel there are options for the Marines to 
move east and north and be able to satisfy their needs while allowing 
the BLM to still administer to the needs of the citizens of California. 
The impact in addition to that of the use of the area by the off-road 
community will be far reaching economically in the state of 
California.  This will affect not only the communities that surround it 
such as Lucerne, 29 palms, Victorville, Apple Valley and Hesperia, 
but those shock waves will be felt throughout the off-road 
community, motorcycle and recreational industries, gas stations, fast 
food establishments, parts stores, and various other support 
industries of the off-road industry will be effected and the financial 
devastation will reach throughout California and effect the state in a 
negative way.  I encourage the military and BLM to look at options 
that don't encroach into Johnson Valley off-road area and find the 
solution that will allow all of us access to the areas that we need.  
The off-road community has been over the last 25 years moved into 
smaller and smaller areas, and we have no options for use.  Our areas 
have been restricted, and our ability as citizens in the state of 
California have been restricted as far as open-use access so greatly 
that we have no options; thus, the taking away of Johnson Valley is 
something that is just -- it's not acceptable as for as the community 
goes.  That's it. 

Response to Comment O-ON-025: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  The Marine 
Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for recreation 
and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-409 

Comment ID:  O-ON-026 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Steve Swinburne 

Comment:  I guess basically what I would like to say is that the 
ultimate goal we would like to have no action at all and to keep the 
land open.  I've been going out there since the 70's with the family, 
and I was brought up out there.  My daughters are being brought up 
out there, and now I have grand kids being brought up out there.  I 
would like to be able to keep it going throughout the family and 
generations to come.  If we have to do anything, I guess the other 
thing would be Alternative 3, which would leave our, you know, area 
open.  Looking at the Alternative 6, which they say is the preferred, I 
think that is preferred by the military, not us as recreational people.  
We would just like to, you know, keep it as much open for the family 
to be able to go out and friends and family and generations to come 
to keep it going. 

Response to Comment O-ON-026: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-410 

Comment ID:  O-ON-027 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Mark Poe 

Comment: I would like no action taken would be my first choice, 
but Alternative 3 where it doesn't affect us is appealing.  I would like 
to try to keep the lands open that aren't too far to drive to have 
available to use. Alternative 4 and 5 could be a good comprise if they 
didn't ultimately end up taking it over 12 months of the year, but my 
first choice would be no action at all, but I doubt that is going to 
happen.

Response to Comment O-ON-027: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-411 

Comment ID:  O-ON-028 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Edgar Paolilla 

Comment:  I just don't understand where they're going to go if they 
start going to the west.  They're going to be taking most of the open 
desert where they have all the races and MDR and events, and it kind 
of seems like they're try to go stick you down south where there is no 
way you can operate something like that or run it safely without 
putting people's lives in danger.  It's too much of a race course you're 
going to stick down there, and there is going to be regular campers 
that come out with mom and dad and the family at the same time.  
You can't even do that because it's too small of an area.  And then I 
think by going more over on the east side it's kind of an area that 
nobody uses, not really off-road vehicles or anything so that is kind 
of like I think the best way to go.  I guess that is about it. 

Response to Comment O-ON-028: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-412 

Comment ID:  O-ON-029 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Tim Nowak 

Comment:  I'm against any of the closure of the off-road area. It's 
been a family tradition for four generations.  Been camping and 
using this Johnson Valley since the 60's. It's the equivalent of going 
to Yellowstone for our family, and it's that important that it remains 
available for public use.  I think other alternatives need to be 
explored as far as expanding to the east. Alternative 3 seems to be 
the preferential alternative. If there is any closures for the off-road 
that effects the off-road industry, it should be mitigated with 
additional land made available of similar type.  The BLM even 
considers and identifies this as a world-class riding area.  It needs to 
be protected for future generations.  Off-roading as a sport is 
expanding and fewer opportunities are available for us to recreate. 
It's a lifestyle by parents that have limited mobility and are able to 
enjoy this type of recreation on public lands along with their 
grandchildren equally.  The military needs to readdress the potential 
to expand into the wilderness by asking permission to study the 
wilderness area for its capability to meet the needs of the military.  I 
don't think that was adequately looked at or looked at at all.  If they 
need congressional permission, then it should be done and this 
process should be postponed until that can be addressed.  I'm 
interesting to see where the funding is coming from for the base 
expansion period and what the economic impact if it was taken into 
account the revenue that is going to be lost for the city and county 
surrounding this area.  This will have a devastating impact on the 
local businesses.  Alternative 6 has closures for two months of the 
area with limited access for ten months out of the area, but a 
comment was made at the last meeting from a Marine Corps 
representative that the Marine Corps does not play well with others. 

Response to Comment O-ON-029 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Consideration of national budget and other similar issues is outside 
the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are one of many 
types of information that decision-makers will consider. Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.    

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-413 

Comment ID:  O-ON-029 (Page 2 of 2) 

That it's unlikely that that will be accepted.  That is not a feasible 
alternative.  I think that is a poor attitude reflected on the Marine 
Corps, if that is their opinion.  I question the need to expand for these 
additional exercises.  What have they been doing prior to this 
expansion proposal?  Unfortunately at this meeting I asked for maps 
for the different alternatives and there were none provided, which is 
disappointing considering the impact that this is going to have to the 
off-road community.  Without adequate maps, the public is unable to 
adequately review the information and make an informed decision on 
what impact it's going to have on the off-road community.  I feel that 
the planning process needs to be extended until everybody has the 
proper opportunity to express their opinion on the effect it will have.  
For these reasons I feel Alternative 3 is the only practical solution to 
properly address all the concerns. 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-029 (Page 2 of 2): 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   

The Marine Corps has kept the public informed as required by 
NEPA, including holding public scoping meetings before preparation 
of the Draft EIS, additional public meetings during the public review 
period, and encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  
Maps of the different alternatives were provided in the Draft EIS and 
were available for review at the public meetings. The Marine Corps 
provided a 90-day public comment period for the Draft EIS, twice 
the minimum duration required by NEPA, and took additional steps 
to make the document publicly accessible for review and comment.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-414 

Comment ID:  O-ON-030 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Glenn Hatzenbuttler 

Comment:  I have been riding motorcycles in the California desert 
since 1972.  I have been riding in Johnson valley.  I understand the 
needs and concerns of training for the U.S. Marine Corp.  I feel 
Johnson Valley being one of the only two places we have to race 
motorcycles, we should keep it as it is, open for us.  Or if you guys 
must take it for training, mitigation might be a good option.  Give us 
acre for acre.  Trade us land.  The Marine Corp can keep the land 
they need, i.e. Johnson Valley, and we'll have acreage to ride 
motorcycles on as well.  That's it.  Thank you.  

 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-030: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-415 

Comment ID:  O-ON-031 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Stephen Lang 

Comment:  I'm here to make comments that as an avid off-roader 
family man that I have been going to the Lucerne, Johnson Valley 
off-road area for my whole entire life, and my dad is going there 
before me and took me there and my six-week old I plan on taking 
out there.  And my opinion on the closure is that it needs to be public 
land that is open to the public.  I would hope that the BLM would not 
take public land away from the public and restrict access to 
petroglyphs that are in the area, other formations and just general 
public land use.  I also want to learn from history of, you know, 
failures in the past and the Army.  Fort Irwin base did an expansion 
with the same public comments, same post cards, same pretty boards 
to educate the public that went through, and it's my understanding 
that the tortoise relocation program had a 25 percent survival rate of 
tortoises, and that seems unacceptable to me that they would 
jeopardize the tortoises in that area.  The other part of this is that the 
Army is not using the land they have, not using this land.  I don't 
want to see the same thing happen to public lands that get used by 
thousands and thousands of enthusiasts and stewards to the desert.  
Another problem that I have is with our Marines and Army and Navy 
for all that matters not having a synergy to work together and train 
together.  They fight together, but they cannot train together?  Fort 
Irwin base they could train there if they needed to, and there is no 
reason they shouldn't be able to train together and make their forces 
stronger by training together and not without taking public land from 
the public who pay their OHV renewals and are also the people that 
are in the desert and enjoy the desert and as I said before are the 
stewards of the desert.   

Response to Comment O-ON-031 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates biological resources, including the desert tortoise, 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.10 of the 
EIS).  The Marine Corps is currently undergoing consultation with 
the USFWS in regards to impacts to the desert tortoise and other 
wildlife species.  

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  Fort Irwin does not have ranges capable of 
supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire and 
maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to better 
accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would interfere 
with the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements and be 
optimally prepared for deployment.  See Section 2.7 of the EIS for 
more information about alternatives that were considered but not 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-416 

Comment ID:  O-ON-031 (Page 2 of 2) 

So as a public land user I do use the designated courses during closed 
course events, the A and B course that are in the Johnson Valley 
between Camp Rock and Bessemer Mine Road.  I hope to keep these 
areas open and open unrestricted forever. 

Response to Comment O-ON-031 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-417 

Comment ID:  O-ON-032 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Kathleen Lang 

Comment:  Same kind of thing.  As the wife of someone and as a 
desert off-roader for 30 years plus we want to keep it family oriented 
and keep it open for the public.  My concern is if we do give the 
Marines a little portion of the land, supposedly considered little 
portions, what is going to happen in the next five years when they 
decide they're going to need a little more and every year after that.  
And they need to find some other place that isn't useable for the 
public.  That current area is as my husband stated has petroglyphs 
and a lot of high activity for off-road use and the desert tortoises, 
environmentally sound plant formations.  We just want to continue 
keeping the public area public and that's it. Open to the public.  Keep 
it open.  

Response to Comment O-ON-032: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates biological resources (see Section 4.10), including 
the desert tortoise and plant communities, and cultural resources (see 
Section 4.11) under each of the action alternatives. 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-418 

Comment ID:  O-ON-033 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Don McDonald 

Comment:  I would like to see the military use Alternative 3. 
Alternative 6 is the next best.  I have been throughout the Johnson 
Valley going on 20 years.  I'm an avid 4-wheel driver.  I climb on the 
rocks.  There is nothing else I know of anywhere in the country like 
it.  It would be a shame to lose it.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-033: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-419 

Comment ID:  O-ON-034 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Tim Nowak 

Comment:  I think a viable alternative that has not been looked at is 
to study potential to de-designate the northern part of the wilderness 
area to accomplish expansion to the east so that we eliminate the 
west expansion or study what percent of an east expansion could be 
accomplished with a much smaller west expansion to accommodate 
the military for their maneuvers. 

 

Response to Comment O-ON-034: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS   

  N.2-420 

Comment ID:  O-ON-035 

Meeting Location:  Ontario 

Meeting Date:  April 13, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Steven Torres 

Comment:  I think in a nutshell I would like to ask the Marines to go 
with their proposed Option 3.  Stay to the east or little to no change 
to how it is now, because they're going to impact the OHV 
community very seriously.  Some of their other proposals, Options 4, 
5 where it's partial use or shared usage, that is great.  It's a nice idea, 
but, I mean, I don't see -- in the beginning I can see them saying, 
okay, we're only going to use it for two months, but right now we 
have a lot of other stuff going on in other countries so this year it's 
going to be ten months, and in ten years it's going to be, we need it 
for 12 months out of the year and you're out of luck.  Their option 
Number 6, which they're saying preferred, is going to eliminate the 
majority of the land that myself, friends, family all use.  I would 
really like to not see that one go through just because it's going to 
take up a large majority of the area that we all go to every couple 
months as a family and have fun.  So as far as the impact on Lucerne 
Valley itself, the town of Lucerne, you know, I honestly don't know 
how much of their business is derived from the OHV.  I know 
between the rock crawling crowd and desert there is a lot of traffic 
and people that go through that town.  I would hope they at least look 
to see how they're going to impact them.  Some people might depend 
on that money coming through the town.  Other than that, I ask they 
please go east or do nothing to keep it the way it is now so we're all 
happy. 

Response to Comment O-ON-035: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-421   

Comment ID:  O-VV-001 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Louis Attiq 

Comment:  My name is Louis Attiq.  I own the property parcel 
number 44817104 with my family.  It's five hundred and fifty-eight 
acres and I would like to sell it.  I held the property for the past 22 
years and I just want to sell it to the Marines or Navy or whoever. 

Response to Comment O-VV-001: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-422   

Comment ID:  O-VV-002 (Page 1 of 3) 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Maxwell Britton 

Comment:  In reference to the Johnson Valley Marine Corps 
expansion, I just wanted to say that I'm a member of 
MyJeepRocks.com.  I'm also a local resident.  I strongly support the 
military and think that the U.S.M.C. should have the ample land for 
training purposes; however, John Valley is a very important area to 
many organized recreational groups and especially to the OHV 
community. The area in question pertains to the hammer trail system, 
which is considered an oasis for OHV enthusiasts.  The characteristic 
that define the hammer trails in Johnson Valley exist nor else in the 
country. For over two decades, years of volunteer effort has 
painstakingly been given to design the perfect off-road trail system 
on our own public land.  We have been perfect land stewards in that 
we plan and attend major desert cleanup efforts multiple times a 
year.  Hundreds of off-roaders, their families and advocates of off-
roading show true virtue and dedication by simply picking up trash 
and keeping the lands clean.  If the OHV community lost the 
hammer trail system, it would be like a ship without the Marines, 
like a garment without buttons.  That was a quote by Admiral David 
G. Vargin in 1862.  Johnson Valley is also used by a huge variety of 
public recreationalists and film companies.  Other than the OHV 
public, an expansion of 29 Palms westward will effectively shut 
these people out of this area and would have a huge effect on the 
local economy.  The film industry spends millions of dollars a year 
on locations and county permits within Johnson Valley to have a 
360-degree unobstructed view unlike anywhere else in the country.  
In addition, the film industry supports the locate economy and 
consistently creates jobs by bringing an entire crew and hiring 
locally.  I know firsthand because I work in the film industry.  I have 

Response to Comment O-VV-002 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley (including the Hammers area) and during various portions of 
the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  Property values are not 
anticipated to decrease directly or indirectly from impacts of the 
proposed action.  However, there is expected to be a direct economic 
impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-002 (Page 2 of 3) 

worked as a set dresser a couple years ago on the movie Valkyrie 
starring Tom Cruise, which was shot on location in Cougar Buttes.  
A few years ago I also worked on H2O water commercial also shot 
on location in Johnson Valley.  So it would be a substantial monetary 
loss for the local towns, county and state.  There will be an inevitable 
loss of filming in our own county due to the foreseeable lack of 
picturesque geography.  The film commission stated there are more 
film project days in one year than there are days in the year in 
Johnson Valley alone due to the popularity of the location and 
overlapping of projects.  My family has been attending the hammer 
trail events and other areas in Johnson Valley for years.  We actually 
moved from Los Angeles about four years ago to be closer to 
Johnson Valley.  If we lost access, we would be extremely 
heartbroken to say the least, and I want my three-year-old daughter 
and my two-month-old son to be able to experience the trails and the 
outdoor life that is second to none in the Johnson Valley.  While I 
completely support our military and the U.S.M.C., please consider 
this land withdrawal and urge the Marine Corps to go east to a less 
vital area for their training.  Expansion to the east would only 
required de-designation of a small portion of Sheep Hole Valley 
wilderness.  They would have to deal with the federal government, 
but I think that they have enough leverage being the Marines to do 
so.  Although political leaders have shown resistance to the idea, 
military training is a benefit to the entire nation and the responsibility 
should be shared equally among all Americans, not just off-road 
enthusiasts.  The number of designated wilderness trails and areas far 
outnumber the designated OHV areas in the Mojave desert. 

Response to Comment O-VV-002 (Page 2 of 3): 

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-002 (Page 3 of 3) 

Furthermore, this project will conflict with and will have adverse 
effect on every concept of the recently adopted San Bernardino 
County general plan, such as infrastructure, housing, conservation, 
open space, safety, land use and economic concerns.  Similar 
projects have historically caused an immediate and dramatic drop in 
local residents' property values and local business revenues due to 
the 24-hour live-fire exercises, noise, ground shake and reduction of 
the area's overall appeal.  The closure would negatively impact 
remaining OHV areas both in regards to environment and as well as 
personal safety as a result of increase in heavily concentrated use.  
Injury and death will likely increase from over population of other 
BLM enforced service managed lands in the future should the base 
extend to Johnson Valley.  Increased use of federal, state and local 
public lands will put will put additional pressure on land managers, 
resulting in greater restrictions to motorized recreation.  The result of 
concentrated use will create increased environmental concerns, likely 
leading to further closures in the future, thus, compounding the 
problem. In order to see just how important this area is to this group, 
I ask that you read these testimonials which were posted during a 
four-hour virtual online rally at www.pirate4x4.com/jv.  I ask that 
you fine men and women go east.  William Wordsworth stated, 
"Men are we and must grieve when even the shade of that which was 
once great has passed away."  Thank you. 

Response to Comment O-VV-002 (Page 3 of 3): 

The Land Use section of the EIS (see Section 4.1) discusses 
consistencies of the proposed action with plans and policies.  As 
noted in the EIS local plans and policies and development controls 
would no longer apply to private lands acquired by the Department 
of the Navy for training use; and future amendments would designate 
these lands for military use.  

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-003 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Roger Peterson 

Comment:  First I would like to state that I support the United States 
Marine Corps in their mission to protect America. As part of a group 
of off-roaders known as MyJeepRocks.com we have submitted a 
proposal with which is now I guess Alternative 3 -- similar to 
Alternative 3.  I hereby request that the Marine Corps take another 
hard look at three to see if they could make that work. I'm concerned 
about Alternative 6, which is the their preferred plan, and there is 
many reasons.  One of them is dust mitigation.  They stated in their 
proposal that they would use water trucks to mitigate the dust.  There 
is two things that make that not possible.  One, there would not be 
enough water trucks in San Bernardino county to cover an exercise 
with that many soldiers and all their equipment.  Also, there wouldn't 
be a water source anywhere near that area where they could obtain 
water to do this.  Again, I urge the Marine Corps to look at 
Alternative 3 as opposed to Alternative 6. Thank you very much. 

Response to Comment O-VV-003: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 

The EIS acknowledges that the proposed training exercises will 
generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, as shown in the EIS 
tables that present estimations of air emissions for each project 
alternative (refer to Section 4.8 of the EIS).  The EIS dispersion 
modeling analyses determined that fugitive dust emissions would 
produce less than significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute 
to an exceedance of the national ambient air quality standard for 
PM10.  The EIS only proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from 
proposed construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control 
fugitive dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-426   

Comment ID:  O-VV-004 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Don Christie 

Comment:  I'm 70 years old.  I have been riding dirt bikes in 
competition since '64 and moving around the country being a dentist.  
The goal has been where I have riding areas, and I moved here in '05 
and it's very large disappointment to see this area being taken away.  
So it's with grievous feelings that I see this developing. If there is 
any kind of a comment that I can make, I would like to -- my 
problem is I can't see why they can't go east, to move this land 
purchase east of where they are and leave this economic enjoyment 
play land for L.A. people.  I'm a dentist in Apple Valley.  I'm there to 
have one foot in the desert to use.  But as you scrunch this land 
down, it just gets over used, and then you have environmentalists 
that are critical of what is left.  It's been taken away where I lived in 
Eastern Washington, around the tri-cities, the Juniper Forest, the 
Northern Idaho and a lot more.  These are all area that's have been 
taken away.  As you get older you have more areas that are gone and 
it's sad to see it go away. It's hard for me to see that.  Is it really that 
essential to take this, which has a big economic impact? My office is 
right on 18.  I see the traffic every day going to and using the desert.  
You have people enjoying RVs, toy haulers, vehicles themselves, 
dirt bikes, quads, and all of this being restricted and where do people 
go?  We have losing so many of our – what freedoms, land, 
enjoyments.  My father -- I grew up with my father that was 
paralyzed so he could never go out into the wilderness areas.  I 
needed to see wilderness being developed because people to walk -- 
he couldn't walk or use it so it's a deduction.  The privileged few that 
can have the time to walk is the only thing that is left to use the 
wilderness.  This is not wilderness.  I understand that, but it equated 
to the same thing.  That is it.   

Response to Comment O-VV-004 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action 
alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east 
of the current Combat Center without needing to de-designate 
wilderness area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis 
in the EIS. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-004 (Page 2 of 2) 

If this goes in, as a dentist for the community of Apple Valley, I'll 
move back to Arizona where I came from in '05.  That is how deeply 
I feel about it because this is part of my life.  At my age I have, what, 
ten years left riding in the desert?  At 80 I figure I'll take up golf.  So 
anything more -- I'm glad to be able to express the seriousness of 
losing this segment of society's enjoyment, our planet earth.  I sat 
and looked at a map and I say go east. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-VV-004 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-005 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Michael Brown 

Comment:  I'm not in the area right now that you're going for  
section 6 or whatever it is, but when I first heard a couple years ago 
about the expansion, I ended up looking for another place.  I have a 
second place now, but I'm paying for the first place that is possibly in 
the Marine Corps expansion.  I'm interested in not having it anymore.  
I want to be included on -- I'm a Marine, and I'm interested in selling.  
I'm paying $500 a month for it now.  I would like not to have to do 
that.  I'm not trying to make big money or anything.  I think I would 
have a better chance of hanging on till the Marine Corps wants it.  
That would at least pay what I owe on it. That's it. 

Response to Comment O-VV-005: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-006 (Page 1 of 2) 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Maxwell Britton 

Comment:  I had a chance to walk around and got to realizing that 
Alternatives 4, 5 and 6 seems to me like they're joint-use programs 
where the marines will come in and do some exercises, live-fire 
exercises, and then at a certain time come in and sweep four times.  I 
had asked the specialist that would come in and sweep if he believed 
that he could guarantee a hundred percent that I wouldn't find any 
unexploded ordnances anywhere on the area that would be reopened 
to the public, and he guaranteed me a hundred percent that they 
wouldn't -- that I wouldn't find anything.  My concern is this, with 
human error -- I mean, we have had recent news of more than a few 
traffic control folks falling asleep in the wee hours of the morning 
bringing in planes.  Human error happens, and my concern is that I 
have got a three-year-old and a two-month-old and a wife and my 
own life to take care of.  If I'm going to go somewhere and recreate, 
life has enough pressures as it is without going to a place where I 
have been recreating for decades and now have to worry about the 
fact that I may or my children may come across an unexploded 
ordnance. I don't care in the sense of the guy that is in charge of 
sweeping the area four times can't positively in my own common 
sense guarantee anything.  Anything is possible.  And I don't believe 
-- I'm not confident that I may not ever incur a problem there.  I 
would probably not have my family recreate in the area in question. 
That is unfortunate.  And as far as I'm concerned it's also 
unacceptable when there is another option for the Marines to go east 
into Sheep Hole Wilderness.  They have the leverage -- if anybody 
does, they do – with the federal government to decommission that 
land.  

Response to Comment O-VV-006 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   
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Comment ID:  O-VV-006 (Page 2 of 2) 

The other thing in reference to Proposal 4, 5 and six is I believe with 
joint-use is that history shows that once the powers that be come into 
use of said area to train, it leaves a door open that they can extend, 
postpone, delay or close from that point on that area in question 
because they're in charge.  I no longer have the ability and it's no 
longer public land, therefore, I don't have the ability to have any 
voice heard at that time.  I think it's important that my voice is heard 
now before this land takeover happens.  From what I understand, 
there is also going to be sanctions.  This will be government lands.  
I'll have to provide identification, get a permit and so on and so forth.  
I also believe that that is an unacceptable compromise for the public 
to use land that was originally given to them for public use.  Again, 
the option of going east is what I encourage, and that would conclude 
my thoughts 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment O-VV-006 (Page 2 of 2): 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-007 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Maxwell Britton 

Comment:  So finding out some more information in reference to 
Sheep Hole Wilderness and the re-designation of that land, it seems 
that it's going to be possibly a no go with that in that seems like it 
might be straight from DC.  So there is another alternative that would 
be a compromise on the part of the Marines as well as the off-road 
enthusiasts and recreationalists alike, and that is that I'd like to 
propose that the Marines move north of the hammers, and it would 
be essentially through Epperson Valley and then sort of north 
towards Wilson Hills.  And this would not be a multi-use area. The 
Marines would use that area essentially as theirs, and it would not be 
part-time use; therefore, it wouldn't pose a danger in any shape or 
form to the public and it would also keep a lot of the public lands 
open.  Seems to me this would be a good compromise, and I would 
defiantly support that. 

Response to Comment O-VV-007: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID:  O-VV-008 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Dan Kiewicz 

Comment:  I'm proposing that if the Johnson Valley area is 
consumed, that there has to be other areas opened up to handle the 
riders that will be displaced.  Obviously the hammers, which are the 
rock crawlers, are gone, but absorbing that large of an area means it's 
going to crowd others, which means it's going it be a very great 
safety impact.  So some of the areas need to grow that are nearby, 
Stoddard Valley, et^cetera, to accommodate the larger crowd and 
provide safety for those folks. 

Response to Comment O-VV-008: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps does not have the 
authority to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed 
action.  The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all 
action alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation 
measures would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact.  The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-433   

Comment ID:  O-VV-009 

Meeting Location:  Victorville 

Meeting Date:  April 14, 2011 

Commenter’s Name:  Bill Tuck 

Comment:  My main concern -- Bill Tuck.  I'm a member of the 
Society For the Conservation of Big Horn Sheep.  I'm not speaking 
for our society, just as an individual, but from what I was told, there 
is going to be in Plan 6 two training cycles per year, possibly one in 
the spring and one in the fall for around 29 days.  What I would like 
is for the Marines -- and I'm going to have our vice president who is 
an expert contact the Marines – to find out when the migration of the 
two-year-old rams takes place, which effects the gene pools.  The 
females run the young rams off when they're about two years old, 
and they will migrate between mountain ranges, and there is a 
migration pattern through the base.  But currently the pattern is being 
majorly disrupted by off-roaders so it would be a plus for the sheep, 
plan 6.  I'm wondering if the Marines would consider contacting our 
organization -- I'm going to have our organization contact your 
biologist -- and see if we can coordinate on when this migration 
takes place.  Maybe the Marines could possibly do it at a different 
time, or maybe it won't interfere with the migration at all, but I think 
it needs to be looked into by the Marines. 

Response to Comment O-VV-009: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID: N-00001 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00001: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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Comment ID: N-00002 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00002: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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Comment ID: N-00003 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00003 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts in Section 4.9 
and determined that they would be less than significant under each 
alternative. The Marine Corps understands the importance of 
Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant 
impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.   

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use and aircraft 
operations under the proposed action may be periodically detected by 
residents and other members of the public, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  In addition to the Community Noise Equivalent Level 
(CNEL) time-averaged analysis conducted in the Draft EIS, single-
event noise modeling has been conducted and the results added to 
Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.         
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Comment ID: N-00003 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00003 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID: N-00004 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00004: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. The analysis presented in 
Section 4.2 acknowledges and discusses the impacts that reduced 
access to recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage in other areas and potential overcrowding.  The 
public involvement process has led to the development of project 
alternatives (e.g., Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) that would enable the 
Marine Corps to meet the minimum live-fire and maneuver training 
requirements for a MEB while also providing public access to as 
much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for recreational use. 
Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of the EIS. Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 
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 N.2-439   

Comment ID: N-00005 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00005: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-440   

Comment ID: N-00006 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00006: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-441   

Comment ID: N-00007 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00007 (Page 1 of 2): 

SOC-1:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

 

SOC-1
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 N.2-442   

Comment ID: N-00007 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00007 (Page 2 of 2): 

REC-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   The analysis presented in 
Section 4.2 acknowledges and discusses the impacts that reduced 
access to recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage in other areas and the potential for illegal riding.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 

REC-1
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 N.2-443   

Comment ID: N-00008 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00008 (Page 1 of 3): 

LU-1: 

Thank you for your comment. Property owners will be contacted 
once a decision is reached regarding the acquisition of any property.  
Section 4.3 (Socioeconomics) and Section 4.12 (Geological 
Resources) discuss the importance of the cement industry in regards 
to mines that would be purchased under the proposed action.  As 
described in Section 2.6 of the EIS, under Alternatives 1, 2, and 6, 
Morris Lode and Bessemer mines would be acquired.  

The DEIS used most updated available information on the amount of 
reserves, no change to text has been made.  

LU—2 and SOC-1: 

Section 4.12.2.2 (Geological Resources) states “relative to national 
or worldwide supplies of iron ore, the direct loss of active production 
to the ore deposits thought to exist at the Morris Lode or Bessemer 
Mines would be less than significant.” Section 4.3.2.4 of the EIS 
discusses impacts from the loss of future mining potential.  
Contained within the section is a discussion of mill scale as an 
economically viable material to iron ore in the production of cement.   

 

LU-1
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 N.2-444   

Comment ID: N-00008 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00008 (Page 2 of 3): 

 
LU-2

SOC-1
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 N.2-445   

Comment ID: N-00008 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00008 (Page 3 of 3): 

SOC-2: 

As described in Section 2.6 of the EIS, under Alternatives 1, 2, and 
6, Morris Lode and Bessemer mines would be acquired.  

    SOC-1

SOC-2
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 N.2-446   

Comment ID: N-00009 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00009 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   The analysis presented in Section 4.2 acknowledges and 
discusses the impacts that reduced access to recreational lands in 
Johnson Valley would have on increased usage in other areas and the 
potential for illegal riding.  Under each of the action alternatives, 
many of the current recreational opportunities and uses would 
continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (refer to Section 4.3 of the EIS). As noted in the EIS, 
there is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax 
revenue related to reduced recreational spending.   

(Comment response continued on next page) 
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 N.2-447   

Comment ID: N-00009 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00009 (Page 2 of 2): 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  
Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  Included are a series of 
communication and notification procedures (modeled after BLM’s 
management plan for Johnson Valley) that would be implemented to 
increase public awareness, as well as pre- and post-exercise range 
control and management procedures that would enhance public 
safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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 N.2-448   

Comment ID: N-00010 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00010: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   The Marine Corps also 
understands the trend in availability of OHV land and has considered 
the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative 
impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  Under each of 
the action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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 N.2-449   

Comment ID: N-00011 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00011: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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 N.2-450   

Comment ID: N-00012 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00012: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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 N.2-451   

Comment ID: N-00013 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00013: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 
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 N.2-452   

Comment ID: N-00014 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00014: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 
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 N.2-453   

Comment ID: N-00015 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00015: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-454   

Comment ID: N-00016 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00016: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 
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 N.2-455   

Comment ID: N-00017 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00017: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 
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 N.2-456   

Comment ID: N-00018 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00018: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 
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 N.2-457   

Comment ID: N-00019 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00019: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-458   

Comment ID: N-00020 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00020: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-459   

Comment ID: N-00021 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00021: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-460   

Comment ID: N-00022 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00022: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-461   

Comment ID: N-00023 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00023: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-462   

Comment ID: N-00024 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00024: 

Thank you for your comment. As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, 
the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-463   

Comment ID: N-00025 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00025: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-464   

Comment ID: N-00026 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00026: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-465   

Comment ID: N-00027 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00027: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-466   

Comment ID: N-00028 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00028: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-467   

Comment ID: N-00029 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00029: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-468   

Comment ID: N-00031 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00031: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-469   

Comment ID: N-00032 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00032: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-470   

Comment ID: N-00033 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00033: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-471   

Comment ID: N-00034 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00034: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-472   

Comment ID: N-00035 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00035 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  The Marine 
Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for recreation 
and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 
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 N.2-473   

Comment ID: N-00036 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00036: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-474   

Comment ID: N-00037 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00037: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-475   

Comment ID: N-00038 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00038: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-476   

Comment ID: N-00039 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00039: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 
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 N.2-477   

Comment ID: N-00040 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00040: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-478   

Comment ID: N-00041 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00041: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 
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 N.2-479   

Comment ID: N-00042 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00042: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  
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 N.2-480   

Comment ID: N-00043 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00043: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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Response to Comment N-00044: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    
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Response to Comment N-00045: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00046: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 
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Response to Comment N-00047 (Page 1 of 5): 

NEPA-1: 

Thank you for your comment. The proposed Special Conservation 
Measures (SCMs) outlined in Section 2.8 of the EIS would be 
included in the proposed action to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts under any alternative.  Under certain alternatives, where 
impact avoidance is not feasible, appropriate resource-specific 
mitigation measures to minimize impacts are identified (see Chapter 
4 of the EIS).    

If one of these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy 
and approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action. 

In addition, there would be an opportunity for public review and 
comment on the NEPA documentation (e.g., EA) which would 
manage many of the biological SCMs and the process for public 
review and input in scheduling OHV activity in any RPAA 
established in Johnson Valley.  

REC-1: 

A Displaced OHV Recreation Study (DORS) has been added to the 
EIS to further evaluate impacts to legal and illegal recreation in other 
areas and subsequent impacts on other resource areas (see Appendix 
M of the EIS).  Chapters 4 (Environmental Consequences) and 5 
(Cumulative Impacts) of the EIS have been updated as appropriate.  
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Response to Comment N-00047 (Page 2 of 5): 

SOC-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Draft EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  The section has been 
updated to acknowledge specific communities such as Wonder 
Valley and Homestead Valley. 

CR-1: 

Sections 3.12 and 4.12 of the EIS identify and discuss impacts to 
Cultural Resources, respectively.  The EIS has been updated as 
appropriate to acknowledge communities that may be applicable 
under the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act.  

VIS-1: 

Section 2.2 of the EIS has been updated to clarify the use of lighting 
during proposed training activities.  Section 4.5, which discusses 
impacts to visual resources, has been updated appropriately. 

 

 

 

 

 
NEPA-1

REC-1
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Response to Comment N-00047 (Page 3 of 5): 

BIO-1: 

The Marine Corps is highly committed to on-base monitoring and 
eradication of non-native species.  However, under current 
agreements the Marine Corps cannot monitor non-native species 
outside the Combat Center.  Periodic surveys on base that would 
indicate problem areas on base that might implicate invasions from 
off base (Agrichemical and Supply 2005). Increases on base could 
also suggest potential for increased effects off base.  There is very 
little information available regarding non-native species present in 
the proposed expansion areas, and the survey and monitoring work 
that would be conducted by the Marine Corps if the project were 
approved would far exceed any such efforts to date.  Further, the 
Marine Corps is dedicated to being a “good neighbor” to the 
surrounding communities and is open to cooperation and 
coordination with municipalities and organizations to improve 
control and eradication of non-native species. 

 

 

 

REC-1

SOC-1
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Response to Comment N-00047 (Page 4 of 5): 

GEN-1: 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of the affected 
airspace with respect to the local aviation community and the EIS 
concludes that the acquisition of airspace proposed for each 
alternative would cause a significant impact to airspace.  As 
indicated in the Draft EIS, no airspace decision has been or would be 
made before complete environmental review and consultation with 
the FAA, other stakeholders, and the public.  The Marine Corps is 
currently undergoing consultation with the FAA in regards to the 
proposed airspace. Airspace dimensions, altitudes, and times 
required may change as this cooperative effort is conducted.  Please 
refer to Section 1.5.3.2 for information on the FAA airspace proposal 
process.   

Thank you for your comment in regards to water resources issues.  

CR-1

VIS-1

 

BIO-1
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Response to Comment N-00047 (Page 5 of 5): 

GEN-1 Continued: 

Regarding the potential for the proposed expansion of the Combat 
Center into the Johnson Valley OHV recreational area to lead to an 
increase in illegal ORV incursions onto private property and the 
associated fugitive dust impacts from these activities:  It is difficult 
to predict how and where OHVs would be displaced as a result of the 
project alternatives that would expand into Johnson Valley.  These 
vehicles could increase fugitive dust emissions on private lands 
compared to existing conditions.  However, these vehicles would 
operate intermittently and at a level much lower in any one location 
than the scenario of equipment usage evaluated in the DEIS for 
ambient PM10 impacts.  The DEIS analysis determined that 
maximum PM10 impacts on public lands would produce less than 
significant air quality impacts.  Therefore, it is expected that impacts 
of fugitive dust from illegal ORV incursions onto private property 
also would produce less than significant PM10 impacts.   

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

 

GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-489   

Comment ID: N-00048 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00048: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Response to Comment N-00049: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 
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Response to Comment N-00050: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.    

The Marine Corps also understands the trend in availability of OHV 
land and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00051:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.        

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00052:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00053:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00054:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00055:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-497   

Comment ID: N-00056 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00056:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00057:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00058:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00059:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00060:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00061: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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Response to Comment N-00062:  

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00063:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Draft EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, property values are not expected 
to decrease directly or indirectly from the proposed action. Please 
review other sections in Chapter 4 of the EIS for expected 
environmental impacts. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment N-00064:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.     

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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Response to Comment N-00065:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  The EIS finds that 
the loss of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact 
under the proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact 
(see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).     

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-507   

Comment ID: N-00066 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00066:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

     

   

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-508   

Comment ID: N-00067 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00067:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-509   

Comment ID: N-00068 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00068: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-510   

Comment ID: N-00069 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00069: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-511   

Comment ID: N-00070 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00070:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-512   

Comment ID: N-00071 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00071:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-513   

Comment ID: N-00072 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00072: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-514   

Comment ID: N-00073 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00073:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-515   

Comment ID: N-00074 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00074:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-516   

Comment ID: N-00075 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00075:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.       

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-517   

Comment ID: N-00076 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00076:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-518   

Comment ID: N-00077 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00077:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-519   

Comment ID: N-00078 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00078:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.     

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-520   

Comment ID: N-00079 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00079:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

    

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-521   

Comment ID: N-00080 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00080:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-522   

Comment ID: N-00081 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00081:  

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-523   

Comment ID: N-00082 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00082:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-524   

Comment ID: N-00083 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00083 (Page 1 of 2):  

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps 
training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-525   

Comment ID: N-00083 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00083 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-526   

Comment ID: N-00084  

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00084:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-527   

Comment ID: N-00085 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00085:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-528   

Comment ID: N-00086 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00086:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-529   

Comment ID: N-00087 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00087:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-530   

Comment ID: N-00088 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00088:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-531   

Comment ID: N-00089 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00089:  

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

The EIS evaluates transportation and circulation impacts under each 
of the action alternatives (see Section 4.6).  As noted in the EIS, no 
major public roads would be impacted and there is expected to be a 
marginal temporary traffic increase due to MEB mobilization that 
would not create significant impacts.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-532   

Comment ID: N-00090 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00090:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-533   

Comment ID: N-00091 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00091:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-534   

Comment ID: N-00092 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00092:   

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-535   

Comment ID: N-00093 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00093:  

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of 
the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use 
under the proposed action may be periodically detected by residents 
and other members of the public from a distance, and may 
sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-event 
noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-536   

Comment ID: N-00094 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00094:  

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process.   

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-537   

Comment ID: N-00095 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00095:  

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process.  Please review the EIS for more 
information. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-538   

Comment ID: N-00096 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00096 (Page 1 of 2):  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-539   

Comment ID: N-00096 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00096 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-540   

Comment ID: N-00097 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00097:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-541   

Comment ID: N-00098 (Page 1 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00098 (Page 1 of 5): 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the 
NEPA process.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-542   

Comment ID: N-00098 (Page 2 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00098 (Page 2 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-543   

Comment ID: N-00098 (Page 3 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00098 (Page 3 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-544   

Comment ID: N-00098 (Page 4 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00098 (Page 4 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-545   

Comment ID: N-00098 (Page 5 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00098 (Page 5 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-546   

Comment ID: N-00099 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00099:  

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-547   

Comment ID: N-00100 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00100:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-649   

Comment ID:  N-00201 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00201:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-650   

Comment ID:  N-00202 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00202:  

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-651   

Comment ID:  N-00203 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00203:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-652   

Comment ID:  N-00204 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00204:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-653   

Comment ID:  N-00205 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00205:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-654   

Comment ID:  N-00206 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00206:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-655   

Comment ID:  N-00207 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00207:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-656   

Comment ID:  N-00208 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00208:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-657   

Comment ID:  N-00209 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00209:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-658   

Comment ID:  N-00210 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00210:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and has considered the 
loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts 
to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The analyses presented 
in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced 
recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage 
and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts 
to other environmental resources. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action. Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). The Marine Corps does not have the authority to 
designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The 
Draft EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all action 
alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation measures 
would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of significance. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-659   

Comment ID:  N-00211 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00211:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-660   

Comment ID:  N-00212 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00212:  

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the Draft EIS, the 
Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the Draft EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.    

 Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-661   

Comment ID:  N-00213 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00213:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-662   

Comment ID:  N-00214 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00214:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-663   

Comment ID:  N-00215 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00215:  

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
Draft EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-664   

Comment ID:  N-00216 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00216:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 
Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-665   

Comment ID:  N-00217 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00217:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-666   

Comment ID:  N-00218 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00218:  

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.  The EIS evaluates 
impacts to air quality under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.8). The EIS evaluates impacts to water resources under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.13).  As noted in the 
EIS, there is not expected to be any impacts to groundwater quality 
from training operations. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID:  N-00219 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00219:  

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.  The EIS evaluates 
impacts to air quality under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.8).  As noted in the EIS, alternatives that would involve the 
west acquisition study area would result in less than significant 
impacts from increased emissions for the proposed activities. The 
EIS evaluates impacts to water resources under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.13).  As noted in the EIS, there is not 
expected to be any impacts to groundwater quality from training 
operations. The EIS evaluates impacts to biological resources under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.10).  The Marine Corps 
is currently undergoing consultation with the USFWS service in 
regards to impacts to the desert tortoise and other wildlife species. 
The EIS evaluates impacts to transportation under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.6).  As noted in the EIS, the marginal 
temporary traffic increase due to MEB mobilization would not create 
significant impacts.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-668   

Comment ID:  N-00220 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00220: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-669   

Comment ID: N-00221 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00221:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts. 

The EIS evaluates impacts to biological resources under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.10).  The Marine Corps is currently 
undergoing consultation with the USFWS service in regards to 
impacts to the desert tortoise and other wildlife species. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-670   

Comment ID: N-00222 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00222:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.      

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    
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Comment ID:  N-00223 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00223:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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 N.2-672   

Comment ID:  N-00224 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00224:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID:  N-00225 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00225:  

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Response to Comment N-00226:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation.  Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-675   

Comment ID:  N-00227 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00227:  

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-676   

Comment ID:  N-00228 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00228:  

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.     

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-677   

Comment ID: N-00229 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00229:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.        

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-678   

Comment ID:  N-00230 

  
 

 

Response to Comment N-00230:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-679   

Comment ID:  N-00231 

 
 

Response to Comment N-00231:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-680   

Comment ID:  N-00232 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00232:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-681   

Comment ID: N-00233 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00233 (Page 1 of 2):  

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
Draft EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the 
proposed action, including suggestions offered by members of the 
public during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several 
alternative scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed 
study (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF 
Training at other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not 
meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not 
satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands 
for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-682   

Comment ID:  N-00233 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00233 (Page 2 of 2):  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-683   

Comment ID:  N-00234 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00234:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

    

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-684   

Comment ID:  N-00235 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00235:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-685   

Comment ID:  N-00236 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00236:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Environmental concerns are addressed 
and analyzed, in detail, in the Draft EIS.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-686   

Comment ID:  N-00237 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00237:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-687   

Comment ID: N-00238 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00238 (Page 1 of 2):  

Thank you for your comment.   Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an 
action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of 
land east of the current Combat Center without needing to de-
designate wilderness area, and this alternative was carried forward 
for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-688   

Comment ID: N-00238 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00238 (Page 2 of 2):  

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-689   

Comment ID:  N-00239 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00239: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation.  Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities 
and uses would continue to be available within specific portions of 
Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year.     

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study because they did 
not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not 
satisfy the minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands 
for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-690   

Comment ID:  N-00240 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00240:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, access to mining and other land holding will be 
determined on a case-by-case basis once an action alternative is 
selected (see Section 2.6 of the EIS for more information). 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-691   

Comment ID:  N-00241 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00241:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-692   

Comment ID:  N-00242 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00242:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-693   

Comment ID:  N-00243 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00243:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources.  

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-694   

Comment ID:  N-00244 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00244:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-695   

Comment ID:  N-00245 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00245:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-696   

Comment ID:  N-00246 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00246:  

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-697   

Comment ID: N-00247 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00247:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-698   

Comment ID:  N-00248 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00248:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-699   

Comment ID:  N-00249 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00249:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-700   

Comment ID:  N-00250 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00250:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-701   

Comment ID:  N-00251 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00251:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-702   

Comment ID:  N-00252 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00252:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-703   

Comment ID:  N-00253 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00253:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Impacts to emergency response are 
discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS.  As noted in the EIS, under the 
proposed action there would be additional permanent personnel 
necessary to manage any acquired land areas in addition to existing 
mutual aid agreements.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-704   

Comment ID:  N-00254 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00254:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-705   

Comment ID: N-00255 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00255:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-706   

Comment ID:  N-00256 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00256:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. The analysis presented in 
Section 4.2 acknowledges and discusses the impacts that reduced 
access to recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage in other areas and potential overcrowding.  The 
public involvement process has led to the development of project 
alternatives (e.g., Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) that would enable the 
Marine Corps to meet the minimum live-fire and maneuver training 
requirements for a MEB while also providing public access to as 
much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for recreational use. 
Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of the EIS.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-707   

Comment ID:  N-00257 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00257: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-708   

Comment ID:  N-00258 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00258: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-709   

Comment ID:  N-00259 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00259 

AQ-1: 

Thank you for your comment. 

 
AQ-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-710   

Comment ID:  N-00260 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00260:  

Thank you for your comment. The Draft EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-711   

Comment ID: N-00261 (Page 1 of 6) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00261 (Page 1 of 6): 

NEPA-1 and NEPA-2: Thank you for your comment.  As described 
in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is 
to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In November 2006, 
the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale 
training area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine 
Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task 
forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate live-
fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training. 

NEPA-3 and NEPA-4: As discussed in Section 2.7 of the Draft EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the Draft EIS).   

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  Fort Irwin does not have ranges capable of 
supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire and 
maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to better 
accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would interfere 
with the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements and be 
optimally prepared for deployment.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-712   

Comment ID: N-00261 (Page 2 of 6) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00261 (Page 2 of 6): 

NEPA-5:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  Public input becomes part of the Final EIS 
and will be considered by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process.  Consideration of national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    

BIO-1: 

Comment noted.  The Marine Corps used the best available 
information when preparing the Draft EIS.  While the relative 
importance of various factors in the decline of the desert tortoise are 
still uncertain and the Draft EIS states this (page 3.10-22 – 3.10-23), 
the published literature that is available indicates that OHVs do 
adversely affect tortoises via habitat degradation and direct impacts 
(one such review is Ouren et al. 2007).  Analysis of existing 
disturbance in the west study area from OHVs indicated a significant 
correlation between areas of high OHV disturbance and lower desert 
tortoise densities (refer to Appendix I of the Draft EIS).  The Marine 
Corps has reviewed the referenced litigation (Center for Biological 
Diversity vs. BLM) and did not identify anything in the court’s 
decision which contradicts the analysis in the Draft EIS.  In that case 
the court’s decision not to require consideration of studies like Ouren 
et al. (2007) were based strictly on the fact the route designation was 
linear and did not include OHV open areas.   

 
NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-713   

Comment ID: N-00261 (Page 3 of 6) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00261 (Page 3 of 6): 

BIO-1 Continued: 

Since the proposed action area currently includes an OHV open area 
and would continue to include an OHV open area after 
implementation of most alternatives, such studies are entirely 
relevant. 

Additional conservation and mitigation measures, developed during 
the Endangered Species Act Section 7 consultation process with 
USFWS, have been included in the Final EIS (refer to Section 2.8.4).  
These include dedication of new Special Use Areas, expansion of 
monitoring and tortoise “headstarting” programs, and preparation of 
a detailed translocation plan to reduce the significant impacts to the 
desert tortoise. 

GEN-1:  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the Draft EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered these and other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the Draft EIS). 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

 

NEPA-1

 

NEPA-2

 

NEPA-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-714   

Comment ID: N-00261 (Page 4 of 6) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00261 (Page 4 of 6): 

NEPA-3

NEPA-4

 

NEPA-5

 
BIO-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-715   

Comment ID: N-00261 (Page 5 of 6) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00261 (Page 5 of 6): 

 

BIO-1

GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-716   

Comment ID: N-00261 (Page 6 of 6) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00261 (Page 6 of 6): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-717   

Comment ID: N-00262 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00262: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-718   

Comment ID:  N-00263 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00263: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-719   

Comment ID:  N-00264 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00264:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-720   

Comment ID:  N-00265 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00265:  

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-721   

Comment ID:  N-00266 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00266:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-722   

Comment ID:  N-00267 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00267 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-723   

Comment ID:  N-00267 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00267 (Page 2 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-724   

Comment ID:  N-00267 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00267 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-725   

Comment ID:  N-00268 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00268 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-726   

Comment ID:  N-00268 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00268 (Page 2 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-727   

Comment ID: N-00268 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00268 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-728   

Comment ID: N-00269 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00269 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  Munitions constituents and toxic 
chemical release reporting requirements are described in Section 3.4 
and 4.4 of the EIS.  As described in the EIS the Combat Center 
complies with the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-
Know Act (EPCRA) Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) program, and all 
other federal, state, and local requirements regarding hazardous 
materials and wastes, and would continue to do so under the 
proposed action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-729   

Comment ID: N-00269 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00269 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-730   

Comment ID:  N-00270 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00270 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 4.3.1.2 of the 
EIS, three criteria are used to assess the significance of impacts to 
minority and low-income communities in the context of 
environmental justice (EO 12898, Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations):  1) 
there must be one or more such populations within the project area; 
2) there must be adverse (or significant) impacts from the action; and 
3) the environmental justice populations within the project area must 
bear a disproportionate burden of these adverse impacts.  If any of 
these criteria are not met, then impacts with respect to environmental 
justice would not be significant.  All environmental impacts that are 
attributable to the proposed action would apply equally to any 
affected persons, regardless of minority or income status; therefore 
no impacts would occur with respect to environmental justice.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  The best available information for 
employment was identified and used as the basis for the analysis.  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Landers, Wonder Valley, and 
Homestead Valley. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-731   

Comment ID:  N-00270 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00270 (Page 2 of 3): 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-732   

Comment ID: N-00270 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00270 (Page 3 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-733   

Comment ID:  N-00271 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00271:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-734   

Comment ID:  N-00272 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00272:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-735   

Comment ID:  N-00273 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00273:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-736   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 1 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 1 of 20): 

NEPA-1 and NEPA-2:  

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
Draft EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps 
validated the need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire 
and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat 
Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up 
to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure 
adequate separation distances for operation of the three battalions 
required for MEB-sized training. 

NEPA-3:  

Consideration of project cost, national budget and other similar 
issues is outside the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are 
one of many types of information that decision-makers will consider. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action.    

GEN-1: 

Chapter 3 of the EIS contains background information for each 
resource area, while impacts are analyzed in Chapter 4.  All relevant 
technical studies and additional information are contained as 
appendices in Volume 2.  References cited are included in the project 
Administrative Record.  

 
NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-737   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 2 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 2 of 20): 

NEPA-4: 

As described in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIS, the purpose of the 
proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training. 

NEPA-5: 

Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses impacts to water resources.  As 
described in the EIS, development of new groundwater sources in 
other basins for potable water supply would not occur under the 
proposed action. The analysis of water resources impacts is presented 
in Section 4.13 of the EIS.  A long-term water study is not within the 
scope of this EIS.  If one of the alternatives proposed in the EIS is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-738   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 3 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 3 of 20): 

NOI-1: 

Noise exposure from existing/current conditions are provided in 
Chapter 3.  Appendix H as four sections: H-1 through H-4.  Sections 
H-1 through H-3 contain a wealth of technical data used in the noise 
modeling; Section H-4 is the noise primer.   

As explained in Section 3.9.3, the aircraft and ordnance operations 
for the Baseline scenario was initially based on WR 02-13.  
However, all modeled operations from Wr 02-13 were updated and 
validated by the USMC to represent current activity.  For example, 
the EAF and airspace operations were updated in 2009-2010 for the 
MV-22 West Coast Basing EIS as stated in Section 3.9.3.1.  
Furthermore, ordnance operations from WR 02-13 were doubled 
relative to the 2003 noise study to better represent current activity at 
the Combat Center as stated in Section 3.9.3.1.  

Modeling for the EAF is consistent with the Navy AICUZ 
Instruction which recommends use of annual average daily 
operations.  If annual average busy day operations were modeled, it 
is estimated CNEL would be only 3 dB greater than CNEL reported 
in the DEIS and exposure to airfield noise exposure greater than or 
equal to 65 dB would likely be fully contained within the Combat 
Center boundary. 

 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-739   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 4 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 4 of 20): 

NOI-1 Continued: 

Airspace flight operations are assessed using the CNELmr metric 
consistent with Navy RAICUZ Instructions.  This metric accounts 
for the sporadic nature of airspace activity as well as the “startle” 
effect caused by low-altitude high-speed flights (see Section 3.9.1).  
The Maximum Sound Level (Lmax) metric was not specifically 
designed to measure impulsive sounds and although Lmax provides 
supplemental noise exposure information, the correct noise metric 
for assessment of land use compatibility is CNEL (and its 
derivatives). In addition to the aforementioned high-altitude 
refueling activity, modeled operations included low-altitude high-
speed flight operations characteristic of existing and proposed flight 
activity at the Combat Center (see Appendix H). 

BIO-1: 

Analysis of noise impacts to wildlife in the Draft EIS were based on 
the best available information.  As noted in your comment, noise 
modeling conducted for the proposed project was focused on impacts 
to humans.  The noise contours developed through the noise 
modeling effort were considered in the analysis of impacts to 
biological resources, and the noise metrics from those contours were 
considered important even though they are weighted toward 
frequencies important to humans.  However, because peak sound 
levels (and the frequency of occurrence of those sound levels) are of 
greater concern in analysis of impacts to wildlife than the averaged 
metrics used in analysis of noise impacts to humans, the biological 
resources analysis focused more on the locations of ordnance 
explosion (represented by WDZs and SDZs) and paths of task force 
travel.   

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-740   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 5 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 5 of 20): 

BIO-1 Continued: 

Discussion is included throughout the EIR noting the proximity of 
known populations to these WDZs, SDZs, and task force routes.  In 
addition to this discussion throughout the text, potential noise effects 
are discussed for discussed for Nelson’s bighorn sheep (page 4.10-14 
and others) and the desert tortoise (page 4.10-11). 

BIO-2: 

Section D, Paragraphs 1-3:  The Draft EIS contains the best available 
information on the occurrence and -distribution of special status and 
other status animal and plant species in the west study area.  The 
BLM is a cooperating agency in the preparation of the EIS, and was 
unable to provide any wildlife or plant inventory information.  As a 
result, the detailed surveys conducted for the EIS, which include 
surveys for: 1) tortoise abundance and density; 2) abundance of the 
Mojave fringe-toed lizard, burrowing owl, Mojave ground squirrel, 
and chuckwalla; 3) distribution and abundance of all sensitive plant 
species; 4) occurrence of special status aquatic invertebrate species; 
represent the best available information. 

Section D, Paragraph 4:  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Section 4.4.2.3 of the 
EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and wastes 
under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition scenario, 
current procedures for spill prevention, containment, cleanup, and 
management of hazardous wastes (including expended ordnance) 
would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center Order 5090.1D 
and environmental Standard Operating Procedures.    

 

NEPA-1

NEPA-2

NEPA-3
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 N.2-741   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 6 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 6 of 20): 

BIO-2 Continued: 

Section D, Paragraphs 5:  The Draft EIS presents a discussion of 
impacts to all sensitive plant and wildlife species known to be 
present in the proposed action area.  Impacts to the desert tortoise are 
given appropriate prominence in the impact analysis, as it is the only 
resident species listed under the Federal ESA. 

Section D, Paragraphs 6-7:  While it is true that survey methods have 
changed and continue to change, it is not true that these changes 
invalidate previous estimates of tortoise density or abundance.  The 
surveys conducted in 1997/1999 (Woodman et al. 2001) represent 
the best available information for tortoise density on the Combat 
Center.  Tortoise surveys are currently being conducted at the 
Combat Center as directed under the Integrated Natural Resources 
Management Plan and the Basewide Biological Opinion; however, 
the results of these surveys will not be available until 2012 and thus 
could not be included in the EIS.  Surveys conducted for the study 
areas (Karl 2010) used both the accepted USFWS protocol and the 
TRED model survey.  Calculations of abundance and density for 
were performed for both methods for the preferred alternative 
(Alternative 6) as part of the Section 7 consultation process with 
USFWS.  The values generated by these two methods were similar, 
with the TRED model survey providing a smaller confidence interval 
and greater precision than the USFWS.  Therefore, the TRED model 
survey was presented in the EIS as the most accurate and detailed 
model. The conclusion drawn in your comment regarding the 
comparison of tortoise densities on the Combat Center and the west 
study area (Section D, paragraph 7) is inaccurate.   

NEPA-3

GEN-1
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  N.2-742   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 7 of 20) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 7 of 20): 

BIO-2 Continued: 

Information from one survey cannot be used to identify a trend – the 
USFWS requires more than 10 years of surveys across their 
monitoring strata to even begin to identify population trends 
(USFWS 2010).  Further, mountainous areas not suitable for desert 
tortoises compose a much larger portion of the Combat Center than 
in the west study area, thus leading to large areas of low desert 
tortoise density on the Combat Center.  Taking into account the 
different density categories used in the Combat Center desert tortoise 
density surveys as compared to the west study area surveys, as well 
as the topography, the densities observed on the Combat Center after 
decades of military training are roughly comparable to those 
observed in the west study area – large areas of low densities with 
pockets of moderate density where habitat is most suitable and 
disturbance is lower. 

Section D, Paragraph 8:  The estimates of take presented in the Draft 
EIS include a large range only when including potential impacts on 
the existing Combat Center.  Estimates of take in the lands to be 
acquired have much less spread due to survey data with a greater 
number of density “categories”.  As noted in your comment, the 
Marine Corps consulted with the USFWS under Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act to formally identify an estimate of “take” 
under the preferred alternative, as well as appropriate conservation 
measures to minimize or offset potential impacts to tortoises and 
tortoise habitat.  The outcome of this consultation is detailed in the 
USFWS Biological Opinion (see Appendix O of the Final EIS).  The 
Draft EIS does not state that the project would have “no significant 
effects” on biological resources, as your comment suggests.   

GEN-1

NEPA-4
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 N.2-743   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 8 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 8 of 20): 

BIO-2 Continued: 

In several locations (e.g., Table ES-2, page 4.10-11, Table 4.10-14), 
it is clearly stated that impacts to the desert tortoise would be 
significant. Finally, a suite of mitigation measures being developed 
with USFWS, such as a translocation plan, designation of new 
Special Use Areas, etc. are described in more detail in the Final EIS 
and would be expected to reduce the take of tortoises, though not to a 
level of less than significant. 

REC-1: 

Section 4.2.1, Approach to Analysis for Recreation, acknowledges 
incomplete or unavailable information, therefore, in accordance with 
CEQ regulations the Marine Corps conducted interviews with BLM 
and other key recreation organizations and stakeholders to obtain 
reliable data and assumptions on annual visitor-days of use.  The 
Marine Corps worked closely with BLM to develop reasonable 
assumptions for estimated loss of visitor-days of use from Johnson 
Valley as described under each action alternative.  These 
assumptions were approved by BLM staff knowledgeable about and 
responsible for recreation management of the Johnson Valley OHV 
Area.    

As a result of public and agency comments received on the Draft 
EIS, the Marine Corps conducted a Displaced OHV Recreation 
Study (DORS) to further evaluate displaced OHV use (legal and 
illegal OHV activity) to support the development of the EIS.  Results 
of this study are referenced in the Final EIS. 

NEPA-5
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 N.2-744   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 9 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 9 of 20): 

REC-1 Continued: 

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 

AQ-1: 

Comment noted.  Table 5-3 in the FEIS has been revised to include 
the 2009 GHG emissions for the Combat Center.  Climate change is 
a global effect or impact.  As stated on DEIS page 5-33, currently, 
there are no formally adopted or published NEPA thresholds of 
significance for GHG emissions.  The Marine Corps chooses to use 
the U.S. GHG inventory as an indicator of the baseline for global 
GHG emissions on which to compare proposed GHG emissions.  
This comparison is deemed adequate to determine the significance of 
proposed GHG emissions for NEPA purposes.  The fact that the 
Marine Corps utilized one of the approved methods for 
demonstrating conformity that resulted in a commitment from the 
MDAQMD to account for criteria emissions in their next attainment 
planning budget bears no legal nexus to what standards should be 
used to determine the significance of project GHG emissions. 

 

 
NEPA-5

NOI-1
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 N.2-745   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 10 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 10 of 20): 

SOC-1: 

The best available information for OHV recreational spending 
patterns was identified and used as the basis for the analysis.  The 
Kroeger and Manalo 2007 study provided information for Southern 
California OHV recreational spending.  The dollar amounts were 
adjusted to 2015 dollars.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

WAT-1: 

Section 3.13.1 of the EIS states that all naturally occurring, surface 
water features are ephemeral and contain water only during and after 
infrequent rain events.  The EIS also states that no information is 
available on existing water quality conditions associated with 
intermittent wet areas (washes and playas) at the Combat Center.  It 
is likely that water quality for intermittent flows is influenced by the 
amounts of suspended sediment and/or dissolved salts, which are 
expected to vary for different substrate types, such as bedrock, 
alluvial fans, and playa surfaces.   

 

 

NOI-1

 

BIO-1

BIO-2
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 N.2-746   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 11 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 11 of 20): 

WAT-1 Continued: 

The impacts to ephemeral streams or intermittent washes are 
discussed on page 4.13-5 in section 4.13.2.1.  The EIS mentions that 
exercises avoid playas to the extent possible.  Specifically, “Combat 
Center Order 5090.1D (MAGTF Training Command 2006) provides 
general guidance for avoiding impacts to natural resources, as well as 
specific guidance for avoiding disturbance of playas or other 
sensitive areas.  The existing INRMP and compliance under Combat 
Center Order 5090.1D applies to existing and continued use in the 
Combat Center and would be expanded to cover the acquisition 
areas.” 

AQ-2: 

The use of the 2002 baseline data provides for a more conservative 
analysis than using the higher 2009 baseline, thus ultimately 
providing a more accurate calculation of change in emissions since 
the higher 2009 levels would not be representative of emissions 
levels in future years. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BIO-2
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 N.2-747   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 12 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 12 of 20): 

AQ-3: 

The method utilized by the Marine Corps to demonstrate conformity 
in this case is specifically prescribed by MDAQMD Rule 
2002(H)(1)(e).  The SIP revision method for demonstrating 
conformity was not pre-decisional because, at the time that the 
conformity analysis was submitted to the MDAQMD, no irreversible 
or irretrievable commitments of resources had been dedicated to any 
of the project alternatives.  Moreover, the similarity of the air 
impacts associated with each alternative and the flexibility of the 
consultation process ensures that no particular institutional bias 
supported the preferred alternative or any other alternative.  In short, 
both the Marine Corps and the State of California were free to 
disapprove the preferred alternative and to consider air impacts 
associated with other alternatives.  That flexibility remains to this 
day.  

The following discussion illustrates the 9th Circuit’s approach to 
timing of NEPA analysis: “As provided in the regulations 
promulgated to implement NEPA, ‘agencies shall integrate the 
NEPA process with other planning at the earliest possible time to 
insure that planning and decisions reflect environmental values, to 
avoid delays later in the process, and to head off potential conflicts.’ 
40 C.F.R. § 1501.2 (emphasis added); see also id. § 1502.5 (‘An 
agency shall commence preparation of an [EIS] as close as possible 
to the time the agency is developing or is presented with a 
proposal....’).   

 

BIO-2
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 N.2-748   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 13 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 13 of 20): 

AQ-3 Continued: 

Furthermore, (the Ninth Circuit) has interpreted these regulations as 
requiring agencies to prepare NEPA documents, such as an EA or an 
EIS, ‘before any irreversible and irretrievable commitment of 
resources.’ Conner v. Burford, 848 F.2d 1441, 1446 (9th Cir. 1988); 
see also EDF v. Andrus, 596 F.2d 848, 852 (9th Cir. 1979).”  Metcalf 
v. Daley, 214 F.3d 1135, 1143 (9th Cir. 2001). 

In this case, only the emissions associated with the approved 
alternative were submitted to the air quality experts for their review 
and approval.  However, any of the six alternatives could be 
subjected to the same or similar analysis if it were chosen, even still 
to this day.  Only one alternative was submitted in order to maintain 
administrative efficiency and avoid unnecessary work requests to the 
State agencies.  No irreversible or irretrievable commitments of 
resources were (or are) dedicated to the preferred alternative when 
the conformity analyses were submitted to the State and Federal air 
quality experts.  

Neither MDAQMD Rule 2002 nor Part 93 of Title 40 of the CFR 
requires the EPA to formally approve the conformity analysis for this 
project.  The Marine Corps provided EPA Region IX with its 
conformity analysis along with all other required recipients discussed 
in Rule 2002(E)&(F).  This included publishing notice of the 
availability of the conformity analysis in locally published 
newspapers.   

 

 

BIO-2

REC-1
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 N.2-749   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 14 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 14 of 20): 

AQ-3 Continued:  

Section I, Last Paragraph:  Although there have been informal 
suggestions that particulate matter (PM) could play a role in Upper 
Respiratory Tract Disease, there is no published literature that 
demonstrates a linkage.  Therefore, inclusion of such a statement 
would be speculative.  However, please note that text in the Final 
EIS has been revised to mention the potential for impacts to tortoises 
and other animals due to reduced plant productivity associated with 
dust deposition on leaf surfaces (see Wildlife, Desert Tortoise impact 
discussions).  Note that the author of the studies on productivity and 
dust deposition noted that the summer rainstorms typical of the west 
Mojave ameliorate much of the dust impact (Sharifi 1999). 

AQ-4: 

Compliance with ambient air quality standards is determined by 
estimating the impacts of proposed emissions to “public lands” and 
not within the “facility” that contains these emissions.  In the case of 
the DEIS PM10 dispersion modeling analyses, the “facility” is 
defined as any location within the Combat Center boundaries 
proposed by each project alternative.  Any location outside of these 
boundaries is considered to be “public lands”.  The focus of the 
dispersion modeling analysis is to identify the maximum project 
PM10 impact on public lands, which would occur immediately 
outside of these boundaries.  This is the case, as due to the nature of 
atmospheric dispersion, “PM10 disperses quickly over distance”, as 
acknowledged by the commenter.  Therefore, the DEIS and project 
PM10 conformity determination did not under-report modeled PM10 
impacts. 

REC-1

AQ-1
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 N.2-750   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 15 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 15 of 20): 

NEPA-6: 

The proposed action and alternatives, including the No-Action 
Alternative are described in Chapter 2 of the EIS.  Although the No-
Action Alternative does not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action, it has been carried forward for analysis in the EIS as 
described in Chapter 4 under each resource area.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.   

NEPA-7: 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance.   

NEPA-8: 

In accordance with NEPA, the EIS discloses and analyzes the 
environmental consequences of the proposed action and alternatives 
under each resource area, as described in Chapter 4 of the EIS.  

AQ-5: 

Comment noted.  The FEIS includes definitions of sensitive 
receptors and qualitatively discusses how proposed air emissions 
would impact these receptors. 

 AQ-1

SOC-1
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 N.2-751   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 16 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 16 of 20): 

 

SOC-1

 

WAT-1

AQ-2

 

AQ-3
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 N.2-752   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 17 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 17 of 20): 

 

AQ-3

 

AQ-4
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 N.2-753   

Comment ID:  N-00274 (Page 18 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 18 of 20): 

 

 

AQ-4

NEPA-6

 

NEPA-7
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 N.2-754   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 19 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 19 of 20): 

 

NEPA-7

 
NEPA-8

 

AQ-5
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 N.2-755   

Comment ID: N-00274 (Page 20 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00274 (Page 20 of 20): 
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 N.2-756   

Comment ID: N-00275 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00275:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-757   

Comment ID:  N-00276 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00276: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-758   

Comment ID: N-00277 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00277:  

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding (refer to Section 4.2).  The proposed action 
includes implementation of several special conservation measures 
(refer to Section 4.2.2.1) designed to reduce these potentially 
significant impacts to a less than significant level.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-759   

Comment ID:  N-00278 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00278:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-760   

Comment ID: N-00279 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00279:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-761   

Comment ID: N-00280 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00280:  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-762   

Comment ID: N-00281 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00281:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-763   

Comment ID:  N-00282 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00282:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-764   

Comment ID:  N-00283 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00283:  

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-765   

Comment ID: N-00284  

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00284:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, property values 
are not anticipated to decrease directly or indirectly from impacts of 
the proposed action.    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-766   

Comment ID:  N-00285 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00285:  

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-767   

Comment ID: N-00286 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00286:  

Thank you for your comment.  There is no requirement to use 
depleted uranium rounds in training. 
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 N.2-768   

Comment ID: N-00287 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00287:  

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-769   

Comment ID:  N-00288 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00288:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-770   

Comment ID: N-00289 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00289:  

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-771   

Comment ID: N-00290 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00290:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-772   

Comment ID: N-00291 (Page 1 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00291 (Page 1 of 5): 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-773   

Comment ID: N-00291 (Page 2 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00291 (Page 2 of 5): 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, property values are not anticipated to decrease 
directly or indirectly from impacts of the proposed action.  

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

The EIS evaluates impacts to water resources under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.13).  As noted in the EIS, there is 
not expected to be any impacts to groundwater quality from training 
operations. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-774   

Comment ID:  N-00291 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00291 (Page 3 of 5): 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-775   

Comment ID: N-00291 (Page 4 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00291 (Page 4 of 5): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-776   

Comment ID: N-00291 (Page 5 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00291 (Page 5 of 5): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-777   

Comment ID: N-00292 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00292 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  Munitions constituents and toxic 
chemical release reporting requirements are described in Section 3.4 
and 4.4 of the EIS.  As described in the EIS the Combat Center 
complies with the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-
Know Act (EPCRA) Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) program, and all 
other federal, state, and local requirements regarding hazardous 
materials and wastes, and would continue to do so under the 
proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-778   

Comment ID: N-00292 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00292 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-779   

Comment ID: N-00293 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00293 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-780   

Comment ID: N-00293 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00293 (Page 2 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-781   

Comment ID: N-00293 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00293 (Page 3 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-782   

Comment ID: N-00294 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00294 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 4.3.1.2 of the 
EIS, three criteria are used to assess the significance of impacts to 
minority and low-income communities in the context of 
environmental justice (EO 12898, Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations):  1) 
there must be one or more such populations within the project area; 
2) there must be adverse (or significant) impacts from the action; and 
3) the environmental justice populations within the project area must 
bear a disproportionate burden of these adverse impacts.  If any of 
these criteria are not met, then impacts with respect to environmental 
justice would not be significant.  All environmental impacts that are 
attributable to the proposed action would apply equally to any 
affected persons, regardless of minority or income status; therefore 
no impacts would occur with respect to environmental justice.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  The best available information for 
employment was identified and used as the basis for the analysis.  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Landers, Wonder Valley, and 
Homestead Valley. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-783   

Comment ID: N-00294 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00294 (Page 2 of 3): 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-784   

Comment ID: N-00294 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00294 (Page 3 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-785   

Comment ID: N-00295 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00295:  

Thank you for your comment. The Draft EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-786   

Comment ID: N-00296 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00296:  

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-787   

Comment ID: N-00297 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00297:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, property values are not anticipated to decrease 
directly or indirectly from impacts of the proposed action. However, 
there is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-788   

Comment ID: N-00298 (Page 1 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00298 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS). The EIS finds that the 
reduction in availability of OHV land would cause significant 
impacts to recreation under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS 
acknowledge and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands 
in Johnson Valley would have on increased usage and potential 
overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

   

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-789   

Comment ID: N-00298 (Page 2 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00298 (Page 2 of 4): 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The specific details on management of the RPAA in regards to 
permitting process, permits and fees for events in the RPAA, etc. 
have not been formalized at this time.  If the alternative selected is 
one that would involve an RPAA a Recreation Management Plan 
would be developed that would address these details (see Section 
4.2.5.4).  While preparing the Recreation Management Plan, the 
Marine Corps would solicit input from the public, BLM, and other 
agencies. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-790   

Comment ID: N-00298 (Page 3 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00298 (Page 3 of 4): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-791   

Comment ID: N-00298 (Page 4 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00298 (Page 4 of 4): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-792   

Comment ID: N-00299 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00299:  

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.    

The EIS evaluates impacts to water resources under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.13).  As noted in the EIS, there is 
not expected to be any impacts to groundwater quality from training 
operations. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-793   

Comment ID: N-00300 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00300:  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-794   

Comment ID: N-00301 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00301: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-795   

Comment ID: N-00302 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00302: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. The EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent 
on limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts 
from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and 
film industry spending.  The EIS evaluates impacts to biological 
resources under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.10).  
The Marine Corps is currently undergoing consultation with the 
USFWS service in regards to impacts to the desert tortoise and other 
wildlife species. 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. Section 2.4.3 of the EIS 
describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-796   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 1 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 1 of 8): 

NEPA-1: 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to establish a 
large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver training of a 
Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion 
task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only accommodate 
live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion task forces.  
Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate separation 
distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-
sized training.   

NEPA-2: 

As described in Section 2.3 of the EIS, screening criteria were used 
to systematically identify the range of reasonable alternatives carried 
forward in the EIS.  Some of these criteria are exclusionary in nature, 
representing conditions that must be true for an alternative to be 
considered reasonable.  Other criteria were evaluated relative to the 
threshold and objective MEB requirements (see Section 2.2 of the 
EIS). With the exception of the No-Action Alternative, only 
alternatives that would satisfy these criteria were considered 
reasonable and carried forward for detailed evaluation in the EIS.  
Proposed action alternatives that would not fulfill the proposed MEB 
training mission were rejected from detailed analysis in the EIS.  
Rejected alternatives would not be meaningful to the decision-maker 
since they would not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action and would not be a viable alternative.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-797   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 2 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 2 of 8): 

NEPA-2 Continued:  

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  Fort Irwin does not have ranges capable of 
supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire and 
maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to better 
accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would interfere 
with the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements and be 
optimally prepared for deployment.  See Section 2.7 of the EIS for 
more information about alternatives that were considered but not 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 

NEPA-3 and NEPA-4: 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS). 

 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-798   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 3 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 3 of 8): 

NEPA-3 and NEPA-4 Continued: 

Consideration of national budget and other similar issues is outside 
the scope of a NEPA analysis.  The EIS findings are one of many 
types of information that decision-makers will consider. Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.    

BIO-1: 

The analysis of impacts to biological resources in the Draft EIS 
utilizes the best available scientific evidence.  The relative 
importance of various factors in the decline of the desert tortoise are 
still uncertain and the Draft EIS states this (page 3.10-22 – 3.10-23), 
while emphasizing the importance of habitat loss, predation and 
potentially disease.  As you state in your comment, no published 
studies to date have attempted to identify a causal link between 
recreational OHV use in Johnson Valley and the observed decline in 
tortoise densities.  However, the published literature that is available 
indicates that OHVs do adversely affect tortoises via habitat 
degradation and direct impacts (one such review is Ouren et al. 
2007).  Analysis of existing disturbance in the west study area from 
OHVs indicated a significant correlation between areas of high OHV 
disturbance and lower desert tortoise densities (refer to Appendix I 
of the Draft EIS).  The Draft EIS identifies a significant impact to 
desert tortoises from military training, and provides a very 
conservative (high) estimate of take.  Although text is included that 
mentions possible beneficial effects of restricting recreational access, 
these possible beneficial effects were not used in any way to 
quantitatively reduce estimates of take and the Marine Corps 
obligation to mitigate impacts. 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-799   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 4 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 4 of 8): 

BIO-1 Continued: 

Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, Comment 
number BIO-2 regarding the surveys utilized in the Draft EIS.  
Additional mitigation measures, developed during the Endangered 
Species Act Section 7 consultation process with USFWS, have been 
included in the Final EIS.  These include dedication of new Special 
Use Areas, expansion of monitoring and tortoise “headstarting” 
programs, and preparation of a detailed translocation plan to reduce 
the significant impacts to the desert tortoise. 

CI-1: 

Chapter 5 of the EIS addresses cumulative impacts of the proposed 
action and other past, present, and reasonable foreseeable future 
actions.  A Displaced OHV Recreation Study (DORS) has been 
added to the EIS to further evaluate impacts to legal and illegal 
recreation in other areas and subsequent impacts on other resource 
areas (see Appendix M of the EIS).  Chapters 4 (Environmental 
Consequences) and 5 (Cumulative Impacts) of the EIS have been 
updated as appropriate.  

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-1

 

NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-800   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 5 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 5 of 8): 

PHS-1:  

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).  If acquired 
lands were transferred back to public domain, the Marine Corps 
would be required to comply with range closure procedures (USEPA 
40 CFR Part 300), Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), Base Realignment and 
Closure Policies (BRAC), Reporting Hazardous Substance Activity 
When Selling or Transferring Federal Real Property (40 CFR Part 
373), and Defense Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) (10 
USC 2701). .   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 

 

 

NEPA-3

NEPA-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-801   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 6 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 6 of 8): 

 

 
NEPA-4

 

BIO-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-802   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 7 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 7 of 8): 

 

BIO-1

 

CI-1

PHS-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-803   

Comment ID: N-00303 (Page 8 of 8) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00303 (Page 8 of 8): 

 
PHS-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-804   

Comment ID: N-00304 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00304 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action.   

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-805   

Comment ID: N-00304 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00304 (Page 2 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine 
Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
including suggestions offered by members of the public during the 
public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios 
were considered and eliminated from detailed study (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the minimum 
screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as 
described in Section 2.3 of the EIS). 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-806   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 1 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 1 of 15): 

NEPA-1: 

Thank you for your comment. The proposed Special Conservation 
Measures (SCMs) outlined in Section 2.8 of the EIS would be 
included in the proposed action to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts under any alternative.  Under certain alternatives, where 
impact avoidance is not feasible, appropriate resource-specific 
mitigation measures to minimize impacts are identified (see Chapter 
4 of the EIS).    

If one of these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy 
and approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action. 

REC-1: 

A Displaced OHV Recreation Study (DORS) has been added to the 
EIS to further evaluate impacts to legal and illegal recreation in other 
areas and subsequent impacts on other resource areas (see Appendix 
M of the EIS).  Chapters 4 (Environmental Consequences) and 5 
(Cumulative Impacts) of the EIS have been updated as appropriate.  
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 N.2-807   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 2 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 2 of 15): 

SOC-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Draft EIS evaluates 
socioeconomic impacts under each of the action alternatives (see 
Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  The section has been 
updated to acknowledge specific communities such as Wonder 
Valley and Homestead Valley. 

CR-1: 

Sections 3.12 and 4.12 of the EIS identify and discuss impacts to 
Cultural Resources, respectively.  The EIS has been updated as 
appropriate to acknowledge communities that may be applicable 
under the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act.  

VIS-1: 

Section 2.2 of the EIS has been updated to clarify the use of lighting 
during proposed training activities.  Section 4.5, which discusses 
impacts to visual resources, has been updated appropriately. 

NEPA-1
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 N.2-808   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 3 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 3 of 15): 

BIO-1: 

The Marine Corps is highly committed to on-base monitoring and 
eradication of non-native species.  However, under current 
agreements the Marine Corps cannot monitor non-native species 
outside the Combat Center.  Periodic surveys on base that would 
indicate problem areas on base that might implicate invasions from 
off base (Agrichemical and Supply 2005). Increases on base could 
also suggest potential for increased effects off base.  There is very 
little information available regarding non-native species present in 
the proposed expansion areas, and the survey and monitoring work 
that would be conducted by the Marine Corps if the project were 
approved would far exceed any such efforts to date.  Further, the 
Marine Corps is dedicated to being a “good neighbor” to the 
surrounding communities and is open to cooperation and 
coordination with municipalities and organizations to improve 
control and eradication of non-native species. 

 

 

REC-1

SOC-1
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 N.2-809   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 4 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 4 of 15): 

NOI-1: 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).  As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise 
and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the proposed 
action may be periodically detected by residents and other members 
of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  
The results of additional single-event noise modeling have been 
added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the evaluation of 
noise impacts.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of the affected 
airspace with respect to the local aviation community and the EIS 
concludes that the acquisition of airspace proposed for each 
alternative would cause a significant impact to airspace.  As 
indicated in the Draft EIS, no airspace decision has been or would be 
made before complete environmental review and consultation with 
the FAA, other stakeholders, and the public.  The Marine Corps is 
currently undergoing consultation with the FAA in regards to the 
proposed airspace. Airspace dimensions, altitudes, and times 
required may change as this cooperative effort is conducted.  Please 
refer to Section 1.5.3.2 for information on the FAA airspace proposal 
process.   

WAT-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  

 

SOC-1

CR-1
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Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 5 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 5 of 15): 

AQ-1: 

Regarding the potential for the proposed expansion of the Combat 
Center into the Johnson Valley OHV recreational area to lead to an 
increase in illegal ORV incursions onto private property and the 
associated fugitive dust impacts from these activities:  It is difficult 
to predict how and where OHVs would be displaced as a result of the 
project alternatives that would expand into Johnson Valley.  These 
vehicles could increase fugitive dust emissions on private lands 
compared to existing conditions.  However, these vehicles would 
operate intermittently and at a level much lower in any one location 
than the scenario of equipment usage evaluated in the DEIS for 
ambient PM10 impacts.  The DEIS analysis determined that 
maximum PM10 impacts on public lands would produce less than 
significant air quality impacts.  Therefore, it is expected that impacts 
of fugitive dust from illegal ORV incursions onto private property 
also would produce less than significant PM10 impacts.   

PHS-1: 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.  The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures 
on any acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed 
several measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, 
or 6 that would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be 
available for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

 

CR-1

VIS-1

BIO-1
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Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 6 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 6 of 15): 

 

 

NOI-1

 
WAT-1

AQ-1

PHS-1
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 N.2-812   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 7 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 7 of 15): 
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 N.2-813   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 8 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 8 of 15): 
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 N.2-814   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 9 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 9 of 15): 
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 N.2-815   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 10 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 10 of 15): 
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 N.2-816   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 11 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 11 of 15): 
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 N.2-817   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 12 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 12 of 15): 
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 N.2-818   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 13 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 13 of 15): 
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 N.2-819   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 14 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 14 of 15): 
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 N.2-820   

Comment ID: N-00305 (Page 15 of 15) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00305 (Page 15 of 15): 
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 N.2-821   

Comment ID: N-00306 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00306: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-822   

Comment ID: N-00307 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00307: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-823   

Comment ID: N-00308 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00308: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-824   

Comment ID: N-00309 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00309: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-825   

Comment ID: N-00310 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00310: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-826   

Comment ID: N-00311 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00311: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-827   

Comment ID: N-00312 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00312: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-828   

Comment ID: N-00313 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00313: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-829   

Comment ID: N-00314 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00314: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-830   

Comment ID: N-00315 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00315: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-831   

Comment ID: N-00316 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00316: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-832   

Comment ID: N-00317 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00317: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-833   

Comment ID: N-00318 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00318: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-834   

Comment ID: N-00319 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00319: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-835   

Comment ID: N-00320 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00320: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-836   

Comment ID: N-00321 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00321: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-837   

Comment ID: N-00322 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00322: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-838   

Comment ID: N-00323 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00323: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-839   

Comment ID: N-00324 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00324: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-840   

Comment ID: N-00325 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00325: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-841   

Comment ID: N-00326 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00326: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-842   

Comment ID: N-00327 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00327: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-843   

Comment ID: N-00328 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00328: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-844   

Comment ID: N-00329 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00329: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-845   

Comment ID: N-00330 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00330: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-846   

Comment ID: N-00331 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00331: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-847   

Comment ID: N-00332 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00332: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-848   

Comment ID: N-00333 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00333: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-849   

Comment ID: N-00334 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00334: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-850   

Comment ID: N-00335 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00335: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-851   

Comment ID: N-00336 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00336: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-852   

Comment ID: N-00337 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00337: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-853   

Comment ID: N-00338 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00338: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-854   

Comment ID: N-00339 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00339: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-855   

Comment ID: N-00340 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00340: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-856   

Comment ID: N-00341 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00341: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-857   

Comment ID: N-00342 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00342: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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 N.2-858   

Comment ID: N-00343 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00343: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-859   

Comment ID: N-00344 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00344: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-860   

Comment ID: N-00345 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00345: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-861   

Comment ID: N-00346 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00346: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-862   

Comment ID: N-00347 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00347: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-863   

Comment ID: N-00348 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00348: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-864   

Comment ID: N-00349 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00349: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-865   

Comment ID: N-00350 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00350: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-866   

Comment ID: N-00351 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00351: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-867   

Comment ID: N-00352 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00352: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-868   

Comment ID: N-00353 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00353: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-869   

Comment ID: N-00354 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00354: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-870   

Comment ID: N-00355 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00355: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-871   

Comment ID: N-00356 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00356: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-872   

Comment ID: N-00357 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00357: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-873   

Comment ID: N-00358 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00358: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-874   

Comment ID: N-00359 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00359: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-875   

Comment ID: N-00360 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00360: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-876   

Comment ID: N-00361 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00361: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-877   

Comment ID: N-00362 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00362: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-878   

Comment ID: N-00363 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00363: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-879   

Comment ID: N-00364 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00364: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-880   

Comment ID: N-00365 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00365: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-881   

Comment ID: N-00366 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00366: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-882   

Comment ID: N-00367 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00367: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-883   

Comment ID: N-00368 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00368: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-884   

Comment ID: N-00369 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00369: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-885   

Comment ID: N-00370 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00370: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-886   

Comment ID: N-00371 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00371: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-887   

Comment ID: N-00372 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00372: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-888   

Comment ID: N-00373 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00373: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-889   

Comment ID: N-00374 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00374: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-890   

Comment ID: N-00375 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00375: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-891   

Comment ID: N-00376 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00376: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-892   

Comment ID: N-00377 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00377: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-893   

Comment ID: N-00378 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00378: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-894   

Comment ID: N-00379 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00379: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-895   

Comment ID: N-00380 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00380: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-896   

Comment ID: N-00381 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00381: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-897   

Comment ID: N-00382 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00382: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-898   

Comment ID: N-00383 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00383: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-899   

Comment ID: N-00384 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00384: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-900   

Comment ID: N-00385 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00385: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-901   

Comment ID: N-00386 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00386: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-902   

Comment ID: N-00387 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00387: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-903   

Comment ID: N-00388 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00388: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-904   

Comment ID: N-00389 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00389: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-905   

Comment ID: N-00390 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00390: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-906   

Comment ID: N-00391 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00391: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-907   

Comment ID: N-00392 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00392: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-908   

Comment ID: N-00393 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00393: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending. 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-909   

Comment ID: N-00394 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00394: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-910   

Comment ID: N-00395 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00395: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-911   

Comment ID: N-00396 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00396: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-912   

Comment ID: N-00397 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00397: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-913   

Comment ID: N-00398 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00398: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-914   

Comment ID: N-00399 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00399: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

 N.2-915   

Comment ID: N-00400 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00400: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-916   

Comment ID: N-00401 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00401: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

The EIS evaluates impacts to biological resources under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.10).  The EIS proposes several 
measures to reduce project impacts to biological resource (see 
Section 2.8.4), as well as additional mitigation measures under 
certain alternatives (see Section 4.10).  The Marine Corps is 
currently undergoing consultation with the USFWS service in 
regards to impacts to the desert tortoise and other wildlife species. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-917   

Comment ID: N-00402 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00402: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under 
each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 
Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  The results of additional single-
event noise modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to 
contribute to the evaluation of noise impacts.   

The EIS evaluates impacts to transportation under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.6).  As noted in the EIS, the marginal 
temporary traffic increase due to MEB mobilization would not create 
significant impacts.  

The EIS evaluates visual impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) and acknowledges the 
impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley OHV area.  As noted in 
the EIS, there would be less than significant impacts to visual 
resources for any alternative selected.   

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, property values 
are not anticipated to decrease directly or indirectly from impacts of 
the proposed action. However, there is expected to be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent 
on limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts 
from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and 
film industry spending. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-918   

Comment ID: N-00403 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00403: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-919   

Comment ID: N-00404 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00404: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-920   

Comment ID: N-00405 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00405: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-921   

Comment ID: N-00406 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00406: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-922   

Comment ID: N-00407 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00407: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-923   

Comment ID: N-00408 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00408 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-924   

Comment ID: N-00408 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00408 (Page 2 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-925   

Comment ID: N-00408 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00408 (Page 3 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-926   

Comment ID: N-00409 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00409 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of the affected airspace with respect to the local aviation 
community and the EIS concludes that the acquisition of airspace 
proposed for each alternative would cause a significant impact to 
airspace.  As indicated in the Draft EIS, no airspace decision has 
been or would be made before complete environmental review and 
consultation with the FAA, other stakeholders, and the public.  The 
Marine Corps is currently undergoing consultation with the FAA in 
regards to the proposed airspace.  Airspace dimensions, altitudes, 
and times required may change as this cooperative effort is 
conducted.  Please refer to Section 1.5.3.2 for information on the 
FAA airspace proposal process.   

Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list 
as requested.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-927   

Comment ID: N-00409 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00409 (Page 2 of 2): 

 

 AIR-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-928   

Comment ID: N-00410 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00410 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.    

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-929   

Comment ID: N-00410 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00410 (Page 2 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-930   

Comment ID: N-00410 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00410 (Page 3 of 3): 

 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-931   

Comment ID: N-00411 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00411: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability. MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment and employs a progressive approach, starting with 
combined arms integration techniques and procedures at the 
company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.  Fort Irwin does not have 
ranges capable of supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms 
live-fire and maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to 
better accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would 
preclude the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements 
and be optimally prepared for deployment.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-932   

Comment ID: N-00412 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00412: 

Thank you for your comment. Consideration of indirect effects of the 
Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 
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 N.2-933   

Comment ID: N-00413 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00413 (Page 1 of 3): 

CR-1:  

Thank you for your comment.   Effects to all resources eligible under 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act are addressed 
in the Cultural Resources section.  Community effects are addressed 
in other sections such as Land Use, Socioeconomics, and Noise. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.  The section has been 
updated to acknowledge specific communities such as Wonder 
Valley and Homestead Valley. 

NOI-1: 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use and aircraft 
operations under the proposed action may be periodically detected by 
residents and other members of the public, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  In addition to the Community Noise Equivalent Level 
(CNEL) time-averaged analysis conducted in the Draft EIS, single-
event noise modeling has been conducted and the results added to 
Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.      

CR-1
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 N.2-934   

Comment ID: N-00413 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00413 (Page 2 of 3): 

 

CR-1

 NOI-1
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 N.2-935   

Comment ID: N-00413 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00413 (Page 3 of 3): 

 

NOI-1
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 N.2-936   

Comment ID: N-00414 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00414: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS finds that the reduction in 
availability of OHV land would cause significant impacts to 
recreation under the proposed action as well as a significant 
cumulative impact. The analyses presented in the EIS acknowledge 
and discuss the impacts that reduced recreational lands in Johnson 
Valley would have on increased usage and potential overcrowding in 
other areas, as well as related impacts to other environmental 
resources.     

As a result of public and agency comments received on the Draft 
EIS, the Marine Corps conducted a Displaced OHV Recreation 
Study (DORS) to further evaluate displaced OHV use (legal and 
illegal OHV activity) to support the development of the EIS.  Results 
of this study are referenced in the Final EIS and various resource 
sections have been update as appropriate.   

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 
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 N.2-937   

Comment ID: N-00415 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00415: 

BIO-1: 

Comment noted.  However, the statement that “study after study 
shows that OHV is not a threat to the tortoise” is not supported with 
any references.  The DoN is not aware of any studies to support this 
statement.  Please provide the EIS Project Manager with references 
to science-based studies that support this statement.  While the 
relative importance of various factors in the decline of the desert 
tortoise are still uncertain, as discussed on pages 3.10-22 and 3.10-
23, the published literature indicates that OHVs adversely affect the  
tortoise directly (Ouren et al. 2007) and via habitat degradation.  
Thus, there is a potential benefit to desert tortoise from the cessation 
of OHV use in these areas. Analysis of existing disturbance in the 
west study area from OHVs indicated a significant correlation 
between areas of high OHV disturbance and lower desert tortoise 
densities (refer to Appendix I of the Draft EIS).     

GEN-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  

 

BIO-1

GEN-1
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 N.2-938   

Comment ID: N-00416 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00416: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.  All comments that have been submitted to NAVFAC or 
MCAGCC have been included in the FEIS.  
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 N.2-939   

Comment ID: N-00417 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00417: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.  All comments that have been submitted to NAVFAC or 
MCAGCC have been included in the FEIS.  
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 N.2-940   

Comment ID: N-00418 (Page 1 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00418 (Page 1 of 5): 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).    

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability. MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment and employs a progressive approach, starting with 
combined arms integration techniques and procedures at the 
company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.  Fort Irwin does not have 
ranges capable of supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms 
live-fire and maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to 
better accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would 
preclude the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements 
and be optimally prepared for deployment.   
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 N.2-941   

Comment ID: N-00418 (Page 2 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00418 (Page 2 of 5): 
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 N.2-942   

Comment ID: N-00418 (Page 3 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00418 (Page 3 of 5): 
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 N.2-943   

Comment ID: N-00418 (Page 4 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00418 (Page 4 of 5): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-944   

Comment ID: N-00418 (Page 5 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00418 (Page 5 of 5): 
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 N.2-945   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 1 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 1 of 7): 

NEPA-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Under each of the action alternatives, 
many of the current recreational opportunities and uses would 
continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year. The specific details on 
management of the RPAA in regards to permitted activities, 
permitting process, permits and fees for events in the RPAA, etc. 
have not been formalized at this time.  If the alternative selected is 
one that would involve an RPAA a Recreation Management Plan 
would be developed that would address these details (see Section 
4.2.5.4).  Regardless, the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land 
within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to 
recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access 
to acquired areas.    

NEPA-2: 

As described in Section 2.4.8, Alternative 6 is the Marine Corps’ 
Preferred Alternative based on the training value afforded by 
Alternative 6 and the amount of land area that would still be 
available and accessible to the public for recreational purposes 
(subject to the restrictions identified in Section 2.5 of the EIS).  

 
NEPA-1
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 N.2-946   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 2 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 2 of 7): 

NEPA-3: 

Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. The specific details on management of the 
RPAA in regards to permitted activities, permitting process, permits 
and fees for events in the RPAA, etc. have not been formalized at 
this time.  If the alternative selected is one that would involve an 
RPAA a Recreation Management Plan would be developed that 
would address these details (see Section 4.2.5.4).  Regardless, the 
EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley 
would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   

As indicated in the EIS, access to mining and other land holdings 
will be determined on a case-by-case basis once an action alternative 
is selected (see Section 2.6 of the EIS for more information).  The 
analysis in Section 4.12 discusses the impacts if mining and other 
land holdings were acquired under a specific alternative, as well as 
the impact if access were still available to the public. 

Section 2.5.5 discusses restrictions that have been identified at this 
time for permitted uses in the RPAA. 

Table 2.3 in the EIS clearly summarizes each action alternative in 
terms of proposed land acquisition, proposed airspace establishment, 
and proposed expansion of training.  

   

NEPA-1

 

NEPA-2

NEPA-3
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 N.2-947   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 3 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 3 of 7): 

NEPA-4: 

Section 2.5.1.2 describes the two Company Objective areas and 
Figure 2-11 shows their location within the RPAA. The impacts of 
the two Company Objective areas have been discussed as appropriate 
within each resource section in Chapter 4 of the EIS. 

REC-1: 

The Ord and Rodman Mountain are northeast and north of the 
Johnson Valley OHV area, respectively, and would not be impacted 
by the proposed action under any action alternative 

LU-1: 

As indicated in the EIS, access to mining and other land holdings 
will be determined on a case-by-case basis once an action alternative 
is selected (see Section 2.6 of the EIS for more information).  The 
analysis in Section 4.12 discusses the impacts if mining and other 
land holdings were acquired under a specific alternative, as well as 
the impact if access were still available to the public.  The 
socioeconomics section of the EIS (Section 4.3) has been updated to 
include additional analysis on socioeconomic impacts from potential 
acquisiton of mines.  

 

NEPA-3

 NEPA-4
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 N.2-948   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 4 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 4 of 7): 

SOC-1: 

The Draft EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the Draft EIS, there 
is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending 
and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending.  The best available 
information for OHV recreational spending patterns was identified 
and used as the basis for the analysis.  The Kroeger and Manalo 2007 
study provided information for Southern California OHV 
recreational spending.  The dollar amounts were adjusted to 2015 
dollars. 

SOC-2: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget, the National Deficit, and other funding sources are outside 
the scope of this EIS analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.    

 NEPA-4

REC-1

 

LU-1
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 N.2-949   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 5 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 5 of 7): 

SOC-3: 

Section 4.3.1.1 of the EIS discussed the methodology for the 
socioeconomic analysis presented in the EIS.  A number of 
assumptions were used based on best available data and are provided 
in Appendix K of the EIS.  

REC-2 and BIO-1: 

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate recreation 
lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined that 
impacts to Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be 
significant and that no mitigation measures would fully reduce the 
impacts to below a level of significance. 

The proposed action is not expected to impact “guzzlers” or “wildlife 
drinkers” that have been installed within the study areas.  The 
Combat Center currently has several “guzzlers” installed for the 
benefit of wildlife, and these features coexist with the military 
training mission.  Maintenance of springs and seeps, if necessary, 
would be conducted by NREA biologists and resource specialists 
under the guidance of the Combat Center’s INRMP. 

As stated in the EIS, the proposed action would not substantially 
increase barriers to movement for wildlife across the acquired lands.  
Fencing would be limited to two 400-square-foot Company 
Objective areas under Alternatives 4, 5, and 6, and roads would 
typically be at-grade dirt roads similar to existing conditions.  
Therefore, the analysis of impacts to wildlife corridors in the Draft 
EIS is adequate and is based on the best available information.  

  

 

SOC-1

 SOC-2

 

SOC-3

REC-2
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 N.2-950   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 6 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 6 of 7): 

NEPA-5: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.  

Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. The specific details on management of the 
RPAA in regards to permitting process, permits and fees for events 
in the RPAA, etc. have not been formalized at this time.  If the 
alternative selected is one that would involve an RPAA a Recreation 
Management Plan would be developed that would address these 
details (see Section 4.2.5.4).  While preparing the Recreation 
Management Plan, the Marine Corps would solicit input from the 
public, BLM, and other agencies.  Section 2.5.4 of the EIS discusses 
the proposed communication and notification procedures for the 
public. Section 2.5.5 of the EIS discusses restrictions that have been 
identified at this time for permitted uses in the RPAA. 

  

BIO-1

 
NEPA-5
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 N.2-951   

Comment ID: N-00419 (Page 7 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00419 (Page 7 of 7): 

GEN-1: 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  

NEPA-5

 

GEN-1
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 N.2-952   

Comment ID: N-00420 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00420: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every major exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the 
Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public use (refer to 
Section 2.5 of the EIS).   

The Marine Corps has determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of 
which provide for Restricted Public Access to some or all of the 
acquired land area approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible 
alternatives that would allow it to meet at least the minimum 
identified training requirement.  If one of these alternatives is 
selected by the Department of the Navy and approved by Congress, 
the Marine Corps would be required to implement the selected 
alternative as described in the Final EIS or they would be legally 
required to comply with the NEPA process to assess potential 
impacts of some other course of action. 
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 N.2-953   

Comment ID: N-00421 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00421: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-954   

Comment ID: N-00422 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00422: 

Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-955   

Comment ID: N-00423 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00423 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-956   

Comment ID: N-00423 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00423 (Page 2 of 3): 
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 N.2-957   

Comment ID: N-00423 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00423 (Page 3 of 3): 
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 N.2-958   

Comment ID: N-00424 (Page 1 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00424 (Page 1 of 4): 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-959   

Comment ID: N-00424 (Page 2 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00424 (Page 2 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-960   

Comment ID: N-00424 (Page 3 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00424 (Page 3 of 4): 
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 N.2-961   

Comment ID:  N-00424 (Page 4 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00424 (Page 4 of 4): 
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 N.2-962   

Comment ID: N-00425 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00425 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

The EIS evaluates impacts to air quality under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.8).  As noted in the EIS, alternatives that 
would involve the west acquisition study area would result in less 
than significant impacts from increased emissions for the proposed 
activities.   
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 N.2-963   

Comment ID: N-00425 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-00425 (Page 2 of 2): 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
safety on lands used by the Marine Corps for training purposes.  As 
outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order 3500.4h SOP for 
Range/Training Area and Airspace provides guidance for training 
range operations, which includes routine range sweeps to remove 
safety hazards and range clearance operations following every major 
exercise.   

The Marine Corps would continue these same procedures on any 
acquired land area.  In addition, the Marine Corps  proposed several 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that 
would allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for 
public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).  
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 N.2-964   

Comment ID: N-00426 (Page 1 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00426 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has met with the 
State of California to discuss CEQA requirements for state actions 
that could be undertaken following the project decision. State 
agencies are encouraged to use NEPA documents when such 
documents comply with CEQA. To the extent practicable, the EIS 
will incorporate CEQA requirements to allow state agencies to 
utilize the EIS analysis to support any future project-specific 
analyses that may be required by CEQA.  

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

As noted, the EIS clearly describes significant impacts to the desert 
tortoise resulting from military training under the proposed action.  
Stress on tortoises and potential related physiological effects such as 
dehydration are described on page 4.10-11 and elsewhere in the 
document.  Tortoise responses to noise are also described on page 
4.10-11.  The Marine Corps is working with the USFWS to identify 
suitable mitigation measures to partially offset the proposed action’s 
impacts to the desert tortoise.  These measures are described in detail 
in the USFWS Biological Opinion (BO) for the project, and are 
summarized in the FEIS on in Section 4.10.  Compliance with 
USFWS terms and conditions from this BO will satisfy the 
requirements of the Endangered Species Act. 
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 N.2-965   

Comment ID: N-00426 (Page 2 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00426 (Page 2 of 4): 

The EIS evaluates cultural resources impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.11).  The section has been updated 
to discuss potential homestead communities that may be impacted by 
the proposed action. 
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 N.2-966   

Comment ID: N-00426 (Page 3 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00426 (Page 3 of 4): 
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 N.2-967   

Comment ID: N-00426 (Page 4 of 4) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00426 (Page 4 of 4): 
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 N.2-968   

Comment ID: N-00427 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00427: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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 N.2-969   

Comment ID: N-00428 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00428 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed 
action, including suggestions offered by members of the public 
during the public scoping period in late 2008.  Several alternative 
scenarios were considered and eliminated from detailed study 
(including conducting the proposed MEB-sized MAGTF Training at 
other military bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the 
purpose of and need for the proposed action or did not satisfy the 
minimum screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for 
acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-970   

Comment ID: N-00428 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00428 (Page 2 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-971   

Comment ID: N-00428 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00428 (Page 3 of 3): 
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 N.2-972   

Comment ID: N-00429 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00429 (Page 1 of 3): 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process. 
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 N.2-973   

Comment ID: N-00429 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00429 (Page 2 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.  The section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some 
noise and vibrations associated with ordnance use under the 
proposed action may be periodically detected by residents and other 
members of the public from a distance, and may sometimes be an 
annoyance.  The results of additional single-event noise modeling 
have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to the 
evaluation of noise impacts.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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 N.2-974   

Comment ID: N-00429 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00429 (Page 3 of 3): 
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 N.2-975   

Comment ID: N-00430 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00430 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  Impacts related to mining have been 
updated in the EIS; see Section 4.3 (Socioeconomics) and Section 
4.12 (Geological Resources). 

The EIS has been updated with the amount of reserves cited in the 
attached comment letter.  
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 N.2-976   

Comment ID: N-00430 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00430 (Page 2 of 3): 
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 N.2-977   

Comment ID: N-00430 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00430 (Page 3 of 3): 
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 N.2-978   

Comment ID: N-00431 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00431 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  Under each of the action alternatives, 
many of the current recreational opportunities and uses would 
continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year. The specific details on 
management of the RPAA in regards to permitted activities, 
permitting process, permits and fees for events in the RPAA, etc. 
have not been formalized at this time.  If the alternative selected is 
one that would involve an RPAA a Recreation Management Plan 
would be developed that would address these details (see Section 
4.2.5.4).  Regardless, the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land 
within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to 
recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access 
to acquired areas.    

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. The Marine Corps does not have the 
authority to designate recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed 
action.  The discussion of SB 2921 and the California Desert 
Protection Act of 2010 was discussed in the context of cumulative 
projects and is not presented as mitigation to the proposed action.  
The EIS determined that impacts to Recreation (under all action 
alternatives) would be significant and that no mitigation measures 
would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of significance. 
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 N.2-979   

Comment ID: N-00431 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00431 (Page 2 of 3): 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  As described in 
Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill 
a Marine Corps training requirement.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.   

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.   

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
several alternative scenarios for the proposed action (including 
conducting the proposed MEB-sized Marine Air-Ground Task Force 
(MAGTF) Training at other military bases in the U.S.) but 
eliminated them from detailed study.  
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 N.2-980   

Comment ID: N-00431 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00431 (Page 3 of 3): 

Although the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side 
and sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different 
training requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.  Fort Irwin does not have 
ranges capable of supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms 
live-fire and maneuver training and the modification of Fort Irwin to 
better accommodate Marine Corps training requirements would 
preclude the Army’s ability to meet its own training requirements 
and be optimally prepared for deployment.  See Section 2.7 of the 
EIS for more information about alternatives that were considered but 
not carried forward for analysis in the EIS.    

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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 N.2-981   

Comment ID: N-00432 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00432: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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Response to Comment N-00433: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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 N.2-983   

Comment ID: N-00434 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00434: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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 N.2-984   

Comment ID: N-00435 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00435: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Comment ID: N-00436 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00436: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Comment ID: N-00437 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00437: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Comment ID: N-00438 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00438: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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 N.2-988   

Comment ID: N-00439 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00439: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00440: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00441: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00442: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00443: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00444: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00445: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00446: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00447: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   
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Response to Comment N-00448: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-998   

Comment ID: N-00449 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00449: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-999   

Comment ID: N-00450 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00450: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1000   

Comment ID: N-00451 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00451: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1001   

Comment ID: N-00452 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00452: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1002   

Comment ID: N-00453 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00453: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1003   

Comment ID: N-00454 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00454: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1004   

Comment ID: N-00455 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00455: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1005   

Comment ID: N-00456 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00456: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1006   

Comment ID: N-00457 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00457: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1007   

Comment ID: N-00458 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00458: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1008   

Comment ID: N-00459 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00459: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1009   

Comment ID: N-00460 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00460: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1010   

Comment ID: N-00461 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00461: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1011   

Comment ID: N-00462 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00462: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1012   

Comment ID: N-00463 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00463: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1013   

Comment ID: N-00464 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00464: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1014   

Comment ID: N-00465 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00465: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1015   

Comment ID: N-00466 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00466: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1016   

Comment ID: N-00467 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00467: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1017   

Comment ID: N-00468 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00468: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1018   

Comment ID: N-00469 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00469: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1019   

Comment ID: N-00470 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00470: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1020   

Comment ID: N-00471 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00471: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1021   

Comment ID: N-00472 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00472: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1022   

Comment ID: N-00473 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00473: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1023   

Comment ID: N-00474 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00474: 

Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
the Marine Corps considered several alternative scenarios for the 
proposed action (including conducting the proposed MEB-sized 
Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF) Training at other military 
bases in the U.S.) but eliminated them from detailed study. Although 
the Army and the Marine Corps often serve side-by-side and 
sometimes execute similar missions, they have very different training 
requirements.  The MAGTF is the Marine Corps’ principal 
organization for conducting missions across the range of military 
operations.  MAGTFs employ and integrate air- and ground-based 
operations.  The Marine Corps is legally required to provide forces 
of combined arms, which is a unique Marine Corps mission and 
capability.  MAGTF training involves a fully integrated live fire 
environment.  MAGTF training employs a progressive approach, 
starting with combined arms integration techniques and procedures 
at the company level and culminating in a final exercise involving all 
elements of the Exercise Force MAGTF, such as the MEB-sized 
training proposed for the Combat Center.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1024   

Comment ID: N-00475 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00475: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1025   

Comment ID: N-00476 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00476: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1026   

Comment ID: N-00477 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00477: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1027   

Comment ID: N-00478 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00478: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1028   

Comment ID: N-00479 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00479: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1029   

Comment ID: N-00480 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00480: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1030   

Comment ID: N-00481 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00481: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1031   

Comment ID: N-00482 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00482: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1032   

Comment ID: N-00483 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00483: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1033   

Comment ID: N-00484 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00484: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1034   

Comment ID: N-00485 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00485: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1035   

Comment ID: N-00486 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00486: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1036   

Comment ID: N-00487 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00487: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1037   

Comment ID: N-00488 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00488: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1038   

Comment ID: N-00489 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00489: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1039   

Comment ID: N-00490 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00490: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1040   

Comment ID: N-00491 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00491: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1041   

Comment ID: N-00492 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00492: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1042   

Comment ID: N-00493 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00493: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1043   

Comment ID: N-00494 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00494: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1044   

Comment ID: N-00495 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00495: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1045   

Comment ID: N-00496 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00496: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1046   

Comment ID: N-00497 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00497: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1047   

Comment ID: N-00498 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00498: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1048   

Comment ID: N-00499 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00499: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

 N.2-1049   

Comment ID: N-00500 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00500: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1050   

Comment ID:  N-00501 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00501: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1051   

Comment ID:  N-00502 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00502: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1052   

Comment ID:  N-00503 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00503: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1053   

Comment ID:  N-00504 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00504: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1054   

Comment ID:  N-00505 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00505: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1055   

Comment ID:  N-00506 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00506: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1056   

Comment ID:  N-00507 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00507: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1057   

Comment ID:  N-00508 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00508: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1058   

Comment ID:  N-00509 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00509: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1059   

Comment ID:  N-00510 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00510: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1060   

Comment ID:  N-00511 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00511: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1061   

Comment ID:  N-00512 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00512: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1062   

Comment ID:  N-00513 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00513: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1063   

Comment ID:  N-00514 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00514: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1064   

Comment ID:  N-00515 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00515: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1065   

Comment ID:  N-00516 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00516: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1066   

Comment ID:  N-00517 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00517: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1067   

Comment ID:  N-00518 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00518: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1068   

Comment ID:  N-00519 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00519: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1069   

Comment ID:  N-00520 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00520: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1070   

Comment ID:  N-00521 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00521: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.  

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1071   

Comment ID:  N-00522 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00522: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1072   

Comment ID:  N-00523 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00523: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.  

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1073   

Comment ID:  N-00524 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00524: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1074   

Comment ID:  N-00525 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00525: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1075   

Comment ID:  N-00526 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00526: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1076   

Comment ID:  N-00527 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00527: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.  

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1077   

Comment ID:  N-00528 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00528: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1078   

Comment ID:  N-00529 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00529: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1079   

Comment ID:  N-00530 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00530: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.  

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1080   

Comment ID:  N-00531 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00531: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.    

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1081   

Comment ID:  N-00532 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00532: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1082   

Comment ID:  N-00533 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00533: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1083   

Comment ID:  N-00534 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00534: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1084   

Comment ID:  N-00535 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00535: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1085   

Comment ID:  N-00536 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00536: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1086   

Comment ID:  N-00537 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00537: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1087   

Comment ID:  N-00538 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00538: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1088   

Comment ID:  N-00539 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00539: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1089   

Comment ID:  N-00540 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00540: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1090   

Comment ID:  N-00541 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00541: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1091   

Comment ID:  N-00542 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00542: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1092   

Comment ID:  N-00543 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00543: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1093   

Comment ID:  N-00544 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00544: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1094   

Comment ID:  N-00545 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00545: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1095   

Comment ID:  N-00546 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00546: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1096   

Comment ID:  N-00547 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00547: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1097   

Comment ID:  N-00548 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00548: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1098   

Comment ID:  N-00549 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00549: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1099   

Comment ID:  N-00550 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00550: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1100   

Comment ID:  N-00551 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00551: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1101   

Comment ID:  N-00552 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00552: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

      



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1102   

Comment ID:  N-00553 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00553: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1103   

Comment ID:  N-00554 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00554: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1104   

Comment ID:  N-00555 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00555: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1105   

Comment ID:  N-00556 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00556: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1106   

Comment ID:  N-00557 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00557: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1107   

Comment ID:  N-00558 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00558: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1108   

Comment ID:  N-00559 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00559: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1109   

Comment ID:  N-00560 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00560: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1110   

Comment ID:  N-00561 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00561: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1111   

Comment ID:  N-00562 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00562: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1112   

Comment ID:  N-00563 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00563: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.      



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1113   

Comment ID:  N-00564 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00564: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1114   

Comment ID:  N-00565 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00565: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1115   

Comment ID:  N-00566 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00566: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1116   

Comment ID:  N-00567 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00567: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1117   

Comment ID:  N-00568 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00568: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1118   

Comment ID:  N-00569 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00569: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified.    

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1119   

Comment ID:  N-00570 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00570: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.3 of 
the EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses and direct regional 
impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational spending. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1120   

Comment ID:  N-00571 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00571: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.3 of 
the EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses and direct regional 
impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational spending. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1121   

Comment ID:  N-00572 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00572: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1122   

Comment ID:  N-00573 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00573: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1123   

Comment ID:  N-00574 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00574: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1124   

Comment ID:  N-00575 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00575: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1125   

Comment ID:  N-00576 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00576: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1126   

Comment ID:  N-00577 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00577: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose 
of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
requirement.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the 
need to establish a large-scale training area for live fire and 
maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1127   

Comment ID:  N-00578 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00578: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1128   

Comment ID:  N-00579 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00579: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1129   

Comment ID:  N-00580 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00580: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1130   

Comment ID:  N-00581 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00581: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1131   

Comment ID:  N-00582 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00582: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1132   

Comment ID:  N-00583 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00583: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

  



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1133   

Comment ID:  N-00584 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00584: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1134   

Comment ID:  N-00585 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00585: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1135   

Comment ID:  N-00586 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00586: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1136   

Comment ID:  N-00587 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00587: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1137   

Comment ID:  N-00588 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00588: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1138   

Comment ID:  N-00589 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00589: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1139   

Comment ID:  N-00590 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00590: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1140   

Comment ID:  N-00591 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00591: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1141   

Comment ID:  N-00592 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00592: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1142   

Comment ID:  N-00593 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00593: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1143   

Comment ID:  N-00594 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00594: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1144   

Comment ID:  N-00595 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00595: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1145   

Comment ID:  N-00596 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00596: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1146   

Comment ID:  N-00597 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00597: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1147   

Comment ID:  N-00598 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00598: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1148   

Comment ID:  N-00599 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00599: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1149   

Comment ID:  N-00600 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00600: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1150   

Comment ID:  N-00601 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00601: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1151   

Comment ID:  N-00602 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00602: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1152   

Comment ID:  N-00603 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00603: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1153   

Comment ID:  N-00604 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00604: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1154   

Comment ID:  N-00605 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00605: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1155   

Comment ID:  N-00606 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00606: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1156   

Comment ID:  N-00607 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00607: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1157   

Comment ID:  N-00608 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00608: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1158   

Comment ID:  N-00609 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00609: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1159   

Comment ID:  N-00610 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00610: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1160   

Comment ID:  N-00611 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00611: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1161   

Comment ID:  N-00612 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00612: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1162   

Comment ID:  N-00613 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00613: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1163   

Comment ID:  N-00614 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00614: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1164   

Comment ID:  N-00615 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00615: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1165   

Comment ID:  N-00616 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00616: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1166   

Comment ID:  N-00617 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00617: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1167   

Comment ID:  N-00618 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00618: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1168   

Comment ID:  N-00619 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00619: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1169   

Comment ID:  N-00620 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00620: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1170   

Comment ID:  N-00621 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00621: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1171   

Comment ID:  N-00622 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00622: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1172   

Comment ID:  N-00623 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00623: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1173   

Comment ID:  N-00624 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00624: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1174   

Comment ID:  N-00625 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00625: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1175   

Comment ID:  N-00626 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00626: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1176   

Comment ID:  N-00627 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00627: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1177   

Comment ID:  N-00628 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00628: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1178   

Comment ID:  N-00629 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00629: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1179   

Comment ID:  N-00630 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00630: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year 

.    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1180   

Comment ID:  N-00631 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00631: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1181   

Comment ID:  N-00632 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00632: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1182   

Comment ID:  N-00633 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00633: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1183   

Comment ID:  N-00634 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00634: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1184   

Comment ID:  N-00635 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00635: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1185   

Comment ID:  N-00636 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00636: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1186   

Comment ID:  N-00637 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00637: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1187   

Comment ID:  N-00638 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00638: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1188   

Comment ID:  N-00639 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00639: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1189   

Comment ID:  N-00640 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00640: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1190   

Comment ID:  N-00641 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00641: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1191   

Comment ID:  N-00642 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00642: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1192   

Comment ID:  N-00643 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00643: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1193   

Comment ID:  N-00644 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00644: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

    



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1194   

Comment ID:  N-00645 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00645: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1195   

Comment ID:  N-00646 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00646: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1196   

Comment ID:  N-00647 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00647: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1197   

Comment ID:  N-00648 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00648: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1198   

Comment ID:  N-00649 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00649: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1199   

Comment ID:  N-00650 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00650: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1200   

Comment ID:  N-00651 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00651: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1201   

Comment ID:  N-00652 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00652: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1202   

Comment ID:  N-00653 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00653: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. 

As discussed in the EIS, implementation of the proposed action is 
likely to result in an increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass 
on BLM, state, or private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential 
for such illegal riding has been considered in the EIS; including 
potential adverse impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). 
The EIS also evaluates several special conservation measures (refer 
to Section 4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  
Additional information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use 
has been added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1203   

Comment ID:  N-00654 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00654: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1204   

Comment ID:  N-00655 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00655: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1205   

Comment ID:  N-00656 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00656: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1206   

Comment ID:  N-00657 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00657: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1207   

Comment ID:  N-00658 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00658: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1208   

Comment ID: N-00659 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00659: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1209   

Comment ID:  N-00660 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00660: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.     



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1210   

Comment ID:  N-00661 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00661: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1211   

Comment ID:  N-00662 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00662: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1212   

Comment ID:  N-00663 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00663: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1213   

Comment ID:  N-00664 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00664: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1214   

Comment ID:  N-00665 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00665: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1215   

Comment ID:  N-00666 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00666: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1216   

Comment ID:  N-00667 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00667: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1217   

Comment ID:  N-00668 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00668: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1218   

Comment ID:  N-00669 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00669: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1219   

Comment ID:  N-00670 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00670: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1220   

Comment ID:  N-00671 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00671: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1221   

Comment ID:  N-00672 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00672: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1222   

Comment ID:  N-00673 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00673: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1223   

Comment ID:  N-00674 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00674: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1224   

Comment ID:  N-00675 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00675: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1225   

Comment ID:  N-00676 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00676: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1226   

Comment ID:  N-00677 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00677: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1227   

Comment ID:  N-00678 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00678: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1228   

Comment ID:  N-00679 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00679: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1229   

Comment ID:  N-00680 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00680: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1230   

Comment ID:  N-00681 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00681: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1231   

Comment ID:  N-00682 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00682: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1232   

Comment ID:  N-00683 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00683: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1233   

Comment ID:  N-00684 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00684: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1234   

Comment ID:  N-00685 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00685: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

        



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1235   

Comment ID:  N-00686 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00686: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1236   

Comment ID:  N-00687 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00687: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1237   

Comment ID:  N-00688 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00688: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1238   

Comment ID:  N-00689 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00689: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1239   

Comment ID:  N-00690 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00690: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1240   

Comment ID:  N-00691 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00691: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1241   

Comment ID:  N-00692 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00692: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

      



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1242   

Comment ID:  N-00693 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00693: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1243   

Comment ID:  N-00694 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00694: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1244   

Comment ID:  N-00695 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00695: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1245   

Comment ID:  N-00696 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00696: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1246   

Comment ID:  N-00697 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00697: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1247   

Comment ID:  N-00698 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00698: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1248   

Comment ID:  N-00699 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00699: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1249   

Comment ID:  N-00700 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00700: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1250   

Comment ID:  N-00701 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00701: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.        



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1251   

Comment ID:  N-00702 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00702: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.        



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1252   

Comment ID:  N-00703 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00703: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.        



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1253   

Comment ID:  N-00704 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00704: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.        



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1254   

Comment ID:  N-00705 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00705: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1255   

Comment ID:  N-00706 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00706: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1256   

Comment ID:  N-00707 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00707: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1257   

Comment ID:  N-00708 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00708: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1258   

Comment ID:  N-00709 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00709: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1259   

Comment ID:  N-00710 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00710: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1260   

Comment ID:  N-00711 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00711: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1261   

Comment ID:  N-00712 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00712: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1262   

Comment ID:  N-00713 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00713: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1263   

Comment ID:  N-00714 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00714: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1264   

Comment ID:  N-00715 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00715: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1265   

Comment ID:  N-00716 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00716: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1266   

Comment ID:  N-00717 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00717: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1267   

Comment ID:  N-00718 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00718: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1268   

Comment ID:  N-00719 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00719: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1269   

Comment ID:  N-00720 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00720: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1270   

Comment ID:  N-00721 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00721: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1271   

Comment ID:  N-00722 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00722: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1272   

Comment ID:  N-00723 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00723: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1273   

Comment ID:  N-00724 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00724: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1274   

Comment ID:  N-00725 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00725: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

As described in Section 1.3 of the EIS, the purpose of the proposed 
action is to fulfill a current Marine Corps training requirement.  In 
addition to the high deployment tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the 
Marine Corps must maintain high proficiency for other vital Marine 
Corps missions, including combined arms maneuver at the MEB 
level.  In November 2006, the Marine Corps validated the need to 
establish a large-scale training area for live fire and maneuver 
training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) composed of 
three battalion task forces.  Currently, the Combat Center can only 
accommodate live-fire and maneuver training for up to two battalion 
task forces.  Additional land area is needed to ensure adequate 
separation distances for operation of the three battalions required for 
MEB-sized training.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

       



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1275   

Comment ID:  N-00726 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00726: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1276   

Comment ID:  N-00727 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00727: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1277   

Comment ID:  N-00728 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00728: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1278   

Comment ID:  N-00729 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00729: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1279   

Comment ID:  N-00730 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00730: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1280   

Comment ID:  N-00731 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00731: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1281   

Comment ID:  N-00732 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00732: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1282   

Comment ID:  N-00733 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00733: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1283   

Comment ID:  N-00734 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00734: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1284   

Comment ID:  N-00735 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00735: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1285   

Comment ID:  N-00736 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00736: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1286   

Comment ID:  N-00737 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00737: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1287   

Comment ID:  N-00738 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00738: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1288   

Comment ID:  N-00739 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00739: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1289   

Comment ID:  N-00740 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00740: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1290   

Comment ID:  N-00741 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00741: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1291   

Comment ID:  N-00742 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00742: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1292   

Comment ID:  N-00743 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00743: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1293   

Comment ID:  N-00744 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00744: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1294   

Comment ID:  N-00745 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00745: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1295   

Comment ID:  N-00746 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00746: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1296   

Comment ID:  N-00747 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00747: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1297   

Comment ID:  N-00748 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00748: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1298   

Comment ID:  N-00749 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00749: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1299   

Comment ID:  N-00750 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00750: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1300   

Comment ID:  N-00751 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00751: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1301   

Comment ID:  N-00752 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00752: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1302   

Comment ID:  N-00753 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00753: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1303   

Comment ID:  N-00754 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00754: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1304   

Comment ID:  N-00755 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00755: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1305   

Comment ID:  N-00756 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00756: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1306   

Comment ID:  N-00757 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00757: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1307   

Comment ID:  N-00758 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00758: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1308   

Comment ID:  N-00759 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00759: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1309   

Comment ID:  N-00760 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00760: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1310   

Comment ID:  N-00761 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00761: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1311   

Comment ID:  N-00762 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00762: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1312   

Comment ID:  N-00763 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00763: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1313   

Comment ID:  N-00764 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00764: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1314   

Comment ID:  N-00765 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00765: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1315   

Comment ID:  N-00766 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00766: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1316   

Comment ID:  N-00767 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00767: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1317   

Comment ID:  N-00768 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00768: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1318   

Comment ID:  N-00769 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00769: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1319   

Comment ID:  N-00770 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00770: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1320   

Comment ID:  N-00771 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00771: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1321   

Comment ID:  N-00772 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00772: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1322   

Comment ID:  N-00773 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00773: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1323   

Comment ID:  N-00774 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00774: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1324   

Comment ID:  N-00775 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00775: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1325   

Comment ID:  N-00776 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00776: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1326   

Comment ID:  N-00777 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00777: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1327   

Comment ID:  N-00778 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00778: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1328   

Comment ID:  N-00779 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00779: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1329   

Comment ID:  N-00780 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00780: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1330   

Comment ID:  N-00781 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00781: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1331   

Comment ID:  N-00782 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00782: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1332   

Comment ID:  N-00783 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00783: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1333   

Comment ID:  N-00784 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00784: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1334   

Comment ID:  N-00785 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00785: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1335   

Comment ID:  N-00786 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00786: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1336   

Comment ID:  N-00787 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00787: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1337   

Comment ID:  N-00788 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00788: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1338   

Comment ID:  N-00789 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00789: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1339   

Comment ID:  N-00790 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00790: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1340   

Comment ID:  N-00791 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00791: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1341   

Comment ID:  N-00792 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00792: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1342   

Comment ID:  N-00793 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00793: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1343   

Comment ID:  N-00794 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00794: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1344   

Comment ID:  N-00795 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00795: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1345   

Comment ID:  N-00796 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00796: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1346   

Comment ID:  N-00797 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00797: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1347   

Comment ID:  N-00798 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00798: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1348   

Comment ID:  N-00799 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00799: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

  N.2-1349   

Comment ID:  N-00800 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00800: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1350   

Comment ID: N-00801 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00801: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1351   

Comment ID: N-00802 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00802: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1352   

Comment ID: N-00803 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00803: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1353   

Comment ID: N-00804 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00804: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1354   

Comment ID: N-00805 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00805: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1355   

Comment ID: N-00806 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00806: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1356   

Comment ID: N-00807 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00807: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1357   

Comment ID: N-00808 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00808: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1358   

Comment ID: N-00809 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00809: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1359   

Comment ID: N-00810 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00810: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1360   

Comment ID: N-00811 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00811: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1361   

Comment ID: N-00812 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00812: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1362   

Comment ID: N-00813 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00813: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1363   

Comment ID: N-00814 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00814: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1364   

Comment ID: N-00815 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00815: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1365   

Comment ID: N-00816 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00816: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

During the planning process, the Marine Corps determined that the 
de-designation of wilderness areas was not a viable option.  
Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS) states that any 
alternatives selected would avoid congressionally designated 
wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes an action alternative (Alternative 3) that would involve 
acquisition of land east of the current Combat Center without 
needing to de-designate wilderness area, and this alternative was 
carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1366   

Comment ID: N-00817 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00817: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1367   

Comment ID: N-00818 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00818: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1368   

Comment ID: N-00819 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00819: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1369   

Comment ID: N-00820 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00820: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1370   

Comment ID: N-00821 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00821: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1371   

Comment ID: N-00822 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00822: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1372   

Comment ID: N-00823 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00823: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1373   

Comment ID: N-00824 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00824: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1374   

Comment ID: N-00825 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00825: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1375   

Comment ID: N-00826 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00826: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1376   

Comment ID: N-00827 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00827: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1377   

Comment ID: N-00828 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00828: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1378   

Comment ID: N-00829 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00829: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1379   

Comment ID: N-00830 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00830: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1380   

Comment ID: N-00831 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00831: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1381   

Comment ID: N-00832 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00832: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1382   

Comment ID: N-00833 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00833: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1383   

Comment ID: N-00834 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00834: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1384   

Comment ID: N-00835 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00835: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1385   

Comment ID: N-00836 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00836: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1386   

Comment ID: N-00837 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00837: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1387   

Comment ID: N-00838 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00838: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1388   

Comment ID: N-00839 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00839: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1389   

Comment ID: N-00840 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00840: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1390   

Comment ID: N-00841 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00841: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1391   

Comment ID: N-00842 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00842: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1392   

Comment ID: N-00843 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00843: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1393   

Comment ID: N-00844 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00844: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1394   

Comment ID: N-00845 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00845: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1395   

Comment ID: N-00846 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00846: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1396   

Comment ID: N-00847 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00847: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1397   

Comment ID: N-00848 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00848: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1398   

Comment ID: N-00849 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00849: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1399   

Comment ID: N-00850 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00850: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1400   

Comment ID: N-00851 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00851: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1401   

Comment ID: N-00852 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00852: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1402   

Comment ID: N-00853 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00853: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1403   

Comment ID: N-00854 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00854: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1404   

Comment ID: N-00855 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00855: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1405   

Comment ID: N-00856 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00856: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1406   

Comment ID: N-00857 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00857: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1407   

Comment ID: N-00858 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00858: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1408   

Comment ID: N-00859 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00859: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1409   

Comment ID: N-00860 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00860: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1410   

Comment ID: N-00861 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00861: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1411   

Comment ID: N-00862 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00862: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1412   

Comment ID: N-00863 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00863: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (refer to Section 4.3 of the EIS).  As noted in the EIS, 
there is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax 
revenue related to reduced recreational spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1413   

Comment ID: N-00864 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00864: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1414   

Comment ID: N-00865 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00865: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1415   

Comment ID: N-00866 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00866: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1416   

Comment ID: N-00867 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00867: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1417   

Comment ID: N-00868 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00868: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1418   

Comment ID: N-00869 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00869: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1419   

Comment ID: N-00870 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00870: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1420   

Comment ID: N-00871 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00871: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1421   

Comment ID: N-00872 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00872: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1422   

Comment ID: N-00873 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00873: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1423   

Comment ID: N-00874 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00874: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1424   

Comment ID: N-00875 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00875: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1425   

Comment ID: N-00876 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00876: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1426   

Comment ID: N-00877 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00877: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1427   

Comment ID: N-00878 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00878: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1428   

Comment ID: N-00879 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00879: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1429   

Comment ID: N-00880 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00880: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1430   

Comment ID: N-00881 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00881: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1431   

Comment ID: N-00882 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00882: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1432   

Comment ID: N-00883 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00883: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1433   

Comment ID: N-00884 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00884: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1434   

Comment ID: N-00885 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00885: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1435   

Comment ID: N-00886 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00886: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1436   

Comment ID: N-00887 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00887: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1437   

Comment ID: N-00888 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00888: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1438   

Comment ID: N-00889 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00889: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1439   

Comment ID: N-00890 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00890: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1440   

Comment ID: N-00891 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00891: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1441   

Comment ID: N-00892 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00892: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1442   

Comment ID: N-00893 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00893: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1443   

Comment ID: N-00894 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00894: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1444   

Comment ID: N-00895 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00895: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1445   

Comment ID: N-00896 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00896: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1446   

Comment ID: N-00897 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00897: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1447   

Comment ID: N-00898 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00898: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1448   

Comment ID: N-00899 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00899: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  

   



Appendix N– Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1449   

Comment ID: N-00900 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00900: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1450   

Comment ID: N-00901 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00901: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1451   

Comment ID: N-00902 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00902: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1452   

Comment ID: N-00903 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00903: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1453   

Comment ID: N-00904 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00904: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1454   

Comment ID: N-00905 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00905: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1455   

Comment ID: N-00906 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00906: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1456   

Comment ID: N-00907 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00907: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1457   

Comment ID: N-00908 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00908: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1458   

Comment ID: N-00909 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00909: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1459   

Comment ID: N-00910 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00910: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1460   

Comment ID: N-00911 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00911: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1461   

Comment ID: N-00912 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00912: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1462   

Comment ID: N-00913 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00913: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1463   

Comment ID: N-00914 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00914: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1464   

Comment ID: N-00915 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00915: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined 
that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted 
Public Access to some or all of the acquired land area approximately 
10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would allow it to 
meet at least the minimum identified training requirement.  If one of 
these alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and 
approved by Congress, the Marine Corps would be required to 
implement the selected alternative as described in the Final EIS or 
they would be legally required to comply with the NEPA process to 
assess potential impacts of some other course of action.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1465   

Comment ID: N-00916 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00916: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1466   

Comment ID: N-00917 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00917: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1467   

Comment ID: N-00918 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00918: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1468   

Comment ID: N-00919 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00919: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1469   

Comment ID: N-00920 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00920: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1470   

Comment ID: N-00921 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00921: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1471   

Comment ID: N-00922 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00922: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1472   

Comment ID: N-00923 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00923: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1473   

Comment ID: N-00924 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00924: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1474   

Comment ID: N-00925 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00925: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1475   

Comment ID: N-00926 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00926: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1476   

Comment ID: N-00927 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00927: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1477   

Comment ID: N-00928 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00928: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1478   

Comment ID: N-00929 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00929: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1479   

Comment ID: N-00930 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00930: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1480   

Comment ID: N-00931 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00931: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1481   

Comment ID: N-00932 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00932: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1482   

Comment ID: N-00933 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00933: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1483   

Comment ID: N-00934 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00934: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1484   

Comment ID: N-00935 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00935: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1485   

Comment ID: N-00936 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00936: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1486   

Comment ID: N-00937 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00937: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1487   

Comment ID: N-00938 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00938: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1488   

Comment ID: N-00939 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00939: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1489   

Comment ID: N-00940 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00940: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1490   

Comment ID: N-00941 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00941: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1491   

Comment ID: N-00942 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00942: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1492   

Comment ID: N-00943 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00943: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1493   

Comment ID: N-00944 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00944: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1494   

Comment ID: N-00945 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00945: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1495   

Comment ID: N-00946 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00946: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1496   

Comment ID: N-00947 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00947: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1497   

Comment ID: N-00948 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00948: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1498   

Comment ID: N-00949 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00949: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1499   

Comment ID: N-00950 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00950: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1500   

Comment ID: N-00951 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00951: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1501   

Comment ID: N-00952 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00952: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1502   

Comment ID: N-00953 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00953: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1503   

Comment ID: N-00954 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00954: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1504   

Comment ID: N-00955 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00955: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1505   

Comment ID: N-00956 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00956: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1506   

Comment ID: N-00957 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00957: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1507   

Comment ID: N-00958 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00958: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1508   

Comment ID: N-00959 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00959: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1509   

Comment ID: N-00960 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00960: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS). The EIS finds that the reduction in availability of OHV land 
would cause significant impacts to recreation under the proposed 
action as well as a significant cumulative impact. The analyses 
presented in the EIS acknowledge and discuss the impacts that 
reduced recreational lands in Johnson Valley would have on 
increased usage and potential overcrowding in other areas, as well as 
related impacts to other environmental resources.       

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1510   

Comment ID: N-00961 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00961: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1511   

Comment ID: N-00962 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00962: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1512   

Comment ID: N-00963 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00963: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1513   

Comment ID: N-00964 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00964: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1514   

Comment ID: N-00965 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00965: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1515   

Comment ID: N-00966 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00966: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1516   

Comment ID: N-00967 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00967: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1517   

Comment ID: N-00968 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00968: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1518   

Comment ID: N-00969 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00969: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1519   

Comment ID: N-00970 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00970: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1520   

Comment ID: N-00971 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00971: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1521   

Comment ID: N-00972 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00972: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1522   

Comment ID: N-00973 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00973: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1523   

Comment ID: N-00974 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00974: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1524   

Comment ID: N-00975 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00975: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1525   

Comment ID: N-00976 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00976: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1526   

Comment ID: N-00977 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00977: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1527   

Comment ID: N-00978 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00978: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1528   

Comment ID: N-00979 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00979: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1529   

Comment ID: N-00980 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00980: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1530   

Comment ID: N-00981 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00981: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1531   

Comment ID: N-00982 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00982: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1532   

Comment ID: N-00983 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00983: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1533   

Comment ID: N-00984 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00984: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1534   

Comment ID: N-00985 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00985: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1535   

Comment ID: N-00986 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00986: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1536   

Comment ID: N-00987 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00987: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1537   

Comment ID: N-00988 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00988: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1538   

Comment ID: N-00989 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00989: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1539   

Comment ID: N-00990 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00990: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1540   

Comment ID: N-00991 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00991: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1541   

Comment ID: N-00992 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00992: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1542   

Comment ID: N-00993 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00993: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1543   

Comment ID: N-00994 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00994: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1544   

Comment ID: N-00995 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00995: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1545   

Comment ID: N-00996 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00996: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1546   

Comment ID: N-00997 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00997: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1547   

Comment ID: N-00998 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00998: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1548   

Comment ID: N-00999 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-00999: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1549   

Comment ID: N-01000 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01000: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1550   

Comment ID: N-01001 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01001: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1551   

Comment ID: N-01002 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01002: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1552   

Comment ID: N-01003 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01003: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1553   

Comment ID: N-01004 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01004: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film 
industry spending.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1554   

Comment ID: N-01005 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01005: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1555   

Comment ID: N-01006 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01006: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1556   

Comment ID: N-01007 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01007: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1557   

Comment ID: N-01008 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01008: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1558   

Comment ID: N-01009 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01009: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1559   

Comment ID: N-01010 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01010: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1560   

Comment ID: N-01011 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01011: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1561   

Comment ID: N-01012 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01012: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1562   

Comment ID: N-01013 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01013: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1563   

Comment ID: N-01014 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01014: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1564   

Comment ID: N-01015 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01015: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1565   

Comment ID: N-01016 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01016: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1566   

Comment ID: N-01017 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01017: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1567   

Comment ID: N-01018 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01018: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1568   

Comment ID: N-01019 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01019: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1569   

Comment ID: N-01020 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01020: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1570   

Comment ID: N-01021 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01021: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1571   

Comment ID: N-01022 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01022: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1572   

Comment ID: N-01023 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01023: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1573   

Comment ID: N-01024 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01024: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1574   

Comment ID: N-01025 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01025: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1575   

Comment ID: N-01026 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01026: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1576   

Comment ID: N-01027 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01027: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1577   

Comment ID: N-01028 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01028: 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1578   

Comment ID: N-01029 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01029: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1579   

Comment ID: N-01030 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01030: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1580   

Comment ID: N-01031 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01031: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1581   

Comment ID: N-01032 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01032: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1582   

Comment ID: N-01033 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01033: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1583   

Comment ID: N-01034 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01034: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1584   

Comment ID: N-01035 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01035: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1585   

Comment ID: N-01036 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01036: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1586   

Comment ID: N-01037 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01037: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1587   

Comment ID: N-01038 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01038: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1588   

Comment ID: N-01039 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01039: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
other alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions 
offered by members of the public during the public scoping period in 
late 2008.  Several alternative scenarios were considered and 
eliminated from detailed study (including conducting the proposed 
MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other military bases in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or did not satisfy the minimum screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 
of the EIS).    

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1589   

Comment ID: N-01040 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01040: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1590   

Comment ID: N-01041 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01041: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1591   

Comment ID: N-01042 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01042: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1592   

Comment ID: N-01043 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01043: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1593   

Comment ID: N-01044 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01044: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1594   

Comment ID: N-01045 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01045: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1595   

Comment ID: N-01046 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01046: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1596   

Comment ID: N-01047 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01047: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1597   

Comment ID: N-01048 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01048: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1598   

Comment ID: N-01049 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01049: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1599   

Comment ID: N-01050 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01050: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1600   

Comment ID: N-01051 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01051: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1601   

Comment ID: N-01052 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01052: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1602   

Comment ID: N-01053 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01053: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1603   

Comment ID: N-01054 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01054: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1604   

Comment ID: N-01055 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01055: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1605   

Comment ID: N-01056 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01056: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1606   

Comment ID: N-01057 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01057: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1607   

Comment ID: N-01058 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01058: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1608   

Comment ID: N-01059 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01059: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1609   

Comment ID: N-01060 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01060: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1610   

Comment ID: N-01061 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01061: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1611   

Comment ID: N-01062 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01062: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1612   

Comment ID: N-01063 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01063: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1613   

Comment ID: N-01064 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01064: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1614   

Comment ID: N-01065 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01065: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1615   

Comment ID: N-01066 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01066: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1616   

Comment ID: N-01067 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01067: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1617   

Comment ID: N-01068 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01068: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1618   

Comment ID: N-01069 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01069: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 
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  N.2-1619   

Comment ID: N-01070 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01070: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1620   

Comment ID: N-01071 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01071: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1621   

Comment ID: N-01072 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01072: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1622   

Comment ID: N-01073 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01073: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1623   

Comment ID: N-01074 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01074: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1624   

Comment ID: N-01075 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01075: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1625   

Comment ID: N-01076 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01076: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1626   

Comment ID: N-01077 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01077: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1627   

Comment ID: N-01078 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01078: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1628   

Comment ID: N-01079 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01079: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1629   

Comment ID: N-01080 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01080: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1630   

Comment ID: N-01081 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01081: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1631   

Comment ID: N-01082 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01082: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1632   

Comment ID: N-01083 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01083: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1633   

Comment ID: N-01084 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01084: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.  
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  N.2-1634   

Comment ID: N-01085 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01085: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1635   

Comment ID: N-01086 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01086: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1636   

Comment ID: N-01087 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01087: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1637   

Comment ID: N-01088 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01088: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1638   

Comment ID: N-01089 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01089: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1639   

Comment ID: N-01090 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01090: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1640   

Comment ID: N-01091 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01091: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 
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  N.2-1641   

Comment ID: N-01092 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01092: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
trend in availability of OHV land and has considered the loss of 
OHV land over time in Chapter 5 under cumulative impacts to 
Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss 
of availability of OHV land would be a significant impact under the 
proposed action as well as a significant cumulative impact. 
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  N.2-1642   

Comment ID: N-01093 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01093: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1643   

Comment ID: N-01094 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01094: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1644   

Comment ID: N-01095 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01095: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1645   

Comment ID: N-01096 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01096: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1646   

Comment ID: N-01097 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01097: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1647   

Comment ID: N-01098 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01098: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1648   

Comment ID: N-01099 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01099: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1649   

Comment ID: N-01100 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01100: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1650   

Comment ID: N-01101 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01101: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1651   

Comment ID: N-01102 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01102: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1652   

Comment ID: N-01103 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01103: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1653   

Comment ID: N-01104 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01104: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1654   

Comment ID: N-01105 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01105: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1655   

Comment ID: N-01106 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01106: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1656   

Comment ID: N-01107 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01107: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1657   

Comment ID: N-01108 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01108: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1658   

Comment ID: N-01109 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01109: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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  N.2-1659   

Comment ID: N-01110 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01110: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 
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  N.2-1660   

Comment ID: N-01111 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01111: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1661   

Comment ID: N-01112 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01112: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1662   

Comment ID: N-01113 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01113: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1663   

Comment ID: N-01114 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01114: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1664   

Comment ID: N-01115 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01115: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1665   

Comment ID: N-01116 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01116: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1666   

Comment ID: N-01117 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01117: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1667   

Comment ID: N-01118 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01118: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1668   

Comment ID: N-01119 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01119: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1669   

Comment ID: N-01120 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01120: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1670   

Comment ID: N-01121 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01121: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1671   

Comment ID: N-01122 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01122: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1672   

Comment ID: N-01123 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01123: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1673   

Comment ID: N-01124 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01124: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1674   

Comment ID: N-01125 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01125: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1675   

Comment ID: N-01126 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01126: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1676   

Comment ID: N-01127 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01127: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1677   

Comment ID: N-01128 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01128: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1678   

Comment ID: N-01129 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01129: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1679   

Comment ID: N-01130 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01130: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1680   

Comment ID: N-01131 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01131: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1681   

Comment ID: N-01132 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01132: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1682   

Comment ID: N-01133 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01133: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1683   

Comment ID: N-01134 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01134: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1684   

Comment ID: N-01135 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01135: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1685   

Comment ID: N-01136 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01136: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1686   

Comment ID: N-01137 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01137: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1687   

Comment ID: N-01138 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01138: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1688   

Comment ID: N-01139 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01139: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1689   

Comment ID: N-01140 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01140: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1690   

Comment ID: N-01141 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01141: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1691   

Comment ID: N-01142 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01142: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1692   

Comment ID: N-01143 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01143: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has kept the public 
informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping 
meetings before preparation of the Draft EIS, additional public 
meetings during the public review period for the Draft EIS, and 
encouraging the public to comment on the Draft EIS.  In addition, 
the Marine Corps provided a 90-day public comment period for the 
Draft EIS, twice the minimum duration required by NEPA.  The 
Marine Corps took additional steps to make the document publicly 
accessible for review and comment (e.g., project website, mailings, 
press releases, etc.).  The Marine Corps has proactively reached out 
to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1693   

Comment ID: N-01144 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01144: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1694   

Comment ID: N-01145 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01145: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1695   

Comment ID: N-01146 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01146: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1696   

Comment ID: N-01147 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01147: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1697   

Comment ID: N-01148 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01148: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1698   

Comment ID: N-01149 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01149: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1699   

Comment ID: N-01150 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01150: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1700   

Comment ID: N-01151 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01151: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1701   

Comment ID: N-01152 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01152: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1702   

Comment ID: N-01153 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01153: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1703   

Comment ID: N-01154 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01154: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1704   

Comment ID: N-01155 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01155: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1705   

Comment ID: N-01156 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01156: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1706   

Comment ID: N-01157 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01157: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1707   

Comment ID: N-01158 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01158: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1708   

Comment ID: N-01159 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01159: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1709   

Comment ID: N-01160 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01160: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1710   

Comment ID: N-01161 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01161: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1711   

Comment ID: N-01162 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01162: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1712   

Comment ID: N-01163 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01163: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1713   

Comment ID: N-01164 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01164: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1714   

Comment ID: N-01165 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01165: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1715   

Comment ID: N-01166 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01166: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1716   

Comment ID: N-01167 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01167: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1717   

Comment ID: N-01168 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01168: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1718   

Comment ID: N-01169 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01169: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1719   

Comment ID: N-01170 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01170: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1720   

Comment ID: N-01171 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01171: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1721   

Comment ID: N-01172 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01172: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1722   

Comment ID: N-01173 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01173: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1723   

Comment ID: N-01174 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01174: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1724   

Comment ID: N-01175 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01175: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1725   

Comment ID: N-01176 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01176: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1726   

Comment ID: N-01177 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01177: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1727   

Comment ID: N-01178 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01178: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1728   

Comment ID: N-01179 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01179: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1729   

Comment ID: N-01180 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01180: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1730   

Comment ID: N-01181 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01181: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1731   

Comment ID: N-01182 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01182: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1732   

Comment ID: N-01183 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01183: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1733   

Comment ID: N-01184 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01184: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1734   

Comment ID: N-01185 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01185: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1735   

Comment ID: N-01186 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01186: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1736   

Comment ID: N-01187 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01187: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1737   

Comment ID: N-01188 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01188: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1738   

Comment ID: N-01189 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01189: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1739   

Comment ID: N-01190 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01190: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1740   

Comment ID: N-01191 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01191: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1741   

Comment ID: N-01192 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01192: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1742   

Comment ID: N-01193 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01193: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1743   

Comment ID: N-01194 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01194: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment.  Therefore, use of spill 
kits and drip pans is a Standard Operating Procedure.  Section 4.4.2.3 
of the EIS discusses the management of hazardous materials and 
wastes under the proposed action.  Under any land acquisition 
scenario, current procedures for spill prevention, containment, 
cleanup, and management of hazardous wastes (including motor oil, 
gear fluid, etc.) would be implemented as outlined in Combat Center 
Order 5090.1D and environmental Standard Operating Procedures. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1744   

Comment ID: N-01195 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01195: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1745   

Comment ID: N-01196 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01196: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1746   

Comment ID: N-01197 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01197: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1747   

Comment ID: N-01198 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01198: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1748   

Comment ID: N-01199 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01199: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1749   

Comment ID: N-01200 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01200: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1750   

Comment ID: N-01201 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01201: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1751   

Comment ID: N-01202 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01202: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1752   

Comment ID: N-01203 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01203: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1753   

Comment ID: N-01204 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01204: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1754   

Comment ID: N-01205 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01205: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1755   

Comment ID: N-01206 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01206: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1756   

Comment ID: N-01207 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01207: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1757   

Comment ID: N-01208 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01208: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1758   

Comment ID: N-01209 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01209: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1759   

Comment ID: N-01210 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01210: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1760   

Comment ID: N-01211 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01211: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1761   

Comment ID: N-01212 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01212: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1762   

Comment ID: N-01213 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01213: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1763   

Comment ID: N-01214 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01214: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1764   

Comment ID: N-01215 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01215: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1765   

Comment ID: N-01216 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01216: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1766   

Comment ID: N-01217 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01217: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1767   

Comment ID: N-01218 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01218: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1768   

Comment ID: N-01219 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01219: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1769   

Comment ID: N-01220 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01220: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1770   

Comment ID: N-01221 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01221: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1771   

Comment ID: N-01222 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01222: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1772   

Comment ID: N-01223 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01223: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1773   

Comment ID: N-01224 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01224: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1774   

Comment ID: N-01225 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01225: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1775   

Comment ID: N-01226 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01226: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1776   

Comment ID: N-01227 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01227: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1777   

Comment ID: N-01228 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01228: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1778   

Comment ID: N-01229 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01229: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1779   

Comment ID: N-01230 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01230: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1780   

Comment ID: N-01231 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01231: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1781   

Comment ID: N-01232 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01232: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1782   

Comment ID: N-01233 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01233: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 1.3 of the 
EIS, the purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a current Marine 
Corps training requirement.  In addition to the high deployment 
tempo in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Marine Corps must maintain high 
proficiency for other vital Marine Corps missions, including 
combined arms maneuver at the MEB level.  In November 2006, the 
Marine Corps validated the need to establish a large-scale training 
area for live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary 
Brigade (MEB) composed of three battalion task forces.  Currently, 
the Combat Center can only accommodate live-fire and maneuver 
training for up to two battalion task forces.  Additional land area is 
needed to ensure adequate separation distances for operation of the 
three battalions required for MEB-sized training.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1783   

Comment ID: N-01234 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01234: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1784   

Comment ID: N-01235 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01235: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1785   

Comment ID: N-01236 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01236: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1786   

Comment ID: N-01237 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01237: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1787   

Comment ID: N-01238 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01238: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1788   

Comment ID: N-01239 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01239: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1789   

Comment ID: N-01240 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01240: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1790   

Comment ID: N-01241 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01241: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1791   

Comment ID: N-01242 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01242: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1792   

Comment ID: N-01243 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01243: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1793   

Comment ID: N-01244 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01244: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1794   

Comment ID: N-01245 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01245: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1795   

Comment ID: N-01246 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01246: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1796   

Comment ID: N-01247 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01247: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1797   

Comment ID: N-01248 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01248: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1798   

Comment ID: N-01249 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01249: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1799   

Comment ID: N-01250 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01250: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1800   

Comment ID: N-01251 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01251: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1801   

Comment ID: N-01252 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01252: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1802   

Comment ID: N-01253 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01253: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1803   

Comment ID: N-01254 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01254: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1804   

Comment ID: N-01255 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01255: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1805   

Comment ID: N-01256 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01256: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1806   

Comment ID: N-01257 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01257: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1807   

Comment ID: N-01258 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01258: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1808   

Comment ID: N-01259 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01259: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1809   

Comment ID: N-01260 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01260: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1810   

Comment ID: N-01261 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01261: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1811   

Comment ID: N-01262 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01262: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1812   

Comment ID: N-01263 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01263: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1813   

Comment ID: N-01264 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01264: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1814   

Comment ID: N-01265 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01265: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1815   

Comment ID: N-01266 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01266: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1816   

Comment ID: N-01267 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01267: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1817   

Comment ID: N-01268 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01268: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1818   

Comment ID: N-01269 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01269: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1819   

Comment ID: N-01270 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01270: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1820   

Comment ID: N-01271 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01271: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1821   

Comment ID: N-01272 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01272: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1822   

Comment ID: N-01273 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01273: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1823   

Comment ID: N-01274 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01274: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1824   

Comment ID: N-01275 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01275: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1825   

Comment ID: N-01276 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01276: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1826   

Comment ID: N-01277 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01277: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1827   

Comment ID: N-01278 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01278: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1828   

Comment ID: N-01279 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01279: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1829   

Comment ID: N-01280 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01280: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1830   

Comment ID: N-01281 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01281: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1831   

Comment ID: N-01282 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01282: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1832   

Comment ID: N-01283 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01283: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1833   

Comment ID: N-01284 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01284: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1834   

Comment ID: N-01285 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01285: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1835   

Comment ID: N-01286 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01286: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1836   

Comment ID: N-01287 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01287: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1837   

Comment ID: N-01288 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01288: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1838   

Comment ID: N-01289 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01289: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1839   

Comment ID: N-01290 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01290: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1840   

Comment ID: N-01291 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01291: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1841   

Comment ID: N-01292 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01292: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1842   

Comment ID: N-01293 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01293: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1843   

Comment ID: N-01294 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01294: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1844   

Comment ID: N-01295 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01295: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1845   

Comment ID: N-01296 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01296: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1846   

Comment ID: N-01297 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01297: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1847   

Comment ID: N-01298 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01298: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1848   

Comment ID: N-01299 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01299: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1849   

Comment ID: N-01300 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01300: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1850   

Comment ID: N-01301 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01301: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1851   

Comment ID: N-01302 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01302: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1852   

Comment ID: N-01303 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01303: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1853   

Comment ID: N-01304 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01304: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1854   

Comment ID: N-01305 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01305: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1855   

Comment ID: N-01306 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01306: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1856   

Comment ID: N-01307 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01307: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1857   

Comment ID: N-01308 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01308: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1858   

Comment ID: N-01309 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01309: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1859   

Comment ID: N-01310 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01310: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1860   

Comment ID: N-01311 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01311: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1861   

Comment ID: N-01312 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01312: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1862   

Comment ID: N-01313 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01313: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1863   

Comment ID: N-01314 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01314: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1864   

Comment ID: N-01315 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01315: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1865   

Comment ID: N-01316 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01316: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1866   

Comment ID: N-01317 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01317: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1867   

Comment ID: N-01318 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01318: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1868   

Comment ID: N-01319 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01319: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1869   

Comment ID: N-01320 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01320: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1870   

Comment ID: N-01321 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01321: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1871   

Comment ID: N-01322 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01322: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1872   

Comment ID: N-01323 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01323: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1873   

Comment ID: N-01324 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01324: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1874   

Comment ID: N-01325 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01325: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1875   

Comment ID: N-01326 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01326: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1876   

Comment ID: N-01327 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01327: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1877   

Comment ID: N-01328 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01328: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1878   

Comment ID: N-01329 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01329: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1879   

Comment ID: N-01330 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01330: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1880   

Comment ID: N-01331 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01331: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1881   

Comment ID: N-01332 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01332: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1882   

Comment ID: N-01333 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01333: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1883   

Comment ID: N-01334 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01334: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1884   

Comment ID: N-01335 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01335: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1885   

Comment ID: N-01336 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01336: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1886   

Comment ID: N-01337 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01337: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1887   

Comment ID: N-01338 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01338: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1888   

Comment ID: N-01339 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01339: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1889   

Comment ID: N-01340 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01340: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1890   

Comment ID: N-01341 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01341: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1891   

Comment ID: N-01342 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01342: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1892   

Comment ID: N-01343 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01343: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1893   

Comment ID: N-01344 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01344: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1894   

Comment ID: N-01345 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01345: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
public’s concern in regards to safety on lands used by the Marine 
Corps for training purposes.  Section 2.5 of the EIS outlines the 
measures that would be implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6.  
Included are a series of communication and notification procedures 
(modeled after BLM’s management plan for Johnson Valley) that 
would be implemented to increase public awareness, as well as pre- 
and post-exercise range control and management procedures that 
would enhance public safety.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1895   

Comment ID: N-01346 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01346: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1896   

Comment ID: N-01347 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01347: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1897   

Comment ID: N-01348 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01348: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1898   

Comment ID: N-01349 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01349: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1899   

Comment ID: N-01350 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01350: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1900   

Comment ID: N-01351 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01351: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1901   

Comment ID: N-01352 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01352: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1902   

Comment ID: N-01353 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01353: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1903   

Comment ID: N-01354 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01354: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1904   

Comment ID: N-01355 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01355: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1905   

Comment ID: N-01356 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01356: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1906   

Comment ID: N-01357 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01357: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1907   

Comment ID: N-01358 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01358: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1908   

Comment ID: N-01359 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01359: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1909   

Comment ID: N-01360 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01360: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1910   

Comment ID: N-01361 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01361: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1911   

Comment ID: N-01362 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01362: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1912   

Comment ID: N-01363 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01363: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1913   

Comment ID: N-01364 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01364: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1914   

Comment ID: N-01365 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01365: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1915   

Comment ID: N-01366 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01366: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1916   

Comment ID: N-01367 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01367: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1917   

Comment ID: N-01368 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01368: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1918   

Comment ID: N-01369 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01369: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1919   

Comment ID: N-01370 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01370: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1920   

Comment ID: N-01371 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01371: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1921   

Comment ID: N-01372 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01372: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1922   

Comment ID: N-01373 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01373: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1923   

Comment ID: N-01374 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01374: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1924   

Comment ID: N-01375 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01375: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1925   

Comment ID: N-01376 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01376: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1926   

Comment ID: N-01377 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01377: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1927   

Comment ID: N-01378 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01378: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1928   

Comment ID: N-01379 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01379: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1929   

Comment ID: N-01380 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01380: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1930   

Comment ID: N-01381 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01381: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1931   

Comment ID: N-01382 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01382: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1932   

Comment ID: N-01383 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01383: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1933   

Comment ID: N-01384 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01384: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1934   

Comment ID: N-01385 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01385: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1935   

Comment ID: N-01386 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01386: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1936   

Comment ID: N-01387 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01387: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1937   

Comment ID: N-01388 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01388: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1938   

Comment ID: N-01389 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01389: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1939   

Comment ID: N-01390 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01390: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1940   

Comment ID: N-01391 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01391: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1941   

Comment ID: N-01392 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01392: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1942   

Comment ID: N-01393 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01393: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1943   

Comment ID: N-01394 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01394: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1944   

Comment ID: N-01395 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01395: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1945   

Comment ID: N-01396 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01396: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1946   

Comment ID: N-01397 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01397: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1947   

Comment ID: N-01398 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01398: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1948   

Comment ID: N-01399 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01399: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1949   

Comment ID: N-01400 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01400: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.  However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1950   

Comment ID: N-01401 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01401: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1951   

Comment ID: N-01402 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01402: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1952   

Comment ID: N-01403 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01403: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1953   

Comment ID: N-01404 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01404: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1954   

Comment ID: N-01405 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01405: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1955   

Comment ID: N-01406 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01406: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1956   

Comment ID: N-01407 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01407: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1957   

Comment ID: N-01408 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01408: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1958   

Comment ID: N-01409 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01409: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1959   

Comment ID: N-01410 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01410: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1960   

Comment ID: N-01411 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01411: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1961   

Comment ID: N-01412 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01412: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1962   

Comment ID: N-01413 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01413: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1963   

Comment ID: N-01414 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01414: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1964   

Comment ID: N-01415 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01415: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1965   

Comment ID: N-01416 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01416: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1966   

Comment ID: N-01417 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01417: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1967   

Comment ID: N-01418 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01418: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1968   

Comment ID: N-01419 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01419: 

Thank you for your comment. It is acknowledged that the proposed 
training exercises will generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, 
as shown in the EIS tables that present estimations of air emissions 
for each project alternative.  The EIS dispersion modeling analyses 
determined that fugitive dust emissions would produce less than 
significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels for Alternatives 1, 2, and 
4-6.  However, Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of 
the national ambient air quality standard for PM10.  The EIS only 
proposes to control fugitive dust emissions from proposed 
construction activities, as it would be infeasible to control fugitive 
dust generated from the proposed training exercises.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1969   

Comment ID: N-01420 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01420: 

Thank you for your comment.  The proposed training exercises 
would increase emissions of GHGs, as presented in Section 5.4.8 of 
the EIS.   However, the efforts by the Marine Corps and DoN to 
implement broad-based programs to reduce energy consumption and 
use renewable and alternative fuels would somewhat offset these 
emission increases. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1970   

Comment ID: N-01421 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01421: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1971   

Comment ID: N-01422 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01422: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1972   

Comment ID: N-01423 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01423: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1973   

Comment ID: N-01424 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01424: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1974   

Comment ID: N-01425 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01425: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1975   

Comment ID: N-01426 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01426: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1976   

Comment ID: N-01427 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01427: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1977   

Comment ID: N-01428 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01428: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1978   

Comment ID: N-01429 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01429: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1979   

Comment ID: N-01430 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01430: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1980   

Comment ID: N-01431 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01431: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1981   

Comment ID: N-01432 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01432: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1982   

Comment ID: N-01433 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01433: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1983   

Comment ID: N-01434 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01434: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1984   

Comment ID: N-01435 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01435: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1985   

Comment ID: N-01436 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01436: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1986   

Comment ID: N-01437 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01437: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1987   

Comment ID: N-01438 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01438: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1988   

Comment ID: N-01439 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01439: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1989   

Comment ID: N-01440 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01440: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1990   

Comment ID: N-01441 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01441: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1991   

Comment ID: N-01442 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01442: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1992   

Comment ID: N-01443 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01443: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1993   

Comment ID: N-01444 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01444: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1994   

Comment ID: N-01445 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01445: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1995   

Comment ID: N-01446 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01446: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1996   

Comment ID: N-01447 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01447: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1997   

Comment ID: N-01448 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01448: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1998   

Comment ID: N-01449 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01449: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-1999   

Comment ID: N-01450 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01450: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2000   

Comment ID: N-01451 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01451: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2001   

Comment ID: N-01452 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01452: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2002   

Comment ID: N-01453 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01453: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2003   

Comment ID: N-01454 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01454: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2004   

Comment ID: N-01455 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01455: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2005   

Comment ID: N-01456 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01456: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2006   

Comment ID: N-01457 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01457: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2007   

Comment ID: N-01458 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01458: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2008   

Comment ID: N-01459 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01459: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2009   

Comment ID: N-01460 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01460: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2010   

Comment ID: N-01461 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01461: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates geological impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.12 of the 
EIS).  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance delivery, 
and infantry training.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2011   

Comment ID: N-01462 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01462: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2012   

Comment ID: N-01463 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01463: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2013   

Comment ID: N-01464 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01464: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2014   

Comment ID: N-01465 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01465: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2015   

Comment ID: N-01466 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01466: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2016   

Comment ID: N-01467 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01467: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2017   

Comment ID: N-01468 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01468: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2018   

Comment ID: N-01469 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01469: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2019   

Comment ID: N-01470 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01470: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2020   

Comment ID: N-01471 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01471: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2021   

Comment ID: N-01472 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01472: 

Thank you for your comment.   Public comments on the Draft EIS 
are an important part of the decision-making process.  This 
information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by 
the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2022   

Comment ID: N-01473 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01473: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2023   

Comment ID: N-01474 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01474: 

Thank you for your comment.   Public comments on the Draft EIS 
are an important part of the decision-making process.  This 
information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by 
the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2024   

Comment ID: N-01475 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01475: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2025   

Comment ID: N-01476 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01476: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2026   

Comment ID: N-01477 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01477: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2027   

Comment ID: N-01478 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01478: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2028   

Comment ID: N-01479 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01479: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2029   

Comment ID: N-01480 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01480: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2030   

Comment ID: N-01481 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01481: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2031   

Comment ID: N-01482 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01482: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2032   

Comment ID: N-01483 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01483: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2033   

Comment ID: N-01484 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01484: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2034   

Comment ID: N-01485 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01485: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2035   

Comment ID: N-01486 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01486: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2036   

Comment ID: N-01487 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01487: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2037   

Comment ID: N-01488 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01488: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2038   

Comment ID: N-01489 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01489: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2039   

Comment ID: N-01490 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01490: 

Thank you for your comment.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2040   

Comment ID: N-01491 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01491: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2041   

Comment ID: N-01492 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01492: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2042   

Comment ID: N-01493 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01493: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2043   

Comment ID: N-01494 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01494: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2044   

Comment ID: N-01495 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01495: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2045   

Comment ID: N-01496 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01496: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2046   

Comment ID: N-01497 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01497: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2047   

Comment ID: N-01498 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01498: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2048   

Comment ID: N-01499 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01499: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2049   

Comment ID: N-01500 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01500: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2050   

Comment ID: N-01501 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01501: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2051   

Comment ID: N-01502 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01502: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2052   

Comment ID: N-01503 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01503: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2053   

Comment ID: N-01504 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01504: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2054   

Comment ID: N-01505 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01505: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2055   

Comment ID: N-01506 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01506: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2056   

Comment ID: N-01507 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01507: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2057   

Comment ID: N-01508 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01508: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2058   

Comment ID: N-01509 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01509: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2059   

Comment ID: N-01510 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01510: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2060   

Comment ID: N-01511 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01511: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2061   

Comment ID: N-01512 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01512: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2062   

Comment ID: N-01513 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01513: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2063   

Comment ID: N-01514 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01514: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2064   

Comment ID: N-01515 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01515: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2065   

Comment ID: N-01516 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01516: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2066   

Comment ID: N-01517 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01517: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2067   

Comment ID: N-01518 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01518: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2068   

Comment ID: N-01519 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01519: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2069   

Comment ID: N-01520 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01520: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2070   

Comment ID: N-01521 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01521: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2071   

Comment ID: N-01522 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01522: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2072   

Comment ID: N-01523 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01523: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2073   

Comment ID: N-01524 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01524: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2074   

Comment ID: N-01525 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01525: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2075   

Comment ID: N-01526 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01526: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2076   

Comment ID: N-01527 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01527: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2077   

Comment ID: N-01528 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01528: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2078   

Comment ID: N-01529 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01529: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2079   

Comment ID: N-01530 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01530: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2080   

Comment ID: N-01531 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01531: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2081   

Comment ID: N-01532 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01532: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2082   

Comment ID: N-01533 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01533: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2083   

Comment ID: N-01534 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01534: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2084   

Comment ID: N-01535 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01535: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2085   

Comment ID: N-01536 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01536: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2086   

Comment ID: N-01537 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01537: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2087   

Comment ID: N-01538 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01538: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2088   

Comment ID: N-01539 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01539: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2089   

Comment ID: N-01540 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01540: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2090   

Comment ID: N-01541 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01541: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2091   

Comment ID: N-01542 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01542: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2092   

Comment ID: N-01543 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01543: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2093   

Comment ID: N-01544 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01544: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

The Marine Corps understands the trend in availability of OHV land 
and has considered the loss of OHV land over time in Chapter 5 
under cumulative impacts to Recreation (see Section 5.4.2 of the 
EIS).  The EIS finds that the loss of availability of OHV land would 
be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a 
significant cumulative impact.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year.  Public comments on 
the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-making process.  
This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated 
by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the 
NEPA process. 

  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2094   

Comment ID: N-01545 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01545: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2095   

Comment ID: N-01546 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01546: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2096   

Comment ID: N-01547 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01547: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2097   

Comment ID: N-01548 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01548: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2098   

Comment ID: N-01549 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01549: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2099   

Comment ID: N-01550 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01550: 

Thank you for your comment.  During the planning process, the 
Marine Corps determined that the de-designation of wilderness areas 
was not a viable option.  Screening criteria #5 (see Section 2.3.1 of 
the EIS) states that any alternatives selected would avoid 
congressionally designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
etc.  Section 2.4.3 of the EIS describes an action alternative 
(Alternative 3) that would involve acquisition of land east of the 
current Combat Center without needing to de-designate wilderness 
area, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2100   

Comment ID: N-01551 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01551: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2101   

Comment ID: N-01552 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01552: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2102   

Comment ID: N-01553 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01553: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2103   

Comment ID: N-01554 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01554: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2104   

Comment ID: N-01555 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01555: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2105   

Comment ID: N-01556 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01556: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2106   

Comment ID: N-01557 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01557: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2107   

Comment ID: N-01558 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01558: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2108   

Comment ID: N-01559 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01559: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2109   

Comment ID: N-01560 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01560: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2110   

Comment ID: N-01561 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01561: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2111   

Comment ID: N-01562 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01562: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2112   

Comment ID: N-01563 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01563: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2113   

Comment ID: N-01564 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01564: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2114   

Comment ID: N-01565 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01565: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2115   

Comment ID: N-01566 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01566: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2116   

Comment ID: N-01567 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01567: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2117   

Comment ID: N-01568 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01568: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2118   

Comment ID: N-01569 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01569: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2119   

Comment ID: N-01570 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01570: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2120   

Comment ID: N-01571 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01571: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2121   

Comment ID: N-01572 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01572: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2122   

Comment ID: N-01573 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01573: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2123   

Comment ID: N-01574 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01574: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2124   

Comment ID: N-01575 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01575: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2125   

Comment ID: N-01576 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01576: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2126   

Comment ID: N-01577 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01577: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2127   

Comment ID: N-01578 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01578: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2128   

Comment ID: N-01579 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01579: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2129   

Comment ID: N-01580 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01580: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2130   

Comment ID: N-01581 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01581: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2131   

Comment ID: N-01582 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01582: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2132   

Comment ID: N-01583 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01583: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2133   

Comment ID: N-01584 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01584: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2134   

Comment ID: N-01585 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01585: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use under the proposed action may be periodically detected 
by residents and other members of the public from a distance, and 
may sometimes be an annoyance.  Although proposed training 
activities would increase noise levels in adjacent land areas, noise 
levels would not exceed the threshold criteria outside of the proposed 
acquisition boundaries.  The results of additional single-event noise 
modeling have been added to Section 4.9 of the EIS to contribute to 
the evaluation of noise impacts.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2135   

Comment ID: N-01586 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01586: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2136   

Comment ID: N-01587 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01587: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2137   

Comment ID: N-01588 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01588: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates noise impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed 
in Section 4.4 of the EIS, some noise and vibrations associated with 
ordnance use and aircraft operations under the proposed action may 
be periodically detected by residents and other members of the 
public, and may sometimes be an annoyance.  In addition to the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) time-averaged analysis 
conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2138   

Comment ID: N-01589 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01589: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2139   

Comment ID: N-01590 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01590: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2140   

Comment ID: N-01591 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01591: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2141   

Comment ID: N-01592 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01592: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2142   

Comment ID: N-01593 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01593: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2143   

Comment ID: N-01594 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01594: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2144   

Comment ID: N-01595 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01595: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2145   

Comment ID: N-01596 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01596: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2146   

Comment ID: N-01597 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01597: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2147   

Comment ID: N-01598 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01598: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2148   

Comment ID: N-01599 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01599: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2149   

Comment ID: N-01600 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01600: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10). The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2150   

Comment ID: N-01601 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01601: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2151   

Comment ID: N-01602 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01602: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2152   

Comment ID: N-01603 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01603: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2153   

Comment ID: N-01604 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01604: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2154   

Comment ID: N-01605 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01605: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2155   

Comment ID: N-01606 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01606: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2156   

Comment ID: N-01607 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01607: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2157   

Comment ID: N-01608 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01608: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2158   

Comment ID: N-01609 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01609: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2159   

Comment ID: N-01610 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01610: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2160   

Comment ID: N-01611 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01611: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2161   

Comment ID: N-01612 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01612: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2162   

Comment ID: N-01613 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01613: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2163   

Comment ID: N-01614 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01614: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2164   

Comment ID: N-01615 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01615: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2165   

Comment ID: N-01616 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01616: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2166   

Comment ID: N-01617 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01617: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2167   

Comment ID: N-01618 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01618: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2168   

Comment ID: N-01619 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01619: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2169   

Comment ID: N-01620 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01620: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2170   

Comment ID: N-01621 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01621: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2171   

Comment ID: N-01622 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01622: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2172   

Comment ID: N-01623 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01623: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2173   

Comment ID: N-01624 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01624: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2174   

Comment ID: N-01625 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01625: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2175   

Comment ID: N-01626 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01626: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2176   

Comment ID: N-01627 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01627: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2177   

Comment ID: N-01628 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01628: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2178   

Comment ID: N-01629 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01629: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2179   

Comment ID: N-01630 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01630: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2180   

Comment ID: N-01631 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01631: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2181   

Comment ID: N-01632 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01632: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2182   

Comment ID: N-01633 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01633: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2183   

Comment ID: N-01634 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01634: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2184   

Comment ID: N-01635 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01635: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2185   

Comment ID: N-01636 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01636: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2186   

Comment ID: N-01637 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01637: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2187   

Comment ID: N-01638 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01638: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2188   

Comment ID: N-01639 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01639: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2189   

Comment ID: N-01640 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01640: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2190   

Comment ID: N-01641 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01641: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in the EIS, 
implementation of the proposed action is likely to result in an 
increase in illegal riding in the form of trespass on BLM, state, or 
private lands (refer to Section 4.2).  The potential for such illegal 
riding has been considered in the EIS; including potential adverse 
impacts on the Desert Tortoise (see Section 4.10).  The EIS also 
evaluates several special conservation measures (refer to Section 
4.2.2.1) to reduce these potentially significant impacts.  Additional 
information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2191   

Comment ID: N-01642 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01642: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2192   

Comment ID: N-01643 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01643: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2193   

Comment ID: N-01644 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01644: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2194   

Comment ID: N-01645 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01645: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2195   

Comment ID: N-01646 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01646: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2196   

Comment ID: N-01647 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01647: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2197   

Comment ID: N-01648 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01648: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2198   

Comment ID: N-01649 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01649: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2199   

Comment ID: N-01650 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01650: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2200   

Comment ID: N-01651 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01651: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2201   

Comment ID: N-01652 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01652: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2202   

Comment ID: N-01653 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01653: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2203   

Comment ID: N-01654 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01654: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2204   

Comment ID: N-01655 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01655: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2205   

Comment ID: N-01656 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01656: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2206   

Comment ID: N-01657 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01657: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2207   

Comment ID: N-01658 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01658: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2208   

Comment ID: N-01659 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01659: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2209   

Comment ID: N-01660 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01660: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2210   

Comment ID: N-01661 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01661: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2211   

Comment ID: N-01662 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01662: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2212   

Comment ID: N-01663 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01663: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2213   

Comment ID: N-01664 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01664: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2214   

Comment ID: N-01665 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01665: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2215   

Comment ID: N-01666 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01666: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2216   

Comment ID: N-01667 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01667: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2217   

Comment ID: N-01668 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01668: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2218   

Comment ID: N-01669 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01669: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2219   

Comment ID: N-01670 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01670: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2220   

Comment ID: N-01671 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01671: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2221   

Comment ID: N-01672 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01672: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2222   

Comment ID: N-01673 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01673: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2223   

Comment ID: N-01674 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01674: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2224   

Comment ID: N-01675 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01675: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2225   

Comment ID: N-01676 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01676: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2226   

Comment ID: N-01677 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01677: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2227   

Comment ID: N-01678 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01678: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2228   

Comment ID: N-01679 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01679: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action.    



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2229   

Comment ID: N-01680 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01680: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2230   

Comment ID: N-01681 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01681: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2231   

Comment ID: N-01682 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01682: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2232   

Comment ID: N-01683 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01683: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2233   

Comment ID: N-01684 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01684: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2234   

Comment ID: N-01685 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01685: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2235   

Comment ID: N-01686 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01686: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2236   

Comment ID: N-01687 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01687: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2237   

Comment ID: N-01688 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01688: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2238   

Comment ID: N-01689 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01689: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2239   

Comment ID: N-01690 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01690: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2240   

Comment ID: N-01691 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01691: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2241   

Comment ID: N-01692 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01692: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2242   

Comment ID: N-01693 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01693: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2243   

Comment ID: N-01694 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01694: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2244   

Comment ID: N-01695 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01695: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2245   

Comment ID: N-01696 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01696: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2246   

Comment ID: N-01697 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01697: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2247   

Comment ID: N-01698 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01698: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2248   

Comment ID: N-01699 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01699: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

    N.2-2249   

Comment ID: N-01700 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01700: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2250   

Comment ID: N-01701 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01701: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2251   

Comment ID: N-01702 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01702: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2252   

Comment ID: N-01703 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01703: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2253   

Comment ID: N-01704 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01704: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2254   

Comment ID: N-01705 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01705: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2255   

Comment ID: N-01706 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01706: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2256   

Comment ID: N-01707 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01707: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2257   

Comment ID: N-01708 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01708: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2258   

Comment ID: N-01709 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01709: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2259   

Comment ID: N-01710 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01710: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2260   

Comment ID: N-01711 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01711: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2261   

Comment ID: N-01712 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01712: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2262   

Comment ID: N-01713 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01713: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2263   

Comment ID: N-01714 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01714: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2264   

Comment ID: N-01715 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01715: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2265   

Comment ID: N-01716 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01716: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2266   

Comment ID: N-01717 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01717: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2267   

Comment ID: N-01718 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01718: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2268   

Comment ID: N-01719 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01719: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2269   

Comment ID: N-01720 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01720: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2270   

Comment ID: N-01721 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01721: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2271   

Comment ID: N-01722 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01722: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2272   

Comment ID: N-01723 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01723: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2273   

Comment ID: N-01724 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01724: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2274   

Comment ID: N-01725 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01725: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2275   

Comment ID: N-01726 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01726: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2276   

Comment ID: N-01727 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01727: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2277   

Comment ID: N-01728 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01728: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2278   

Comment ID: N-01729 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01729: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2279   

Comment ID: N-01730 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01730: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2280   

Comment ID: N-01731 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01731: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2281   

Comment ID: N-01732 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01732: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2282   

Comment ID: N-01733 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01733: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2283   

Comment ID: N-01734 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01734: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2284   

Comment ID: N-01735 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01735: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2285   

Comment ID: N-01736 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01736: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2286   

Comment ID: N-01737 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01737: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2287   

Comment ID: N-01738 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01738: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2288   

Comment ID: N-01739 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01739: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2289   

Comment ID: N-01740 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01740: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2290   

Comment ID: N-01741 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01741: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2291   

Comment ID: N-01742 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01742: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2292   

Comment ID: N-01743 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01743: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2293   

Comment ID: N-01744 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01744: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2294   

Comment ID: N-01745 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01745: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2295   

Comment ID: N-01746 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01746: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2296   

Comment ID: N-01747 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01747: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2297   

Comment ID: N-01748 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01748: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2298   

Comment ID: N-01749 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01749: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.12 of the 
EIS, the same programs and procedures that apply to current training 
activities to avoid and minimize impacts to soils at the Combat 
Center (e.g., tank traps, foxholes, trenches, and obstacles would be 
filled and graded when training exercises are completed) would be 
extended to any lands acquired under the proposed action.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 to prepare the Restricted 
Public Access Area for public use (refer to Section 2.5 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2299   

Comment ID: N-01750 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01750: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2300   

Comment ID: N-01751 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01751: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2301   

Comment ID: N-01752 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01752: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2302   

Comment ID: N-01753 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01753: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2303   

Comment ID: N-01754 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01754: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2304   

Comment ID: N-01755 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01755: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2305   

Comment ID: N-01756 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01756: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2306   

Comment ID: N-01757 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01757: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2307   

Comment ID: N-01758 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01758: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2308   

Comment ID: N-01759 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01759: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2309   

Comment ID: N-01760 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01760: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2310   

Comment ID: N-01761 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01761: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2311   

Comment ID: N-01762 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01762: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2312   

Comment ID: N-01763 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01763: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2313   

Comment ID: N-01764 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01764: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2314   

Comment ID: N-01765 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01765: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2315   

Comment ID: N-01766 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01766: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2316   

Comment ID: N-01767 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01767: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2317   

Comment ID: N-01768 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01768: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2318   

Comment ID: N-01769 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01769: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2319   

Comment ID: N-01770 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01770: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2320   

Comment ID: N-01771 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01771: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2321   

Comment ID: N-01772 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01772: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2322   

Comment ID: N-01773 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01773: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2323   

Comment ID: N-01774 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01774: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2324   

Comment ID: N-01775 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01775: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2325   

Comment ID: N-01776 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01776: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2326   

Comment ID: N-01777 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01777: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2327   

Comment ID: N-01778 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01778: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2328   

Comment ID: N-01779 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01779: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2329   

Comment ID: N-01780 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01780: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates visual impacts 
under each of the action alternatives (refer to Section 4.5 of the EIS) 
and acknowledges the impact to viewsheds in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area.  As noted in the EIS, there would be less than significant 
impacts to visual resources for any alternative selected.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2330   

Comment ID: N-01781 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01781: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2331   

Comment ID: N-01782 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01782: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2332   

Comment ID: N-01783 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01783: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2333   

Comment ID: N-01784 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01784: 

Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section 4.4 of the 
EIS, the environment within the acquisition study areas is similar to 
that of the existing Combat Center, where wildland fires have not 
posed a substantial problem due to infrequent occurrence, timely 
emergency response, low levels of fuel, and strict use of Best 
Management Practices.  Existing emergency response procedures 
would be applied to acquired land areas.  In addition, current 
procedures for fire management and response contained in the 
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan would be extended 
to any acquired lands. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2334   

Comment ID: N-01785 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01785: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2335   

Comment ID: N-01786 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01786: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2336   

Comment ID: N-01787 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01787: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2337   

Comment ID: N-01788 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01788: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2338   

Comment ID: N-01789 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01789: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2339   

Comment ID: N-01790 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01790: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2340   

Comment ID: N-01791 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01791: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2341   

Comment ID: N-01792 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01792: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2342   

Comment ID: N-01793 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01793: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2343   

Comment ID: N-01794 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01794: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2344   

Comment ID: N-01795 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01795: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2345   

Comment ID: N-01796 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01796: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2346   

Comment ID: N-01797 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01797: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2347   

Comment ID: N-01798 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01798: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2348   

Comment ID: N-01799 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01799: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2349   

Comment ID: N-01800 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01800: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2350   

Comment ID: N-01801 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01801: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2351   

Comment ID: N-01802 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01802: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2352   

Comment ID: N-01803 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01803: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2353   

Comment ID: N-01804 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01804: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2354   

Comment ID: N-01805 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01805: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2355   

Comment ID: N-01806 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01806: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2356   

Comment ID: N-01807 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01807: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2357   

Comment ID: N-01808 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01808: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2358   

Comment ID: N-01809 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01809: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2359   

Comment ID: N-01810 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01810: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

  N.2-2360   

Comment ID: N-01811 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-01811: 

Thank you for your comment.  As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat 
Center Order 3500.4h SOP for Range/Training Area and Airspace 
provides guidance for training range operations, which includes 
routine range sweeps to remove safety hazards and range clearance 
operations following every exercise.  The Marine Corps would 
continue these same procedures on any acquired land area.  In 
addition, the Marine Corps proposed several measures (such as use 
of non dud-producing ordnance, range weep, and range clearance) 
that would be implemented under Alternatives 4, 5 or 6 that would 
allow the Restricted Public Access Area to be available for public 
use (refer to Section 2.5.3 of the EIS).   
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